
increases in the first quarter, it is questionable whether the
second-quarter decline reflects much of a moderation in wage
gains, 'ij

One measure of wage inflation—the Index of Average Hourly
Earnings—did show moderation in the first half of 1981. This is a
measure of wage trends for production and nonsupervisory personnel.
It increased by 9.7 percent (at an annual rate) in the first
quarter of 1981, followed by an 8.3 percent rate in the second
quarter. This index slowed to an annualized rate of increase of
5.3 percent in July, but it jumped in August to a rate of 14.7
percent, virtually guaranteeing a rapid increase in the third
quarter. Another labor cost statistic covering wage settle-
ments reached in collective bargaining during the first six months
of the year implied possibly more rapid wage inflation in 1981.
The major collective bargaining settlements in the private sector
provided for average wage adjustments of 11.4 percent for the first
year of the contract exclusive of prospective wage changes that may
occur under cost-of-living-adjustment clauses. This is less than
the 13.9 percent rate reported for the first quarter of 1980, but
is nonetheless substantial.

To date, therefore, there do not appear to have been sub-
stantial reductions in wage gains to match the reduced pace of
price inflation. In large part, this reflects an effort to "catch
up" with past high rates of inflation. CBO expects, however, that
the growth of employee compensation will decelerate in 1982 in
response to the declining inflation.

27 Measured in terms of percentage change from one quarter to the
next, the compensation statistics suggest that labor-cost
inflation accelerated in the first quarter and plummeted in
the second. Thus, growth of average hourly compensation in the
nonfarm business sector rose from a 9.8 percent rate of in-
crease in the fourth quarter of 1980 to an 11.6 percent rate of
increase in the first quarter of 1981, followed by a 9.6
percent rate of increase in the second. This change distorts
the labor-cost picture. The inordinately large first-quarter
increase was attributable chiefly to the upward adjustment of
both the rate and base increases for Social Security contribu-
tions that took effect in January; the second-quarter cost
increase was, accordingly, much more moderate.
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Recent gains in productivity growth have had some favorable
effects on unit labor costs. One closely watched labor cost series
is that for unit labor costs in the private nonfarm business sector
(compensation per hour in the nonfarm business sector adjusted for
productivity growth). After advancing at a rate in excess of 10
percent during 1980, unit labor costs slowed to a 7.0 percent
annual rate of increase in the first quarter of 1981. This de-
cline, however, was attributable almost exclusively to the 4.3
percent increase in labor productivity growth in the first quarter
of 1981, the result of the unsustained increase in real GNP growth.
The sharp slowdown in productivity growth to 0.7 percent in the
second quarter resulted in a rebound of unit labor costs to an 8.8
percent annual rate of increase. Nevertheless, the unit labor cost
picture improved in the first half of 1981. The CBO forecast
presented in this report points to a continued deceleration of unit
labor costs in 1982.
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CHAPTER III. THE MIDYEAR ECONOMIC FORECAST

The CBO forecast, described below, anticipates a pickup in
economic activity later this year and relatively rapid growth in
1982. The major reasons for the projected improvement in growth
are a moderation of inflation and the reduction in taxes over the
forecast period. The slowing of inflation is predicated on the
considerably improved outlook for both food and fuel prices through
next year.* Price increases are expected to moderate faster than
wage increases, thereby stimulating real income growth, which in
turn will lead to stronger final demands. As inflation eases, the
assumed tight monetary policy will accommodate more real growth.

This forecast, however, contains elements of uncertainty.
First, the food and fuel sectors of the economy remain volatile and
unpredictable. Second, the possibility remains that the Federal
Reserve's announced targets for money growth may inhibit a resump-
tion of growth in total spending in 1982. Third, the prospects for
upward pressure on interest rates would be increased if Treasury
borrowing is larger than projected because of the failure to
achieve planned spending cuts.

BASIC ASSUMPTIONS OF THE FORECAST

Policy Assumptions. The CBO forecast is based on the follow-
ing assumptions about fiscal and monetary policies through 1982:

o Total federal government spending, on a unified budget
basis, is $665 billion in fiscal year 1981 and $718
to $723 billion in fiscal year 1982. These estimates
embody the reductions in nondefense purchases, transfers,
and grants, as well as the increases in defense purchases,
included in the first budget resolution for fiscal year
1982.

o The tax policy embodies the major provisions of the Eco-
nomic Recovery Tax Act of 1981. I/ This includes a 25

I/ The economic effects of some provisions of the Tax Act, such as
the All Savers Certificate, have not been estimated.
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percent reduction in personal income tax rates—5 percent
in October of 1981 and then 10 percent in July 1982 and
July 1983—as well as the "15-10-5-3" accelerated capital
cost recovery system.

o The rates of growth of the monetary aggregates are within
the target ranges announced by the monetary authorities.
Because of continued strong growth in current-dollar GNP,
however, these aggregates are expected to lie close to the
upper ends of their announced ranges.

Food and Fuel Price Assumptions. While the outlook for food
and fuel prices is highly uncertain, the CBO forecast makes the
following assumptions:

o Food prices increase by 8-1/2 percent in calendar year 1981
and by 9 percent in 1982, more than 1 percent faster than
the overall price level.

o World oil prices remain flat through the first half of 1982
and then rise by about 8 percent for the remainder of
the year.

Consequently, oil prices are assumed to place downward pressure
on inflation in 1982, while food price developments are not ex-
pected to add much upward pressure over the forecast period.

THE FORECAST

The CBO current policy forecast is presented in Table 6.

o Real GNP is projected to rise by 1.5 to 3.5 percent from
the fourth quarter of 1980 to the fourth quarter of 1981.
Real growth is forecast to accelerate somewhat in 1982—
with real GNP rising by 3.1 to 5.1 percent.

o Inflation, as measured by the implicit price deflator for
GNP, is forecast to remain in the 7.6 to 9.6 percent range
in 1981 and then to decelerate significantly, to the
6.0 to 8.0 percent range, in 1982.

o The unemployment rate is likely to lie in the 7.1 to 8.1
percent range in the fourth quarter of 1981 and then
decline slowly to a range of 6.6 to 7.6 percent by the end
of 1982.
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TABLE 6. CBO'S ECONOMIC PROJECTIONS FOR 1981 AND 1982

Economic Variable
1980:4
(actual)

Levels

1981:4 1982:4

Rate of Change (percent)

1979:4
to 1980:4 1980:4 1981:4
(actual) to 1981:4 to 1982:4

GNP (billions of
current dollars) 2,730.6

Real GNP (billions of
1972 dollars) 1,485.6

GNP Implicit Price
Deflator (1972=100) 184

Consumer Price Index
(1967=100) 257

Unemployment Rate
(percent) 7.5

3-Month Treasury Bill
Rate (percent, calendar
year average) 11.6

2,982 to 3,098 3,259 to 3,516

1,508 to 1,538 1,555 to 1,616

198 to 201 210 to 218

278 to 283 294 to 305

7.1 to 8.1 6.6 to 7.6

13.5 to 15.5 11.4 to 13.4

9.4 9.2 to 13.4 9.3 to 13.5

-0.3 1.5 to 3.5 3.1 to 5.1

9.8 7.6 to 9.6 6.0 to 8.0

12.5 8.2 to 10.2 5.7 to 7.7



o The three-month Treasury bill rate is expected to moderate
later in 1981, averaging between 13-1/2 and 15-1/2 percent
over 1981 and about two percentage points lower over 1982.

Most forecasters, including CBO, do not expect any sig-
nificant resumption of real growth until late this year. High
interest rates and weak growth in real disposable income continue
to provide considerable restraint on growth. At the moment, no
serious imbalances are thought to exist between output and sales,
so that a large adjustment in output to remedy an imbalance
does not seem likely. Negative growth in the third quarter is
possible, but CBO does not project a deep or prolonged decline in
economic activity. The financial sector, however, is a source of
considerable uncertainty. If interest rates continue at present
levels for a prolonged period, a significant number of financial
institutions (particularly thrifts) may be threatened, and small
business failures could become more widespread. Moreover, spending
by consumers and business could be further depressed if credit
conditions remain very tight.

In the CBO forecast, however, the improving inflation outlook,
combined with slow growth in the economy, is expected to lead to
somewhat lower interest rates over the next few months. Lower
interest rates and increased real wages set the stage for a resump-
tion of consumer and business investment spending in the CBO
forecast. The expected improvement in activity will be aided by
the business tax reduction, retroactive to January 1, 1981, and the
reductions in personal income tax rates starting in October. But
while the average level of interest rates in 1982 is expected to be
well below current levels, rates will remain high and will restrain
growth somewhat.

Several factors that have worked to restrain the economy in
the past have recently shifted in a more favorable direction, or
are expected to do so soon:

o The deceleration of inflation is expected to lead to gains
in real wages and to lower interest rates;

o The personal income tax burden will ease in the fourth
quarter of 1981 and again in mid-1982, thereby contributing
to the rise in real disposable income;

o Defense purchases will strengthen later in 1981;
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o The recently enacted capital cost recovery system provides
strong incentives to invest; and

o There appears to have been no speculative buildup of
inventories that would necessitate a large adjustment in
output.

As these factors have their effects, the pickup in 1982—while
still modest by historical standards—will represent a significant
improvement in the performance of the economy as compared with the
last three years.

The key components of the projected recovery in real activity
are:

o A marked improvement in investment spending in response to
the business tax cut and the resurgence of final demands;

o A sharp upturn in housing and automobile production from
current depressed levels; and

o Strong defense purchases and orders leading to higher
levels of production, utilization, and investment. The
buildup in defense spending is assumed to proceed without
any significant "bottlenecks" through 1982.

A COMPARISON OF FORECASTS

The most recent forecasts of CBO, the Administration, and the
Federal Reserve, as well as earlier forecasts by CBO and the
Administration, are summarized in Table 7. The new CBO forecast
reflects the recent improvement in inflation; it sees inflation, as
measured by the implicit price deflator for GNP, running 1-1/2
percentage points lower in 1981 and 2 percentage points lower in
1982 than was anticipated in the CBO winter forecast. Real growth
is seen as somewhat stronger in 1981, largely because of rapid
growth in the first quarter, and as significantly stronger in
1982. The unemployment rate is forecast to be 0.5 percentage point
lower by the fourth quarter of 1982 than was foreseen last winter.
Interest rates remain very high in the new CBO forecast.

The Administration has also reduced its inflation forecast
for 1981 and 1982, but by less than the CBO. Its downward revision
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TABLE 7. COMPARISON OF FORECASTS MADE BY CBO, THE ADMINISTRATION, AND THE FEDERAL
RESERVE (Fourth quarter over fourth quarter)

1981 1982

Nominal GNP (percent change)
CBO 11.2 11.5
Administration 11.8 12.9
Federal Reserve 10.8 10.9

CBO, Winter 12.1 12.1
Administration, Winter 11.0 13.3

Real GNP (percent change)
CBO 2.5 4.1
Administration 2.5 5.2
Federal Reserve 2.3 2.5

CBO, Winter 1.8 2.8
Administration, Winter 1.4 5.2

GNP Implicit Price Deflator (percent change)
CBO 8.6 7.0
Administration 9.1 7.3
Federal Reserve 8.3 7.5

CBO, Winter 10.1 9.1
Administration, Winter 9.5 7.7

Unemployment Rate (percent, fourth-quarter average)
CBO 7.6 7.1
Administration 7.7 7.0
Federal Reserve 7.9 7.8

CBO, Winter 7.8 7.6
Administration, Winter 7.7 7.0

3-Month Treasury Bill Rate (percent, calendar year average)
CBO 14.5 12.4
Administration a/ 13.6 10.5
Federal Reserve N.A. N.A.

CBO, Winter 12.8 13.8
Administration, Winter - 11.1 8.9

NOTE: The CBO estimates are midpoints of ranges of economic projections; the
Federal Reserve estimates are midpoints (rounded to one decimal place)
of ranges of economic projections formulated by members of the Federal
Open Market Committee.

SOURCES: Congressional Budget Office; Office of Management and Budget, A Program
for Economic Recovery, February 18, 1981, and Mid-Session Review of the
1982 Budget, July 15, 1981; Federal Reserve System, Board of Governors,
Midyear Monetary Policy Report to Congress, July 20, 1981.

a./ According to the Administration's Mid-Session Review of the 1982 Budget,
"These projections assume, by convention, that interest rates are linked to
the rate of inflation. They are not forecasts of interest rates."



amounts to about one-half of a percentage point in each year.
Projections for real growth are higher for 1981 and unchanged for
1982. Interest rate projections have been raised substantially in
the Administration's forecast.

The differences between the CBO and the Administration fore-
casts have been reduced since last winter. They are now very
similar in their outlook for 1981. The Administration forecast
still remains more optimistic for 1982. The Administration forecast
of real growth is more than one percentage point higher than the
CBO projection. Its forecast of nominal GNP is also well above the
CBO forecast for 1982, and its three-month Treasury bill rate, at
10.5 percent for 1982, is nearly two percentage points lower than
CBO's forecast.

The Federal Reserve forecast for inflation is close to what
CBO and the Administration project. Its projection for nominal GNP
in 1982 is substantially lower than the Administration's and
somewhat lower than CBO's. Real growth in 1982 is lower than in
the CBO and Administration forecasts—by 1.6 and 2.7 percentage
points, respectively—and unemployment is substantially higher.

The Federal Reserve's less positive outlook probably can be
traced to its assumptions about the impact of monetary restraint
on economic growth. As indicated below, however, there is con-
siderable uncertainty about the economic impact of the Federal
Reserve's announced money targets.

Two major uncertainties in the economic outlook for 1982 are
the behavior of food and fuel prices and the impact of monetary
policy. These topics are treated in the following two sections.

COMMODITY PRICES

Both food and fuel prices have traditionally been very
difficult to predict. Their importance in the current inflation
outlook means that CBO's inflation projection, and that of most
other forecasters, must be treated with caution. If food and fuel
prices were to increase about 10 percentage points more than
assumed by CBO through 1982, they would have a significant impact
on real growth, inflation, and unemployment (see Table 8).

On the other hand, developments in commodity prices might be
more favorable than assumed. For example, absolute declines
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TABLE 8. ESTIMATED ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF PESSIMISTIC FOOD AND FUEL
PRICE ASSUMPTIONS—10 PERCENTAGE POINTS HIGHER THAN
ASSUMED IN THE CBO FORECAST

Economic Variable 1982:4

Real GNP
(billions of 1972 dollars) -15 to -20

GNP Implicit Price Deflator
(percent) +1-1/4 to +1-3/4

Unemployment Rate
(percentage points) +0.4 to +0.5

in world oil prices over the forecast period cannot: be ruled out.
The OPEC meeting in Geneva in August 1981 indicated that oil price
increases through 1982 will be lower than most forecasters had been
expecting. A decline in world oil prices would have a favorable
effect on economic activity.

MONETARY POLICY AND INTEREST RATES

A major uncertainty in the economic outlook is the com-
patibility of the Federal Reserve's monetary policy targets and
rapid economic growth. The Federal Reserve, with the urging
of the Administration, has indicated that the major objective
of its monetary policy is to reduce inflation. The Federal Reserve
is attempting to achieve this goal by a steady reduction in the
growth of the money aggregates. Recently it has made some pro-
gress in this direction. The growth of the narrow aggregate, M1B,
the most closely watched money target, has evidently decelerated,
particularly since April, 'ij In fact, the growth of M1B Adjusted
has recently been below the low end of the Federal Reserve's tar-
get range for that aggregate (see Figure 3). The growth of the

2/ For a definition of M1B Adjusted and M2, see Figure 3.
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Figure 3.

Monetary Aggregates: Target Ranges and Actual Levels
M1B Adjusted
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NOTE: M1B Adjusted: Averages of daily figures for (1) demand deposits at all commercial banks other than
those due to domestic banks, the U.S. government, and foreign banks and official institutions less
cash items in the process of collection and Federal Reserve float, (2) currency outside the Treasury,
Federal Reserve Banks, and the vaults of commercial banks; (3) travelers checks of nonbank issuers;
and (4) negotiable order of withdrawal (NOW) and automatic transfer service (ATS) accounts at banks
and thrift institutions, credit union share draft accounts, and demand deposits at mutual savings banks.
Adjusted by the Federal Reserve Board for major shifts into NOW accounts from interest-earning
assets included in M2.

M2: M1B plus savings and small-denomination time deposits at all depository institutions, overnight
repurchase agreements at commercial banks, overnight Eurodollars held by U.S. residents other than banks
at Caribbean branches of member banks, and money market mutual fund shares.

SOURCE: Federal Reserve System, Board of Governors.
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broader aggregate, M2, has been much stronger. But M1B is now
considered to be a better indicator of monetary policy because M2
includes money market mutual funds, repurchase agreements, and
money market certificates, which have grown rapidly in response to
high interest rates. Moreover, the short-run volatility of these
aggregates seems to have been somewhat less over the first half of
1981 than in 1980, probably a reflection of the Federal Reserve's
increased determination to hold to its targets. 5J

Monetary Aggregates Targets. The Federal Reserve has stressed
that its money targets will not be eased to accommodate addi-
tional growth in GNP. In fact, Chairman Volcker testified in
mid-July that the Federal Open Market Committee (FOMC) has adopted
a somewhat lower range for M1B Adjusted in 1982. The target
range for M2 is to be left unchanged. (The target ranges are
shown in Table 9.) Although the change in the M1B Adjusted
target is small, Chairman Volcker indicated that actual growth is
expected to remain in the lower half of its range in 1981. He also
stated that actual growth in M2 in 1982 would be close to the
midpoint of its range, in contrast to the growth at the upper end
of the range that has occurred in 1981.

Velocity, Interest Rates, and Credit Demands. Many analysts
believe that the Federal Reserve's money aggregate targets are
not consistent with strong economic growth in 1982. An argument
that these targets may inhibit real growth can be derived from
the long-run relationship between money and total spending in
the economy, combined with strong inflation momentum. (The ratio
of current-dollar GNP to a money target is referred to as the
"velocity" of that target.) If the trend growth in the velocity of
M1B Adjusted is about 3-1/2 percent, and if money is allowed to
expand at a steady 5-1/2 percent rate (the upper end of the Federal
Reserve's target range), this argument holds that, over a period of
a few years, total spending will only be able to expand at a 9
percent pace (that is, 3-1/2 + 5-1/2). At the same time, if the
underlying rate of inflation persists at, say, 8 percent, little
room remains for real growth in the economy. Velocity growth may
exceed 3-1/2 percent for a time; but, based on historical relation-
ships, this would likely be accompanied by high short-term interest
rates, which would eventually crowd out real growth.

3/ The volatility in 1980 may have resulted partly from the
imposition of credit controls in March.
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TABLE 9. MONETARY AGGREGATES: TARGETS AND REALIZED GROWTH RATES
(Percent change, fourth quarter to fourth quarter)

Target Ranges Actual

M1B Adjusted a./
1980 4 to 6-1/2 6-3/4
1981 3-1/2 to 6 2-1/4 ]>/
1982 2-1/2 to 5-1/2

M2
1980
1981
1982

6 to 9
6 to 9
6 to 9

9-1/2
9-3/4 V

•""""

a/ M1B includes currency, demand deposits, and other checkable
~~ deposits at banks and thrift institutions. M1B Adjusted is

lowered to account for shifts in deposits from time deposits
(part of M2) to negotiable order of withdrawal (NOW) and
automatic transfer services (ATS) accounts. It is estimated
that these shifts added 1/2 to 3/4 percent to unadjusted M1B
growth in 1980 and will add 2 to 3 percent in 1981.

b/ January to July 1981, at an annual rate.

From another vantage point, some forecasters expect high
interest rates to persist in 1982, even without a strong pickup
in economic activity, because of strong credit demands in some
sectors. Heavy business borrowing for investment and individual
borrowing for residential ownership are expected to limit any
decline in interest rates. Compounding this situation, state and
local and federal governments are also expected to be heavy bor-
rowers.

CBO projects a unified budget deficit of about $65 billion
in fiscal year 1982, but total borrowing from the public by the
Treasury should significantly exceed the budget deficit (see Table
10). Off-budget borrowing, primarily to fund the Federal Financing
Bank's loan activities, will add about $20 billion to Treasury
borrowing in 1982. Total Treasury borrowing is, therefore, expected
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to reach $80 to $90 billion. The federal government's presence in
the credit markets will also be felt as a result of $80 billion in
new federal guarantees of private credit.

TABLE 10. FEDERAL BUDGET DEFICITS AND BORROWING FROM THE PUBLIC
(By fiscal year, in billions of dollars)

Unified Budget Deficit

Off-Budget Deficit

Total Deficit

Means of Financing Other
Than Borrowing from the Public a/

Borrowing from the Public

1980

59.6

14.2

73.8

3.3

70.5

Estim
1981

60

24

84

8.6

75.4

ates
1982

65

20

85

1.7

83.3

New Loan Guarantee Commit-
ments b/ 69.8 87 80

a/ Changes in cash balances, checks outstanding, and seigniorage
on coins. Estimates from Mid-Session Review of the Budget,
July 1981.

b/ Estimates from OMB, July 1981.

For a number of reasons, however, credit conditions may not be
as limiting to economic growth as some forecasters expect. First
of all, the Federal Reserve may not achieve its targets for money
growth. Even if it does, financial conditions may not inhibit
fairly strong growth in 1982:

o Monetary velocity has historically been quite unstable
for periods as long as two years. High interest rates
are often associated with rapid velocity growth. With
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record high interest rates providing a strong incentive
to economize on money use, it would not be surprising if
velocity growth also proceeded at record rates.

o Given the recent development of new financial instruments,
such as six-month certificates and money market mutual
funds, and with further changes expected as a result of
recent legislation deregulating financial institutions, the
relationship between money aggregates, interest rates, and
GNP is changing. Many observers believe that a given level
of money will now accommodate more growth in GNP than in
the past.

o For business firms and individuals in high income-tax
brackets, real after-tax interest rates may not have risen
sufficiently to dampen their business activities severely.
The impact varies greatly, however, depending on the tax
situation. For business firms that have little or no
profits, the real costs of borrowing are significantly
higher.

o If inflation moderates quickly, as some forecasters expect,
the Federal Reserve's monetary targets will be able to
accommodate real growth more easily.

o The impact of high interest rates on business investment
may be offset, at least in part, by recently enacted cuts
in business taxes.

The CBO forecast for 1982 may be based on favorable assump-
tions about prices and about the velocity-interest rate issue.
These assumptions are not, however, unreasonably optimistic.
Nevertheless, the risks that economic growth will fall short of the
CBO forecast are substantial.
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CHAPTER IV. THE BUDGET OUTLOOK

This chapter discusses the budget outlook through 1984 using
CBOfs updated economic forecast and longer-range assumptions.
It also examines the Administration's latest budget estimates
presented in its Mid-Session Review of the 1982 budget. CBO's
budget projections incorporate the changes in tax law resulting
from the enactment of the 1981 Tax Act and the spending policies
proposed by the Administration and included in the first budget
resolution for 1982. They include the spending reductions enacted
to date in the Reconciliation Act of 1981 as well as substantial
further spending reductions assumed by the first budget resolution
and the Administration's July budget estimates.

The CBO projections indicate that federal budget deficits
will decline gradually over the next several years, but that budget
balance will not be attained by 1984 unless the proposed growth of
defense spending is curtailed, nondefense spending is scaled back
even further, or increases in revenues are generated.

NEW BUDGETARY POLICIES

At the beginning of the year, the Administration proposed
dramatic policy changes designed to slow inflation, encourage
saving and investment, stimulate economic growth, and strengthen
national defense. JY Toward these ends, the President proposed
to reduce sharply the growth of federal spending over the next
five years, cut personal taxes over the next three years, reduce
business taxes through accelerated depreciation, and increase
significantly the relative share of the budget allocated to na-
tional defense. The Administration also set a target of achieving
a balanced budget by 1984. Its budget estimates were based on the
assumption that real economic growth would average close to 4.5

— For a discussion of the Administration's budgetary proposals
and economic assumptions, see Congressional Budget Office, An
Analysis of President Reagan's Budget Revisions for Fiscal Year
1982 (March 1981).
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percent annually over the 1982-1986 period, and that there would be
a steady decline in inflation, unemployment, and interest rates.

In May, the Congress adopted nearly all of the Administra-
tion's budgetary proposals and most of its economic assumptions as
part of its first budget resolution for 1982—the major exception
was that the Congress assumed less rapid declines in interest
rates. The first budget resolution specified sharp reductions in
federal spending and revenues from their projected baseline levels.
If realized, the resolution spending targets would hold the average
growth in federal outlays during the next three years to less than
6 percent annually, or less than one-half of the average growth
rate since 1976. Outlays as a percentage of GNP were projected to
fall from over 23 percent in 1981 to 19.2 percent in 1984, the
lowest level since 1966. The resolution also specified a change in
spending priorities by increasing funds for national defense above
projected baseline levels and reducing funds for nondefense pro-
grams. As a consequence, defense outlays would increase from about
24 percent of total budget outlays in 1981 to 32 percent in 1984.

The budget resolution specified large cuts in revenues that
would reduce the average annual growth in tax receipts to -less than
9 percent during 1982-1984, as compared with a projected growth
rate of 14.5 percent under tax laws existing at the beginning of
the year. Tax revenues were projected to fall from 21.1 percent of
GNP in 1981 to 19.2 percent in 1984, a level that was last attained
in 1977. As shown in Table 11, the first budget resolution also
projected a rapid decline in the federal deficit and a small budget
surplus by 1984. 2/

REVISED ADMINISTRATION BUDGET ESTIMATES

The Administration's Mid-Session Review of the 1982 budget
reestimates revenue and spending for fiscal years 1981 to 1984.
These new estimates, shown in Table 11, are based on revised

2/ For a further discussion of the first budget resolution targets
and projected baseline outlays and revenues, see Congressional
Budget O f f i c e , Baseline Budget Projections; Fiscal Years
1982-1986 (July 1981).
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TABLE 11. FEDERAL BUDGET ESTIMATES FOR FISCAL YEARS 1981-1984
(In billions of dollars)

Budget Aggregates 1981 1982 1983 1984

First Budget Resolution
Revenues 603.3 657.8 713.2 774.8
Outlays 661.35 695.45 732.25 773.75
Surplus or deficit (-) -58.05 -37.65 -19.05 1.05

Administration
Revenues 605.6 662.4 705.8 759.0
Outlays 661.2 704.8 728.7 758.5
Surplus or deficit (-) -55.6 -42.5 -22.9 0.5

CBO a./
Revenues 605 653-658 693-703 740-755
Outlays 665 718-723 748-758 790-805
Deficit 60 60- 70 45- 65 35- 65

SOURCES: First Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year
1982 (H. Con. Res. 115, approved May 21, 1981); Mid-
Session Review of the 1982 Budget, July 15, 1981; Congres-
sional Budget Office.

a/ Based on existing tax law as revised by the Economic Recovery
Tax Act of 1981 and the spending policies specified by the
first budget resolution.

economic assumptions, recent experience with the rate of spending
for federal programs, completed Congressional action, and policy
changes proposed by the Administration since March.

The Administration's earlier economic assumptions were revised
to reflect actual experience during the first half of the year.
The major changes included an expectation of somewhat higher real
growth for 1981 (based on higher-than-expected growth in the first
quarter), an improved outlook for inflation over the next several
years, and higher interest rates for 1981 and 1982 (about matching
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the interest-rate assumptions used for the first budget resolu-
tion) . The longer-run economic assumptions were changed very
little. Table 12 compares the Administration's July economic
assumptions with those used by the Congress for its first budget
resolution for 1982.

The main budgetary implications of the Administration's
revised economic assumptions, relative to its earlier budget
estimates, are: lower automatic cost-of-living adjustments for
indexed benefit programs, particularly in 1983 and subsequent
years; and higher outlays for interest on the public debt and for
programs that are sensitive to interest rates, in 1981-1983.

The Administration raised its estimated budget deficit for
1981 by less than $1 billion, to $55.6 billion, and lowered the
projected 1982 deficit from $45.0 billion to $42.5 billion. For
1983, its projected budget deficit remains at $23 billion, and it
continues to project a balanced budget for 1984. To achieve the
1983 and 1984 budget targets, however, the Administration postu-
lates further spending cuts, of which about $30 billion in 1983 and
$44 billion in 1984 are still unspecified.

CBO BUDGET PROJECTIONS

CBO's midyear economic forecast and its longer-run economic
assumptions, summarized in Table 12, are very similar in basic
pattern to those of the Administration and those assumed for the
first budget resolution. CBO projects slightly lower economic
growth in 1982-1984 than either the Administration or the first
budget resolution. CBO also projects lower inflation in 1981-1982
than assumed for the resolution, but assumes a somewhat slower
moderation of inflation in 1983 and 1984 than projected by the
Administration and the resolution. The three sets of assumptions
differ hardly at all with respect to the unemployment rate for the
entire 1981-1984 period. CBO projects a slower decline in interest
rates over the four years, the differences being especially large
for 1982-1984.

The major budgetary implications of the CBO economic assump-
tions relative to the Administration's July estimates and the first
budget resolution targets are: lower revenues, largely as a result
of lower economic growth, and higher outlays for interest on the
public debt and other interest-rate-sensitive programs. CBO
also projects higher spending rates for defense and other programs

38



TABLE 12. A COMPARISON OF ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS (By calendar year)

Economic Variable 1981 1982 1983 1984

GNP (billions of current dollars)
First budget resolution
Administration
CBO £/

Real GNP (percent change,
year over year)
First budget resolution
Administration
CBO a./

GNP Implicit Price Deflator
(percent change, year over year)
First budget resolution
Administration
CBO a/

CPI (percent change, year
over year) _b/
First budget resolution
Administration
CBO £/

Unemployment Rate (percent,
annual average)
First budget resolution
Administration
CBO

3-Month Treasury Bill Rate
(percent, annual average)
First budget resolution
Administration
CBO a/

2,941
2,951
2,931

2.0
2.6
2.3

9.7
9.6
9.1

11.1
9.9

10.1

7.5
7.5
7.4

13.5
13.6
14.5

3,323
3,296
3,255

4.1
3.4
3.1

8.6
8.0
7.7

8.3
7.0
7.2

7.2
7.3
7.3

10.5
10.5
12.4

3,734
3,700
3,624

5.0
5.0
4.1

7.0
7.0
7.0

6.2
5.7
7.0

6.6
6.6
6.9

9.4
7.5

11.4

4,135
4,097
4,018

4.5
4.5
4.0

6.0
6.0
6.6

5.5
5.2
6.2

6.4
6.2
6.5

8.2
6.8

10.1

SOURCES: Conference report on the First Concurrent Resolution on the
Budget—Fiscal Year 1982 (to accompany H. Con. Res. 115, reported
May 15, 1981); Mid-Session Review of the 1982 Budget, July 15,
1981; Congressional Budget Office.

a/ The economic projections for 1981 and 1982 are the midpoints of the
~~ economic forecast ranges. The projections for 1983 and 1984 are not

forecasts; they are assumptions.

_b/ The Consumer Price Index used by the Administration is for wage earners
and clerical workers in urban areas; the index used for the first budget
resolution and CBO assumptions covers all urban dwellers.
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than assumed by the Administration and the first resolution. As
shown in Table 11, CBO projects that the 1981 budget deficit will
be about $60 billion, almost the same level as for 1980 and only
slightly higher than estimated for the first budget resolution.
Subsequently, CBO's projections indicate that the budget deficit
could rise to about $65 billion in 1982, falling gradually over the
next two years to about $50 billion in 1984. Relative to GNP,
however, the projected deficit would fall from nearly 2 percent
of GNP in 1982 to about 1 percent in 1984.

Revenue Projections

The CBO revenue projections are based on current tax law as
revised by the Tax Act of 1981, signed into law on August 13. The
Tax Act provides for an unprecedented three successive annual
reductions in personal income tax rates, with annual adjustments
for the effects of inflation thereafter. It also provides for a
large business tax cut, with scheduled step increases in the rates
of depreciation in 1985 and 1986. The Tax Act will reduce pro-
jected fiscal year 1982 revenues by an estimated $38 billion, 1983
revenues by $93 billion, and 1984 revenues by $150 billion.
Individual tax burdens will be decreased by $27 billion in 1982,
and business taxes by $11 billion. Other measures that reduce
projected revenues are essentially offset by revenue-raising
provisions.

CBO's projections of current law revenues based on the CBO
midyear economic forecast and longer-range assumptions are sum-
marized by major source in Table 13. Total revenues are pro-
jected to rise from an estimated $605 billion in 1981 to about
$750 billion in 1984, an average annual growth rate of about 7
percent—less than one-half the average growth rate since 1976.
Relative to GNP, tax revenues are projected to decline from about
21 percent in 1981 to about 19 percent in 1984, virtually the same
reduction as specified by the first budget resolution.

The CBO current law revenue projections are very close to
the first resolution targets for 1981 and 1982, but are lower by
about $15 billion for 1983 and $27 billion for 1984. The lower
revenues for 1983 and 1984 are largely the result of lower pro-
jected personal income levels. The CBO revenue projections are
also lower than the Administration's July estimates, by about $7
billion in 1982, $8 billion in 1983, and $11 billion in 1984.
Again, the differences are largely attributable to less optimistic
assumptions about income levels.
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TABLE 13. CBO PROJECTIONS OF CURRENT LAW REVENUES BY SOURCE (By
fiscal year, in billions of dollars)

1981 1982 1983 1984

Individual Income Taxes

Corporate Income Taxes

Social Insurance Taxes

Excise Taxes and Other

Total

286

62

188

69

605

300

67

211

77

655

307

79

235

77

698

324

85

258

82

748

NOTE: The projections are midpoints of projected ranges.

Outlay Projections

The enactment of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981
was a major step toward achieving the spending reductions specified
by the first budget resolution. Implicit in the budget resolution
targets, however, are additional savings—over and above those
obtained in the Reconciliation Act—to be made through the appro-
priations process and by other legislative and administrative
means. These additional savings amount to about $15 billion in
1982, about $35 billion in 1983 (of which $20 billion are unspeci-
fied), and about $50 billion in 1984 ($28 billion unspecified).

CBO's projections of outlays for 1982-1984 are based on the
spending targets of the first budget resolution and assume that
these additional spending reductions will be made. Total unified
budget outlays are projected to rise from an estimated $665 billion
in 1981 to between $718 and $723 billion in 1982 and to between
$790 and $805 billion in 1984. This would represent an average
growth rate of about 6 percent annually, close to the growth rate
set by the first resolution targets. Relative to GNP, outlays
would fall from over 23 percent in 1981 to about 20 percent in
1984.
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The CBO outlay projections exceed the first resolution outlay
targets by over $20 billion in 1982, and by similar amounts in 1983
and 1984. They are also higher than the Administration's July
estimates—by a somewhat smaller amount in 1982, by over $20
billion in 1983, and by over $30 billion in 1984. CBOfs outlay
projections are higher for two major reasons: higher estimates of
interest on the public debt and other interest-related costs, and
higher estimates of defense outlays.

Interest rates used for the CBO projection of outlays for
1982-1984 are about two percentage points higher than the rates
underlying the first resolution targets for each year. The differ-
ences between the CBO interest-rate assumptions and those used for
the Administration's July estimates are even larger, as shown in
Table 12. The higher CBO interest-rate assumptions add about $40
billion to the Administration's outlay estimates for the 1982-1984
period.

The higher CBO defense outlay projections represent technical
estimating differences resulting from the use of different spending
rate assumptions. CBO's projections assume that historical spending
rates, especially for major procurement programs, will continue to
apply to 1982-1984 outlays. CBO's defense outlay projections are
about $5 billion higher than the Administration's for 1982 and over
$6 billion higher for 1984, using CBO's spending rate assumptions
and the mix of budget authority included in the Administration's
July estimates. They are about the same amounts higher than the
first resolution outlay targets for these years.

Other differences between the CBO outlay projections and the
first resolution targets and Administration estimates result from
somewhat different assumptions about the size of the annual cost-
of-living adjustments for Social Security benefits and other
indexed programs, and from technical reestimates for farm price
supports, food stamps, medicare and medicaid, and assistance
payments. These technical reestimates are based on recent events—
such as the larger-than-expected corn crop—and spending trends.

Uncertainty of Budget Projections

Budget projections are very uncertain for several reasons.
First, changes in economic conditions can have dramatic effects on
the federal budget. If the economy does not grow as much as
projected over the next several years, federal revenues will be
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lower than estimated and outlays higher. Budget outlays also
have become increasingly sensitive to interest rates because
of the growth in the federal debt. If interest rates, for example,
are one percentage point higher than assumed by the CBO projec-
tions, interest-related costs would be increased by over $2 billion
in 1982 and over $6 billion by 1984. Forecasting future econo-
mic conditions is subject to a great deal of uncertainty, and
the longer the forecast period, the greater the range of uncer-
tainty. 3/

A second element of uncertainty is that budget estimates can
be off the mark for various programmatic and other technical
reasons. Harvests can vary unexpectedly, natural disasters can
occur, program spending patterns can change, and international
events can lead to unanticipated changes in spending. The ranges
shown in Table 11 for the CBO budget projections are intended to
represent possible estimating errors arising from these factors.
The ranges are less than 1 percent for projected revenues and
outlays in 1982 and about 2 percent in 1984.

Third, the CBO outlay projections assume substantial ad-
ditional spending reductions in 1982-1984 beyond those already
enacted as part of the Omnibus Reconciliation Act. A large portion
of these additional reductions are yet to be specified. Also, some
of those that have been identified, such as the Administration's
Social Security proposals, may be substantially modified. If the
Congress does not approve the Administration's proposals for
further program reductions, and if the federal agencies are unable
to achieve the administrative savings assumed for the budget
projections, budget outlays and the federal deficits could be much
higher than estimated.

Conclusion

The differences in economic assumptions used for the first
budget resolution, the Administration's Mid-Session Review of the
budget, and the CBO budget projections are not very great. Neither

3/ For a further discussion of the sensitivity of budget estimates
to economic assumptions, see Congressional Budget Office,
Baseline Budget Projections; Fiscal Years 1982-1986.
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are the differences in revenue and spending estimates, considering
the uncertainties involved. Nevertheless, these differences do
affect the outlook for a balanced budget by 1984. The CBO budget
projections imply that the federal budget is likely to remain
in deficit in 1984 unless the projected growth in defense spending
is scaled back, nondefense programs are cut further, and/or
additional revenues are generated.
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