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ABSTRACT 
 

 

Government plays a crucial role in facilitating and enhancing economic growth and development 

within a country. The South African government, although faced with many unique socio-economic 

and macro-economic challenges, makes decisions based on selected economic objectives deemed 

important. Increasing levels of unemployment, inequality and subdued economic activity are among 

the challenges identified as most important in much of national economic policy, and remain key 

issues which the government continues to focus on. The interventionist role of government can be 

carried out in a variety of ways, including the way government spends collected revenue, the 

economic policies adopted as well as regulatory framework enforced by the government. However, 

despite the recognition of the above mentioned challenges the South African government continues 

to battle against these important issues concerning the overall health of the economy. 

 

The study had the primary objective of analysing the impact of the size and type of the South African 

government on economic growth. This involved categorising types of government spending 

according to the national budget’s over the period of the study, spending was broken down into three 

broad categories, namely economic development spending, social welfare spending and spending 

that went towards servicing the country’s debt. Moreover, the study included indexes such as the 

Government Effectiveness Index and the Corruption Control Index as variables in order to better 

understand the current state of affairs within the country, and the possible relationship they may 

have with economic growth. Furthermore, two main types of economic interventionism were 

reviewed and discussed, namely the developmental state and the welfare state approach. 

Contrasting the two mentioned methods of intervention, are key in understanding the behaviour of 

government and actions taken by government. 

 

In order to investigate the aforementioned variables, the study employed both a descriptive and an 

econometric analysis on the South African government spending patterns and interventionist action. 

Throughout the descriptive section, trends and graphs were used to analyse variables including 

government debt, government size, corruption, social welfare spending, economic development 

spending, government effectiveness and economic growth in South Africa. The econometric analysis 

ascertains the long-run and short-run relationship between the independent variables (mentioned 

above) and the dependent variable being economic growth. The study made use of a quantitative 

research methodology and the sample consisted of 21 annual observations collected for the period 

1998 to 2018. The models employed under the econometric section of the study include the 

correlation matrix, ARDL bounds test for co-integration and the Toda-Yamamoto Granger non- 

causality test. 

 

The correlation matrix found that total government spending, social welfare spending, economic 

development spending and debt-service spending to have a positive relationship with economic 

growth, and all of the above variables were statistically significant at the one percent significance 
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level. However, the Corruption Control Index and the Government Effectiveness Index were found 

to have a negative relationship with economic growth and were statistically significant at the one 

percent significance level. 

 

Long-run relationships were found, using the ARDL bounds test, between the independent variables 

total government spending, social welfare spending and economic development spending and the 

dependent variable economic growth. All were statistically significant at the five percent level of 

significance. 

 

The short-run Toda-Yamamoto Granger non-casualty found a unidirectional causal relationship 

between social welfare spending and economic growth at ten percent. This means that social welfare 

spending causes economic growth but not the other way around. There is also a bilateral causal 

relationship between the size of government and government debt-service costs at the one percent 

level of significance. This means that the size of government Granger causes debt-service costs, 

and debt-service costs Granger cause the size of government. There is also evidence that economic 

growth has a bilateral causal relationship with economic development spending at the five percent 

level of significance. 

 

This study contributed to the literature by theoretically and empirically reviewing the role of the South 

African government in achieving improved economic growth and economic development. This study 

is one of the few to make use of the ARDL estimation method with regards to disaggregated 

expenditure and economic growth in South Africa. 

 

Keywords: ARDL, economic policy, government intervention, government spending, social welfare, 

South Africa. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

 
Since the most recent global economic shock, many economies have experienced new socio- 

economic and macro-economic challenges unique to modern economies (Baccaro & Pontusson, 

2016:181). These challenges include, among other things, high rates of unemployment, high levels 

of inequality, high public debt, subdued economic activity, and an increasing reliance on government 

for social support (Butler, 2017:52). This led to the need for increased government intervention 

through direct economic policy as a means to stabilise economic conditions. Increased levels of 

intervention are strongly advocated for, especially in developing countries (Deeming & Smyth, 

2015:300). However, in some cases, economies have shown little reaction to the global financial 

crisis and were able to recover relatively quickly, in others, the shock caused an increase of complex 

challenges and have displayed slow rates of recovery ever since (Refera, Dhaliwal & Kaur, 2016:4). 

 

In light of this, a significant amount of interest has been directed towards economic policy in East 

Asian countries over the last few decades. Countries such as South Korea, Taiwan, Japan, and 

Singapore, have succeeded in achieving rapid and sustained economic growth between the early 

1960s and 1990s, primarily as a result of strong and concise economic policy (Burger, 2014:160). 

These governments ensured post-crisis objectives were met through several key elements, including 

a persistent focus on economic growth, a capable bureaucracy, state-led industrial policy, and 

export-led growth, to name a few (Evans, 1989:571; Pekkanen, 2004:367; Burger, 2014:170). 

 

This phenomenon has generated much interest in the interventionist role States play in achieving 

prosperous economic conditions. This specific type of intervention and success became known as 

the ‘developmental state’ (Johnson, 1982; Woo-Cummings, 1999), a model which has been studied 

and, in some cases, applied in countries aspiring to achieve improved growth and development. The 

use of this particular developmental model has generated success in some cases and failure in 

others. 

 

China, in particular, has been a focal point in these discussions. Before the 19th century, China was 

a dominant power in the global economy. However, in the 19th and early 20th century, the country 

has been characterised by civil unrest, famine, and military defeats (Maroufkhani, 2016:2). 

Additionally, in the late 1950s, the country experienced prolonged growth in comparison to other 

East Asian countries such as Japan and Taiwan. This led to the beginning of the developmental 

state through market reforms in the country, moving from a centrally planned to a market-based 

economy starting in 1978 (Maroufkhani, 2016:5). Selected sectors were reformed such as 

agriculture, civil service, and state-owned enterprises, to name a few. This change led to rapid 
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economic growth and social development, with an average growth rate of around 10 percent. 

Therefore, China is an example of a country where the developmental state was a success, and 

growth and development were achieved according to planned economic objectives. 

 

In contrast, India failed to achieve the envisaged growth and development, through the 

developmental model due to many factors and issues. Since 1947, the country planned to achieve 

economic growth and development through rapid industrialisation (Sinha, 2003:465). According to 

Singh and Srinivasan (2006), social welfare spending, corruption, and affirmative action are a few 

reasons as to why the country has had slow development and economic growth. India has had an 

average growth rate of around 6.5 percent since 1947, which pales in comparison to developmental 

states, the country also has a high level of public debt which was estimated at 68.91 percent of GDP 

in 2018 (International Monetary Fund, 2018). 

 

While plagued by its own unique set of challenges and complex socio-political past, South Africa’s 

economic performance has been sluggish over the last two decades, only averaging around 2.77 

percent growth annually (StatsSA, 2018a:1), bringing to question whether or not current economic 

policy and government intervention has been effective. The National Development Plan (NDP) is the 

chief economic policy put forward as a strategy to improve economic growth, reduce inequality, and 

increase employment. The NDP states the aspiration to move the economy away from high 

consumption expenditure and towards more investment expenditure, as a means to achieve 

economic prosperity (National Planning Commission, 2012:39). However, the current composition 

of government expenditure contrasts with this aspiration, as spending on economic development 

has been declining in order to sustain the growing social dependence on the state (National 

Treasury, 2018). Therefore, the government has not restructured expenditure as intended and as a 

consequence, has failed to achieve much-desired growth and investment which has been notably 

subdued. 

 

Nevertheless, government intervention remains an essential pillar necessary to ensure the economy 

grows, through regulation of the market, infrastructure investment, human capital investment, and 

general directional guidance (Pigou, 2017:361). More particularly, it is necessary for social 

development through achieving inequality reduction, poverty reduction, and ensuring essential 

services are delivered to all. Government effectiveness is paramount in the developmental process, 

as the rate with which objectives are met is a direct result of government action or inaction. 

Institutional structures demand a high level of integration and coordination in order to be effective, 

with several factors. 

 

The effectiveness with which government carries out these tasks may vary due to various factors 

such as rising debt costs, increasing budget deficits, the size of government, corruption, and the 

coordination between different levels of government (Shah, 2017:83). 
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1.2 PROBLEM STATEMENT 

 
In preceding years, the South African government, in its endeavours to provide an inclusive and 

capable economy, has created a great deal of confusion concerning set economic objectives and 

actual interventionist behaviour (Turok, 2014:503). It has been stated in the NDP that the 

government strives to become a “capable and developmental state,” with a particular intention of 

spending more on investment and less on consumption (National Planning Commission, 2011). Both 

of the aspirations above have not yet been achieved, possibly owing to a growing social welfare 

burden, misalignment of goals amongst government sectors, and declining investment interest 

(Seekings, 2015). 

 

In this light, current government intervention has proven ineffective as economic growth is 

stagnating, debt levels are rising, and government spending is increasing at an unsustainable rate 

(Coetzee, 2019:27). This all has brought to question the ability of the state to improve performance 

and whether with an improved sense of direction and a more cohesive state could contribute to a 

better standard of living for most in South Africa. Additionally, effective government is needed in 

order to maximise the productivity of state spending and improved policy alignment (Transparency 

International, 2019). 

 

Despite this underlying potential, the reality is that there have been yearly increases in debt as well 

as a growing budget deficit in the country, which is indicative of an ineffective government. According 

to Haines (2018), this is true due to wasteful spending, corruption, and maladministration within the 

different spheres of the current government structure. Increasing debt in South Africa may result in 

less available funds to spend in the long-run and consequently reduce the social stability of the 

country and economic development (Monteiro & Mkokeli, 2018). Developing countries have only 

reached a rapid rate of economic growth through the effective and pointed intervention by 

government (Robson, 2018). 

 

On the background of these challenges and together with varying results increasingly expressed 

around development in the world, it has raised several questions on the state’s role in development. 

Contemporary economic discourse provides limited insight into the true nature of current state 

intervention towards a more inclusive and growth driven South Africa (Holdt, 2010:8). Henceforth, 

this study seeks to add to the limited body of knowledge on the subject matter. In doing so, it can 

most likely provide a platform to analyse the possibility of a complete and functional developmental 

state in South Africa, or rather the optimal composition of a state for growth facilitation and 

development. Additionally, it can lay a foundation on which future improvements and suggestions 

can be made to ensure policy and growth effectiveness through defining the role of the state 

concisely. 
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1.3 THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVES 

 
This study holds a functionalist perspective, therefore, “each aspect of society depends on each 

other, and each contributes to the overall stability and functioning of that society” (Crossman, 2019). 

Thus, each part of the economy is assumed to impact the stability of society as a whole. 

 

The type of state, whether developmental or welfare, falls within the theoretical framework of 

Keynesian economics, as it advocates for government intervention and spending to achieve 

economic objectives (Pigou, 2017). It has been argued that the developmental state was formed 

through making use of Keynesian principles as this growth model is based on high levels of 

intervention (Peet & Hartwick, 2015). This phenomenon, that government spending enhances 

growth, is known as the Keynesian multiplier. 

 

There are various existing theories concerning the role of numerous factors and how they influence 

or determine economic growth. The two mainstream theories of economic growth, on which this 

study will be based, are the neoclassical growth model by Solow (1956) and the theory of 

endogenous growth by Romer (1986) and Lucas (1988). Solow’s growth model was used to 

determine long-run economic growth regarding capital accumulation, population growth, and 

productivity/technological progress (Solow, 1956); this was one of the most extensive contributions 

to neoclassical economic growth theory. Romer and Lucas’s model states knowledge is endogenous 

to economic growth and technological change, and it is implied that there is a relationship between 

human capital and technology (Amavilah, 2014). Barro’s (2003) determinants of economic growth 

will also be consulted. 

 

1.4 OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY 

 
1.4.1 Primary objective 

 

The primary objective of the study is to analyse the impact that South Africa’s size of government 

and government intervention has on economic growth in the South African economy. 

 

1.4.2 Theoretical objectives 
 

In order to achieve the primary objective of the study, the following theoretical objectives are 

pursued: 

 

 To provide definitions, concepts, and approaches concerning the variables and key themes of the 

study; 

 To discuss theories and linkages relating to economic growth, government intervention, 

government size, government debt, and government spending; 
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 To review empirical findings concerning the relationship between the composition of spending, size 

of government, and government effectiveness with economic growth internationally and in South 

Africa. 

1.4.3 Empirical objectives 
 

The following empirical objectives are formulated: 

 
 To provide a status quo analysis of all the variables used in the study, as well as the trends present, 

through descriptive analysis, in social and economic development spending within the period 

considered for the study; 

 

 To determine the long-run and short-run relationships between corruption perception, government 

effectiveness, social welfare spending, economic development spending, government debt and 

government size with economic growth; 

 

 To determine if causality exists between the variables, and if so, the direction of causality; 

 
 To compare economic development spending and social welfare spending, as a measure to 

classify the type of State intervention that exists concisely; 

 

 To provide recommendations on how South Africa can better enhance economic growth and 

development by suggesting the optimal type and composition of government for South Africa. 

 

1.5 RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY 

 
1.5.1 Study design and context 

 

The study will be comprised of a literature review and an empirical study. It is based on the 

underpinnings of quantitative research, using secondary data, and possesses a functionalist 

paradigmatic foundation, in order to remain objective (Weigend, 2018). 

 

1.5.2 Literature review 
 

The literature review and theoretical background will be synthesised by making use of journal 

articles, thesis works, books, and relevant sources. These sources will be used to explain the 

necessity of quality government intervention for enhanced economic growth. Furthermore, this will 

allow for more clear identification and comprehension of the role of the State in order to improve 

economic growth and development. 

 

1.5.3 Empirical study 
 

The empirical part of the study will make use of secondary data through a time series analysis. The 

data used in the study will be collected for the period 1998 to 2018, as the available National Budget 

information before 1988 contains different spending categories to that in the specified period. Data 
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collected for this study is based on 21 annual observations and is conducted in the context of South 

Africa to analyse trends in government spending and the size of government and how it impacts 

economic growth. The raw data will be transformed by a natural logarithm in order to convert all the 

variables to the same scale of measurement and reduce data variation. Table 1.1 provides a 

summary of the variables used in the study, including their abbreviations and sources from where 

they were drawn. 

 
Table 1.1: Variable summary 

 

Variable Abbreviation Source of data 

Gross domestic product per 
capita 

LGDP 
South African Reserve Bank 
(2018) 

Social welfare spending LSWE National Treasury (2018) 

Economic development 
spending 

LEDS National Treasury (2018) 

Government Effectiveness 
Index 

LGOVE World Bank (2018) 

Corruption Control Index LCORR 
Transparency International 
(2018) 

Size of government LGOVS National Treasury (2018) 

Government debt-service costs LGOVD National Treasury (2018) 

 
 

1.5.3.1 Econometric methods of analysis 
 

In order to achieve the empirical objectives of this study, an econometric analysis will be conducted 

using Eviews 9 software. The autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) model and ECM (Error 

Correction Model) will be used to analyse both the long-run and short-run effects through a bounds 

test of the variables on economic growth (Pesaran, Shin & Smith, 2001:289). The analysis will 

include the Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) test (Dickey & Fuller, 1981:1068), which will be used to 

test whether the variables are stationary at levels I(0) or first difference I(1). Furthermore, the model 

section criteria graph will be used to determine the best-suited model for the variables for the ARDL 

model. Lastly, various diagnostic and stability tests will be conducted for serial correlation, 

heteroskedasticity, and normality. The CUSUM and CUSUM of Squares test will be used to ensure 

the robustness and reliability of the model and whether it was dynamically stable over the period 

under consideration. 

 

1.5.3.2 Model 
 

The general function of the study is given in equation 1.1. below. 
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LGDP = f (LSWE, LEDS, LGOVD, LGEI, LCPI, LSOG) ............................................................. (1.1) 

 
Where LGDP represents the logarithm of GDP per capita, LSWE represents the logarithm of social 

welfare spending as a percentage total of government spending, LEDS represents the logarithm of 

economic development spending as a percentage of total government spending, LGOVE represents 

the logarithm of the Government Effectiveness Index, LCORR represents the logarithm of the 

Corruption Control Index, LGOVD represents the logarithm of government debt-service costs, and 

LGOVS represents the logarithm of the size of government. 

 

1.6 ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS 

 
The data used in the study is obtained from secondary sources and are in the public domain; 

therefore, certain ethical consideration is not necessary. All necessary ethical guidelines, as 

stipulated by North-West University, will be adhered to throughout the study. 

 

1.7 CHAPTER CLASSIFICATION 

 
The study will comprise of the following chapters: 

 
Chapter 1: Introduction and background to the study 

 
This chapter introduced the study background surrounding the topic. It provides an outline of the 

study comprising of the problem statement, the various objectives, the significance, and scope of 

the study. 

 

Chapter 2: Literature review 

 
This chapter evaluates and reviews the existing theory and literature specific to this study, providing 

a detailed and theoretical overview of the developmental and welfare state as well as the existing 

relationships and interactions between economic growth, government spending, corruption 

perception, government effectiveness, and government debt in South Africa. 

 

Chapter 3: Trend analysis and case studies 

 
This chapter will conduct a trend analysis based on the mentioned variables within the period of 

study in light of the set objectives. South Africa’s spending priorities and policies will be presented. 

This chapter aims to provide a status quo in the country as well as past trends. Furthermore, the 

chapter will link government spending to the National Development Plan (NDP), and other growth- 

focused policies that existed previously in the country. Various case studies concerning the 

developmental state growth model will be presented as a means to compare and contrast these 

cases with that of South Africa. 
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Chapter 4: Research design and methodology 

 
This chapter will explain in the sample period, the data being used, the source of the data, and the 

various models used in achieving the empirical objectives of the study. The chapter also elaborates 

on the design and philosophical paradigm of the study. 

 

Chapter 5: Results and findings 

 
This chapter will present the findings and results of the study and provide a discussion on the 

empirical analysis of the study following fundamental theories and relevant recent literature. 

 

Chapter 6: Conclusions and recommendations 

 
Lastly, this chapter comprises a summary of the study, and it will conclude on major findings and 

provide relevant recommendations, observations, ideas, and proposals for future research. 
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CHAPTER 2 

 
REVIEW OF THEORY AND EMPIRICAL LITERATURE 

 

 

2.1 INTRODUCTION 

 
Government intervention is a crucial pillar for economic development, therefore how the government 

intervenes and prioritises spending in a country can have both short and long term impacts (Weimer 

& Vining, 2017:1). Intervention and spending can induce long-lasting positive effects on an economy; 

however, it can also have long-lasting adverse effects. Scholars as far back as Adam Smith (1776) 

and John Maynard Keynes (1936) have theorised the importance and role of government in the 

prosperity of an economy. The government may take on many roles, however, one of governments 

chief roles throughout history has been to ensure economic fairness by taking actions to reduce 

poverty and inequality, usually through ensuring equal opportunities and providing social welfare to 

those in need (Razavi, 2016:26). The government can carry out such tasks through regulation, 

taxation, and subsidisation (Pigou, 2017:34). More recently, interest has been paid not only to the 

role of the government but factors that may affect the government in fulfilling its role successfully. 

Factors such as corruption, the size of government, and the effectiveness with which government 

carries out tasks can be quantified as a means to better understand this phenomenon. 

 

This chapter presents a review of literature as a means to provide definitions, theories, and 

approaches; as well as an assessment of empirical studies on government intervention and 

economic growth in developed nations, developing nations, sub-Saharan Africa, and more 

specifically, South Africa. Herein, major modern interventionist theory and practice will be 

conceptualised, and key characteristics and perspectives identified. In doing so, the chapter aims to 

assess literature on the type of government and intervention theory in order to better understand 

intervention and spending within the country. The quantification of the extent to which intervention 

and spending impact economic growth in South Africa, remains crucial as the country aims for 

sustainable, inclusive growth. 

 

2.2 GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION AND ECONOMIC GROWTH 

 
2.2.1 Definitions and concepts 

 

The relationship between government and economic growth has long been the subject of debate 

both at theoretical and empirical levels. Government is defined as the group of people that govern 

the community by creating and implementing public policy, as well as exercising political and 

executive power through various institutions and laws (Sidney, 2017:105). Thus, the government is 

responsible for creating public policy for the entire society and is often referred to as the ‘steering 

mechanism’ (Vedung, 2017:19). Before assessing the relationship between government and 
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economic growth, it is essential to outline the function and general objectives of government. The 

government’s chief function is to provide a stable environment conducive for economic growth 

through the implementation of various economic policies and regulations (Stiglitz,1997:14). Acocella 

(2009:101) defines economic policy as all actions taken by the government to influence economic 

outcomes. Economic policy varies from country to country, as each has a unique political and socio- 

economic climate to contend with (Anderson, 2014:23). For example, South Africa suffers from high 

unemployment, poverty, and inequality and therefore has policies specific to these issues to rectify 

them. Whereas, a developed nation, such as the United States, draws more focus to mounting debt 

levels considered to be a high risk for future economic conditions (Campbell, 2009:1). Even though 

economists and policy-makers can agree upon pressing issues that call for intervention, strong 

disagreements exist concerning how these issues are dealt with (Gadinabokao & Daw, 2013:237). 

 

Various types of policy may be implemented as an instrument to achieve economic goals, such as 

monetary, fiscal, labour regulation, international trade regulation, and exchange rate policy; all of 

which have the purpose of improving economic growth and development (Mellet, 2012:15). Fiscal 

policy is especially important as it outlines the annual budget and tax composition to corroborate 

proposed economic policy. It is used to compensate for gaps in the economy, such as unemployment 

and inequality and therefore, can stimulate economic growth through focused spending (Patrick, 

1996:176). Focused spending refers to an increase in spending on specific areas thought to best 

suit the country’s developmental goals such as education, capital investment, and research and 

development. However, an increase in spending in order to meet policy objectives, usually leads to 

higher taxation or an increase in external debt as a result of borrowing. 

 

The way in which government finances spending was first addressed by David Ricardo (1817) in his 

book Principles of Political Economy and Taxation, where he argued that the method of financing 

government expenditure should make no difference. This was based on the notion that whether the 

government increased taxes or borrowing it would ultimately result in a tax increase. Therefore, tax 

finance is considered to be equivalent to debt finance (Black, Calitz & Steenekamp, 2015:397). This 

concept is known as ‘Ricardian equivalence’ and set the earliest basis of government debt and 

borrowing literature. However, the modern angle, held by many, suggests that high external debt 

may have detrimental economic impacts, as it might lead to reduced investment and economic 

growth due to increased investor uncertainty and compounded interest rates (Oks & Wijnbergen, 

1995:158; Serven, 1997). 

 

Following the global financial crisis of 2008/2009, new challenges were realised by many countries 

due to economic recession, bringing to question the validity of common views held on the role of 

government in both developed and developing countries. Before the crisis, the prevailing thought 

among policy experts was that lower levels of debt and smaller budget deficits were best for quality 

economic outcomes (Black, Calitz & Steenekamp, 2015:5). However, this view was challenged once 
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government institutions required supplementary funding for the sake of economic stability and 

increased gross domestic product (GDP). According to Chappatta (2018), global debt (post-financial 

crisis) rose to an estimated $250 trillion from around $170 trillion in 2008. Resulting in an increased 

debt-to-GDP ratio which is used to measure the state of an economy’s wellbeing, it is calculated as 

the government's total debt as a percentage of the country’s GDP; emerging markets have shown 

the highest increase in the debt-to-GDP averaging around 110 percent (OECD, 2019). 

 

Nevertheless, there is a need for increased spending, as the government has the responsibility of 

fulfilling its role as an interventionist, in order to uphold fundamental human rights and provide 

necessary infrastructure for economic growth. Stiglitz (2004:13) outlines six crucial roles of 

government to achieve rapid economic growth as promoting education, promoting technology, 

supporting the financial sector, investing in infrastructure, preventing environmental degradation and 

creating and maintaining a social safety net. Although Stiglitz outlines essential areas for 

intervention, each country’s budgetary constraints and compositions vary, owing to diverse 

macroeconomic objectives and socio-economic challenges (Blöchliger & Charbit, 2008:1). 

Consequently, spending is prioritised differently among regions and the productivity of spending can 

be linked to government effectiveness. Government effectiveness is paramount, as it determines the 

quality of service delivery, civil service, policy implementation and overall credibility of economic 

policy (World Bank, 2019). In order for the government to be considered effective, it needs to have 

the ability to absorb resources effectively and utilising them according to societal needs and act in 

the best interest of the country in general (Kim, Wu & Lin, 2018:205). Measuring whether or not a 

country has good governance poses a significant challenge, as a multitude of indicators may be 

used such as institutional capacity, quality of bureaucracy, law and order, corruption, and political 

underpinnings (Agnafors, 2013:441). 

 

North (1991:97) asserts that institutions play a significant role in the effectiveness of government as 

they determine economic conditions in the form of regulations and laws, created to provide a 

structure where economic, social, and political interaction takes place. Institutional capacity can, 

therefore, play a role in determining factors such as corruption, industrial policy, property rights, and 

tariffs. Countries with stronger institutions achieve higher economic growth by creating an 

environment that facilitates private sector growth, reduces poverty, delivers valuable services, and 

earns the confidence of their citizens (World Bank, 2018). The institutional capacity of a country is 

considered a significant determinant of government effectiveness and consequently, economic 

growth and development. This is true as Haas and Jones (2017) link strong institutions to increased 

economic development through rapid urbanisation and increased investor confidence. Therefore, 

institutions underpin development in any economy, and a lack of institutional capacity and failure to 

uphold property rights and other regulations, will not generate sustained growth and development at 

the desired pace (Harriss-White, 2017:1729). 
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Developing nations may be defined using many variables; however, they are usually characterised 

by low per capita income, high population growth rates, high levels of unemployment, and high 

reliance on the primary sector and exports of primary commodities (Kumar, Kumar & Vivekadhish, 

2016:1). According to Kenny (2017), developing nations have weaker institutions by comparison to 

developed nations; this has been linked to corruption and weak governance within developing 

nations. North (1991) describes the need for institutions to continually evolve and adapt to change 

in order to facilitate development; therefore, it can be inferred that lack of innovation and adaptability 

in government may have negative consequences. However, numerous factors may contribute to a 

less effective government such as political pressure, financial mismanagement, high levels of 

corruption, misinformation, and the misalignment of policy amongst spheres of government (Khoza 

& Adam, 2007:209). Several developing countries lack government cohesion, as the national, 

provincial, and local government tends to function independently of one another, causing vast 

differences in policy implementation and resulting outcomes (Turok, 2014:498). 

 

Autonomy is another vital concept relating to economic success, and if a government/bureaucracy 

is autonomous, it can separate itself from special interest groups. This independence ensures that 

the state makes decisions based on the best interests of society alone, and not as a means to benefit 

selected groups (Evans, 1971:681). In many developing countries, government lacks autonomy, 

leading to poor decision-making as the State succumbs to forces such as political pressure and clan- 

based thinking. Clan-based thinking refers to an instance where those employed to hold positions 

within an institution, are chosen solely on their affiliation to the employer; this affiliation could be 

based on family, tribe, or political attachment (Lewis, 2002:573). According to Mwambazi (2015), 

majority of sub-Saharan Africa are guilty of clan-based thinking, subsequently hindering economic 

growth and development. Mashimbye (2018) attributes soaring unemployment rates and slow 

growth in developing countries to the prominence of nepotism and bribery, this type of corruption 

reduces available funding for key sectors such as healthcare and education resulting in less job 

creation and fewer economic opportunities. 

 

Conventionally, economic growth means achieving a larger economy, by producing more goods and 

services on the one side of the national account (GDP), and a more considerable total income on 

the other side known as Gross National Income (GNI). Growth is achieved by increasing the 

productivity of a country by making use of available human and physical resources in the most 

efficient manner possible (Asiedu, 2002:109). Growth accounts for several elements such as savings 

that finance investment, human capital investment, technology advancement, and policy application 

(Mellet, 2012:16). However, economic growth can occur without touching problems such as 

inequality or poverty, when a large sum of the increase in income goes to relatively few people. 

Therefore, an increase in a regions capacity to produce more goods and services does not 

necessarily lead to an improvement in living standards for all. This is true as growth is not always 

considered inclusive, and does not by default contribute to poverty reduction and job provision, as 
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these socio-economic challenges are not targeted directly (Peet & Hartwick, 2015:164). Henceforth, 

it is worthwhile to note that economic growth does not necessarily lead to economic development. 

 

2.3 THEORIES OF GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION 

 
Two early schools of thought exist regarding the impact of the public sector (government) on 

economic growth. The first school of thought argues that the growth of government and its 

involvement in the economy is disruptive to the private sector and the natural distribution of 

resources (Altunc & Aydin, 2013:67). Therefore, it is argued that an increase in government size 

leads to a decline in productivity and therefore, a decline in economic growth. By contrast, the second 

school of thought argues for a government that plays a major role in the economy in order to 

distribute physical and human capital, as a precondition for economic growth and development. 

Contemporary economic theory, however, is multifaceted as governments’ role in the economy is 

discussed and analysed using a variety of theoretical underpinnings and assumptions. 

 

2.3.1 Classical theory of government intervention 
 

Adam Smith (1776) in his famous 1776 book An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth 

of Nations, is recognised as one of the first to question and discuss the role of government and 

institutions in an economy. Much of Smith’s (1776) argument relates to the fact that a market which 

is free to behave with minimal interference, is the most useful method of achieving economic growth 

and prosperity, this became the basis of classical economics (Landau, 1986:34). Arrow and Debreu 

(1954) support Smith’s theory as they demonstrated that an entirely free-market economy could 

maximise the welfare of its participants. However, they found that this was only possible under rigid 

conditions. 

 

Smith (1776) asserts that government should play a limited role in the economy and only provide 

essential services such as education, infrastructure, and justice; as a means to encourage a free 

market and benefit the whole society. Therefore, intervention should benefit all of society and not 

only a small portion, as Smith (1776) argues it would be unjust for the expense/burden to be carried 

by all, whilst revenue spent is confined to a small portion of society. However, in modern society, the 

government performs functions beyond those identified by Smith, with the increased need for wealth 

redistribution as a means to stabilise economic growth and socioeconomic conditions (Namini, 

2015:1). 

 

Smith’s concept of the invisible hand refers to how an economic system naturally organises itself, 

through the assumption that each human being acts out of self-interest (Witt, 1997:491). Therefore, 

the driving force behind all economic productivity was thought to stem from this principle of self - 

interest, where individuals are free to act resulting in a stable and ordered market (Kishtainy et al., 

2012:56). The invisible hand set was the basis of laissez-faire economic policy. Laissez-faire, 

translating to ‘let do’ in French, which advocates for a system where government refrains from 
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directing the market through regulations such as tariffs and subsidies (Robbins, 1978). It is theorised 

that the laissez-faire approach will ensure the highest level of economic prosperity. However, in 

modern economics market failures/imperfections persist, leading to an increased need for 

government intervention as a measure to direct markets towards a sustainable path (Stiglitz, 

2004:5). 

 

Smith also expressed strong disagreement with monopoly and mercantilism as he believed they 

would lead to a less efficient allocation of resources and the economy’s ability to generate wealth. 

This means that profit-seeking individuals and firms would not develop and operate efficiently, 

ultimately leading to them becoming a state monopoly (Namini, 2015:3). Essentially, the states’ sole 

purpose, in this theory, is to provide a framework that protects and promotes peace through 

economic and social order as a means to enable individuals in pursuing their objectives. 

 

2.3.2 Keynesian theory of government intervention 
 

John Maynard Keynes in his 1936 writing The General Theory of Employment, Interest, and Prices, 

set out his approach to macroeconomics and the vital role of the state in the economy. The 

Keynesian theory distinguishes itself from Classical theory as it argues the need for fiscal policy to 

achieve economic growth (Markwell, 2006:25). This theory was developed in the time of the Great 

Depression, where he attempted to better understand the nature and causes of economic 

challenges, one of them being unemployment. Keynes (1936) claimed governments should increase 

spending so that overall demand for products would rise. Therefore, encouraging firms to hire more 

workers, and as prices increase, real wages would fall, returning the economy to full employment. 

Therefore, disagreeing with classical theory, in arguing markets will not self-adjust and as a result, 

intensify economic flaws. 

 

According to the Keynesian theory, it does not matter how the government spends more in the 

economy, as long as there is a demand injection the economy would improve. This concept became 

known as the ‘Keynesian multiplier,’ where government spending boosts the economy by more than 

what is spent. Therefore, the thought was that each dollar spent would result in growth exceeding 

one dollar. Marx supported this theory, from a moral standpoint, as he asserts government has an 

obligation to tend to the needs of the working class and protect the poor against capitalist exploitation 

(Goodwin, 2007:18). However, some economists disagreed with the principle, as it would lead to 

increased taxation or debt to finance this increased spending. 

 

Following World War II in 1745, a Keynesian consensus ensued among policy-makers, leading to 

increased government intervention, through increased government spending, taxation, and 

borrowing (Hirst, Thompson & Bromley, 2015). As governments committed to improving the welfare 

of their citizens, the prevailing view was that the best way to fulfil these commitments was through 

increased government spending and regulation. Two essential devices exist in Keynesian 
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economics to stimulate the economy, namely fiscal policy and monetary policy; both of which can 

be used to regulate the market and maximise social wellbeing. However, new classical economists 

have argued against Keynesian policies of increased government spending as a measure to 

stimulate demand, on the belief that consumers will anticipate increased spending during a recession 

and would not respond irrationally to the increased money in the system (Nordhaus & Tobin, 1973; 

Barro, 1974; Posner, 2009). 

 

Additionally, Keynes outlined the importance of the composition of government spending for 

economic growth and policy; however, the composition was not broken down in detail by category. 

He distinguished two broad types of spending as either investment/capital spending or 

current/consumption spending (Smithin, 1989:209). Investment spending is characterised by any 

spending on industry or infrastructure development, whereas consumption spending is characterised 

by funds spent on providing goods and services to the community to fulfil needs such as healthcare, 

education, and social grants. Keynes advocated for government policy that favoured investment 

spending over consumption spending. Therefore, the modern Keynesian perspective is one that 

holds the view that government can stabilise the economy through increased investment spending 

and countercyclical fiscal policy. Countercyclical fiscal policy refers to a type of strategy used by the 

government where one of two actions can be taken as a response either to economic boom or 

recession. In the event of a recession, government would take measures to generate demand by 

adjusting spending and taxation policies. In the event of an economic upswing, inflation and debt are 

at risk of increasing substantially; therefore, government would increase taxes and lower their 

expenditure as a means to stabilise economic conditions (Jose, 2017). 

 

This type of government policy aims to have a budget including both capital and current spending 

and to have a surplus in the capital budget which would be used for public investment and financed 

through high taxes (Kregel, 1993:431). The financing of investment through tax is commonly referred 

to as ‘socialisation of investment’ (Smithin, 1989:211), where the government would take control of 

the majority of investment and aim to create an environment that would encourage private 

investment. Therefore, in the long-run investment would increase productivity and enable capital 

accumulation (public savings). A number of economists do not agree with the financing of 

government spending through taxation, as it has been argued that the state can print more money 

instead (Barro & Gordon, 1983; Wray, 1998; O’connor, 2017). Another concern with the policy of 

increased public investment, is that it may lead to a larger budget deficit, which, to some, is 

considered unfavourable (Moudud & Botchway, 2008:23). 

 
2.3.3 Modern perspectives on the purpose of government intervention 

 

In modern economics, government intervention is perceived as a necessary measure to ensure 

growth, development, and increased levels of employment (Fine, 2018). The main point of the 

discussion focuses on the amount and type of government intervention needed to ensure a 
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prosperous economy, rather than whether intervention should take place or not. According to Hill 

and Varone (2014:7), the long-run actions of government are usually guided by the policies adopted 

which contain specific goals and strategies to achieve desired outcomes. Therefore, the state 

intervenes in order to improve welfare conditions, stimulate economic growth, close informational 

gaps, and correct market failure all to improve society as a whole. However, the state is not entirely 

effective in achieving economic objectives due to the complex nature of various socioeconomic 

challenges and the struggle for balanced intervention (Stiglitz, 2004:3). 

 

Main perspectives on the role of government relate to two broad political views, namely the liberal 

perspective or the Marxist perspective. The liberal view strongly leans towards a free market, as the 

actions of government are seen as inadequate. Liberals argue that government over-regulate the 

economy, which results in inequity and many other adverse consequences (Cohn, 2016). However, 

modern liberals (social democrats) do support the intervention of government when it comes to the 

provision of social welfare and the promotion of equality. Whereas, Marxists argue the increase in 

social welfare interferes with the natural balance of the economy in the long-run leading to a higher 

degree of socialism (Schumpeter, 2017). Nonetheless, governments tend to follow a more liberal 

approach in order to ensure socioeconomic issues are dealt with directly and fundamental human 

rights are fulfilled. 

 

In order to determine the type of intervention within a country, the fiscal policy is an excellent place 

to start. A country’s fiscal policy is a good indication of the level and type of economic intervention 

as it concerns the government’s budget. The policy is used to break down total spending into 

categories, where specific areas are highlighted as a priority, usually resulting in increased spending 

(Weimer & Vining, 2017). In developing countries, there tends to be a stronger focus on fulfilling 

basic human rights through the provision of quality healthcare, education and social safety nets 

(Hopkins, 2017:97). Whereas, developed countries focus spending more on technology, 

infrastructure, and investment. The International Monetary Fund (IMF, 2019) propose governments 

increase total spending in order to stimulate the economy and achieve higher levels of development. 

Therefore, majority of modern economies follow Keynesian principles of increased spending for 

increased growth, and it is viewed as a necessary measure to combat economic downturns and 

encourage sustainable growth. 

 

A common way governments intervene is in the market as a way of correcting market failures 

(Stiglitz, 1998:199). The four basic types of market failure include: the inefficiency of public goods 

allocation, the existence of monopolies, the inequitable distribution of income, and negative 

externalities (Atkinson & Stiglitz, 2015:214). A market is said to fail when it no longer adjusts by itself 

in order to generate positive externalities, and government might step in to correct the negative 

externality. The government does so by implementing regulatory policy, taxation, subsidisation and 

creating new laws that govern specific industries and markets. When government intervenes in the 
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market it is usually to produce the best outcome for society. However, this is not always the case; 

government may fail in correcting a market and instead exacerbate the market failure, resulting in 

society becoming worse off. The most common example of market failure is the exploitation of scarce 

resources and pollution, considered to be negative externalities as they do not generate the most 

efficient outcome for society. According to Stiglitz (2001:197), less developed countries have a 

higher incidence of market failure than developed countries and have shown their efforts are less 

effective in correcting these failures. 

 

A market producing negative externalities may be taxed by the government, so that the behaviour 

responsible for the externality may be curbed (Okun, 2015). For instance, a firm which produces a 

product in a defective manner causing the environment or society harm, taxes may be imposed to 

reduce this type of negative behaviour. For example, the South African government enforced a levy 

on plastic shopping bags in 2004 to reduce consumption, however the taxes collected from this was 

not used towards improved plastic recycling, but instead was used as part of general revenue and 

did little to reduce plastic bag consumption (Hasson, Leiman & Visser, 2007:73). This is an example 

of government failure where policy decision fails to change the behaviour of consumers, and the 

outcomes remain the same. 

 

Although contemporary economics holds the view that intervention is necessary for improved 

economic performance, this view is not held by all. In some cases, it has been found that more 

substantial government control tasked with development as a priority, has only led to increased rent- 

seeking behaviour and bureaucracies with an appetite for corruption (Moudud & Botchway, 2008:6). 

Thus, bringing to question what the optimal size of government should be for optimal development 

and growth, where some hold the view that a smaller government which promotes the private sector 

is the best option for equitable wealth distribution and improved development. Nevertheless, 

governments continue to intervene in order to promote sustainable development and achieve 

economic goals such as poverty reduction, income equality, and higher levels of employment. Table 

2.1 provides a summary of the above discussed economic theories relating to government 

intervention. 

 

Table 2.1: Summary of the main theories of government intervention 
 

Theory 
The main 
contributor(s) 

Primary ideas 

 
 
 
 

Classical theory 

 
 
 
 

Smith (1776) 

The government should play a small and limited 
role in society, and should only provide essential 
services that fulfil basic human needs (such as 
education and infrastructure) and promote peace 
through social order. Authorities should limit the tax 
burden on society and provide goods and services 
for the entire society, and not only a small portion. 
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Theory 
The main 
contributor(s) 

Primary ideas 

  The economy will self-adjust based on the principle 
of laissez-faire. 

 
 
 

 
Keynesian theory 

 
 
 

 
Keynes (1936) 

Fiscal policy is essential for preferred economic 
conditions. The government should increase 
spending as it will boost the economy by more than 
what is spent; this is referred to as the ‘Keynesian 
multiplier.’ Advocates for government policy that 
focuses more on investment spending and less on 
consumption spending. Outlines the need for 
government intervention as a means to ensure 
increased productivity and capital accumulation. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Modern theory and 
perspectives 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Stiglitz (1989;1993; 
1997; 2001; 2004) 
Schumpeter (2017) 

Modern theory strongly notes the importance of 
government intervention for improved economic 
performance. Intervention is viewed as more 
complex than the amount of total spending by the 
government and takes on various forms such as the 
correction of negative externalities as a means to 
generate more productive and beneficial outcomes 
for society. In order to achieve set economic 
objectives, the government creates and 
implements various strategies and frameworks 
following the set objectives. This includes the 
creation and implementation of new laws and 
policies, subsidization of infant/struggling 
industries, taxation of sectors producing negative 
externalities and practices that increase social 
welfare of citizens. Thus, modern theory strongly 
advocates for government intervention. 

 

Source: Compiled by author 

 
2.4 ECONOMIC GROWTH THEORIES 

 
Economic growth is the focal point of economic research, as it has the capability of improving overall 

conditions within a country as well as the lives of individuals (Porter & Kramer, 2019:323). When an 

economy is growing, it has the ability to reduce poverty, inequality, unemployment, and generate 

investment. Smith (1776) was one of the first to pose the question of what makes an economy 

successful, and described economic growth as an endogenous process, therefore having an internal 

origin. From this perspective, Smith (1776) postulated the occurrence through a simple supply-side 

model, which may be written as follows: 
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Y = f(L, K, T) .............................................................................................................................. (2.1) 
 

Where Y indicates total output, L indicates labour, K indicates capital, and T indicates land. 

Therefore, Smith (1904:69) stated that total output/growth relates to capital, labour, and land as well 

as increased productivity, investment, and population. He also stated that growth is self-boosting 

due to increasing returns to scale, and the growth rate depends on the decisions and behaviour of 

agents. Smith’s main argument, however, relates to specialisation and the division of labour, as this 

was thought to be the precondition for improved economic growth. Later, Ricardo (1817) improved 

upon Smith’s model by adding diminishing returns to land, as he argued land could not be created 

as growth increases. The other factors considered in Smith’s model may increase, such as labor 

and capital whereas land is finite and limited in supply. Additionally, Ricardo underscored two other 

factors that would impact growth, namely increased wage demands as profits rise and the increased 

rent charged to landowners. According to Ricardo, this would reduce profits and, in turn, reduce 

economic growth. The above theories were of the earliest contributions to economic growth theory 

and laid the foundation for further research. However, more recent theories such as neoclassical 

growth theory, endogenous growth theory, and determinants of growth will be discussed in depth; 

as the economic analysis of the study is based on these theoretical underpinnings. 

 

2.4.1 Neoclassical economic growth theory 
 

In the 1950s, American economist Robert Solow formulated an economic model of growth that 

predicted an equalisation of living standards across the world (Kishtainy et al., 2012:224). Linked to 

both Solow (1956) and Swan (1956), the Solow model (as it became known) was based on the 

assumption that capital has diminishing returns, as each increase in investment would generate less 

and less output. This is known as the ‘steady state,’ and will only move out of equilibrium once 

technological improvements are made allowing more efficient production with fewer resources. The 

model also stipulates that countries that are not as advanced as others will experience higher growth 

rates with the same amount of capital as advanced economies. Therefore, converging closer to the 

living standards of the advanced economies through higher growth. However, DeLong (1988) found 

very little evidence to substantiate the prediction of convergence in the Solow model. 

 

Figure 2.1 below demonstrates how an increase in technology can generate increased long-term 

growth. Solow (1956) assumed that this growth occurred exogenously and is therefore reliant on 

external factors. As an economy has scarce resources, technology is seen as the only resource that 

is infinite in its contribution to economic growth. In addition to technology, labour and capital are also 

assumed to be necessary for economic growth. Therefore, the exogenous model for long-run growth 

can be written as follows: 

 

Y = f (K, AL) ............................................................................................................................... (2.2) 
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Where Y represents output/GDP, K represents a country’s share of capital, L describes the amount 

of labour, and A represents the level of technology. Due to the relationship between technology and 

labour, often the function is written in the above form. 

 

Figure 2.1: Neoclassical growth theory 
 

 
Source: Stein (1969:154) 

 
The neoclassical theory has a strong focus on the level of capital and technology and the resulting 

impact on growth in both developed and developing countries. Although capital and technology are 

fundamental for growth, additional factors are considered, especially when taking developing nations 

into account. Developing nations do not have the same infrastructure and financial resources as 

developed nations, making the positive effects of capital and technology accumulation less apparent. 

 

2.4.2 Endogenous economic growth theory 
 

The neoclassical growth theory strongly influenced economic thinking for almost three decades, as 

it seemed to give a proper explanation of economic occurrences during the 1950s up until the early 

1980s. However, in the 1980s, researchers begun to question the validity of the theory as the model 

omits factors that explain long-run growth and modifications were made (Bergh & Henrekson, 

2011:3). Neoclassical growth theory linked long-term growth to technology; however, it did little to 

explain the determinants of technological progress. The solution to this problem in neoclassical 

growth theory was to improve the function to allow for self-sustaining endogenous growth. The 

endogenous growth theory, therefore, studies the determinants of technological progress (Truu & 

Contagion, 1996:198). 

 

Endogenous growth theory was first introduced by Romer (1986) and Lucas (1988), and as the name 

suggests, puts forward the suggestion that growth is primarily the result of internal factors such as 
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innovation. The theory claims that investment in human capital, knowledge, and innovation make a 

significant contribution to economic growth, and technological progress cannot be made without an 

intentional investment in technology (Grossman & Helpman, 1991; Stokey, 1995). The production 

function may be written as follows: 

 

Y = AK… .................................................................................................................................... (2.3) 
 

Where A represents technological progress, and K represents both human and physical capital. 

 
Figure 2.2 demonstrates the endogenous growth theory and how the model relies on constant 

returns to scale; therefore, an increase in input will result in an increased output (Dornbusch, Fischer 

& Startz, 1998:82). Therefore, the long-run growth rate will be determined by the growth rate of total 

factor productivity (TFP). In order for TFP to increase, innovation would need to increase. 

 

Figure 2.2: Endogenous growth theory 

 

 

Source: Dornbusch et al. (1998) 

 
Figure 2.2 demonstrates that for each increased level of technology, there will be an increase in 

labour productivity and therefore an increase in economic growth, this is true when there is an 

increase of investment in human resources. In the long-run, investment in human capital through 

increased subsidisation and incentives would lead to spill-over effects within the economy resulting 

in higher economic growth. Therefore, the theory holds that increased economic growth may be 

determined by the amount of investment in human capital, leading to increased knowledge and 

innovation. 
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2.4.3 Determinants of economic growth 
 

Numerous studies exist which have analysed a variety of fundamental factors that impact economic 

performance (Easterly & Wetzel, 1989; Barro, 1990; Sala-i-Martin, 1997). Each study has made use 

of varying methodological frameworks as well as unique explanatory variables as a means to 

improve the understanding of how different factors impact economic growth and performance. 

 

Human capital accumulation has been the central point for most endogenous growth theories as a 

determinant of economic growth. Human capital translates to the level of skill, knowledge, and 

innovation held by an individual or population. Therefore, an increase in human capital investment 

through subsidised education and skills development will lead to improved growth conditions. 

Economists such as Barro (1990) have provided empirical evidence supporting the notion that an 

educated population is a significant determinant for growth. By contrast, Benhabib and Spiegel 

(1994:166) found no significant relationship between human capital and growth and only found found 

a significant relationship when human capital is regressed as part of total factor productivity. 

 

Investment as a determinant of growth exists both in neoclassical and endogenous growth theory 

and is considered essential for growth and development. A vast amount of empirical studies 

examines this relationship, and there is a strong consensus that investment is critical for increased 

productivity (Galenson & Leibenstein, 1995; Levine, 1997; Van den Berg, 2016). Researchers 

distinguish between domestic and foreign direct investment, although domestic investment 

contributes largely to growth, foreign direct investment increases total domestic investment by more 

than one to one (Borensztein, De Gregorio & Lee, 1995:7). Developing countries open to trade and 

reform have realised higher investment rates than those with higher restrictions and, as a result, 

have shown improved growth and productivity (Kariuki, 2015:346). 

 

Geography is considered integral for growth; the effects of geography on growth in the long-run is 

multifaceted. This is true as it has an impact on the mobility of factors of production, the production 

of food, health, and the growth of a population (Bloch & Tang, 2004:248). For example, countries 

with a tropical climate are more inclined to suffer from climate-related diseases such as malaria and 

climate-related agricultural issues such as drought. Additionally, countries that do not have a coastal 

border have limited access to ports and incur higher transport costs, making trade more difficult and 

costly. The increased costs of trade may contribute to lower levels of economic growth and less 

export-led growth. 

 

A country’s openness to trade contributes significantly to long-run growth, as proved by numerous 

empirical studies (Barro & Sala-i-Martin, 1995; Edwards, 1998; Frankel & Romer, 1999). Trade can 

improve per capita income as well as boosting efficiency due to increasing economies of scale and 

allowing for technology transfer. Export-led growth was prominent in the East Asian growth model, 

where trade was encouraged and subsidised, leading to improved living standards and staggering 
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growth rates (Bloch & Tang, 2004:250). Although trade is regarded as necessary for growth, 

economists such as Rodrik (2002) regard quality institutions as a more significant determinant for 

growth. Institutions exist to enforce private property rights, manage conflict, provide social insurance, 

steer macroeconomic policy towards stability, and regulate markets (Rodrik, 2002). All other 

determinants of growth, such as physical capital, human capital, and investment, are directly 

influenced by institutions, therefore having a strong influence on growth and development. It has 

been argued that if quality institutions did not exist, economic performance would be weaker due to 

a less stable environment for sustained growth (Stiglingh, 2015:18). 

 

Innovation and research development contributes significantly to economic growth, as it improves 

productivity and efficiency. This is true as it leads to improved technology resulting in more efficient 

and innovative and advanced production processes. Theories of endogenous growth link innovation 

and research development to growth, and the relationship has been proved empirically by many 

studies (Furman, Porter & Stern, 2002:903). It is worthwhile to mention that a variety of factors exist 

which are also considered to be economic determinants, having discussed the key determinants of 

economic growth. Table 2.2 below provides a summary of the economic growth theories as 

discussed above. 

 

Table 2.2: Summary of economic growth theories 
 

Theory The main contributor(s) Primary ideas 

 
 
 
 
Classical theory 

 
 

 
Smith (1776) 
Ricardo (1817) 

Economic growth is an 
endogenous process. Output 
can be determined using total 
labour, capital, and land. 
Economic growth is self- 
reinforcing. Increasing returns 
to scale and diminishing returns 
to scale were vaguely 
introduced. 

 
 
 

 
Neoclassical growth theory 

 
 
 

Solow (1956) 
Swan (1956) 

Emphasized capital has 
diminishing returns, as each 
increase in investment would 
generate less total output in the 
long-run. Linked technological 
innovation and increased 
capital investment to improved 
productive efficiency (increase 
economic output) 
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Theory The main contributor(s) Primary ideas 

 
 
 
 
Endogenous growth theory 

 
 

 
Romer (1986) 
Lucas(1988) 

Theorises economic growth is 
the product of internal factors 
such as innovation and 
technology. Technological 
progress and the total 
productivity of all factors of 
production (particularly human 
capital) determine economic 
growth. 

 
 

 
Determinants of growth 

 
 

 
Barro (1996) 

Brought forward empirical 
evidence to examine the impact 
of various factors on economic 
growth in isolation. Factors 
including: capital accumulation, 
investment, openness to trade, 
research development, and 
geography. 

Source: Own compilation 

 
This section of the study reviewed pertinent theories of economic growth as well as various 

significant factors that determine economic growth. The next section will discuss different types of 

economic/government intervention used to direct economic growth and development in modern 

economics. 

 

2.5 ECONOMIC INTERVENTIONISM 

 
Universally government is seen as a necessary institution, even in minimal intervention regimes, 

where the responsibility lies with the government to provide goods and services. Different 

approaches are needed to fulfil these and various other obligations, as each state operates and 

serves a unique set of political and socioeconomic circumstances. This underscores the importance 

that some form of government/economic interventionism is needed to foster a healthy economy and 

promote fundamental human rights. However, there is a strong need for balanced intervention as 

the social welfare of citizens and the economic development in a country are, or should be, of equal 

importance (Hwedi, 2013:21). 

 

Another key point of interest is concerned with the political climate in a country, as this has a secure 

link to the actions and policies followed through by government (Chang, 2010:5). According to Rodrik 

(1991), political instability leads to policy uncertainty and in turn, generates increased opportunity for 

corruption. The existence of corruption, low democracy, and political uncertainty signals an inefficient 

government resulting in reduced economic performance and growth stagnation (Rose-Ackerman & 

Palifka, 2016). 
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Heywood (2007:99) distinguishes between five interventionist roles that a democratic state can play, 

namely: minimal, developmental, social welfare, collectivised, and totalitarian. Although there are a 

variety of roles, the state may assume, the research will be narrowed down to developmental and 

social welfare as these occur most commonly in modern democratic economies (Heywood, 2007). 

Each type of intervention has unique characteristics for success and differing priorities for economic 

growth and development. This is true, as policy-makers and government institutions are challenged 

with finding strategies that simultaneously reduce inequality and promote economic growth (Kvist, 

2015:2). 

 
2.5.1 Developmental state approach 

 

The term developmental state refers to an approach taken by a select group of country’s, who 

through strong leading government institutions, managed to achieve record-high sustained 

economic growth. This type of government intervention has been recognised for its success leading 

to several developing countries implementing the same principles with the aspiration of becoming a 

developmental state. South Africa, as stated in the National Development Plan (NDP, 2012), is one 

of these countries. Woo-Cummings (1999) identified the main component of a developmental state 

as the states ability to link state guidance and private ownership. Developmental states may suffer 

from structural corruption and inefficiency; nevertheless, the state continues to play an important 

role in garnering national competitiveness in global markets (Woo-Cummings, 1999). More recently, 

Mkandawire (2001:291) defines a developmental state as ‘a state whose ideological underpinnings 

are developmental and seriously attempts to deploy its administrative and political resources to the 

task of economic development.’ 

 

The inception of the ‘developmental state’ or ‘hard state’ was in Japan, following World War II, where 

the country began its economic redevelopment process and achieved unprecedented success. 

Johnson (1982) is recognised as the first to have conceptualised the developmental state, and 

brought increased attention to the subject after observing Japan’s economic conditions. Johnson 

attributed Japan’s economic success to four main factors being: an elite bureaucracy, a pilot agency, 

a political system where bureaucracy rules and market conforming intervention (1982:317). The 

driving force behind Japan’s redevelopment was to reach the same levels of growth and 

competitiveness as European countries, essentially ‘catching up’ to developed countries. 

 

The Japanese state began by setting social and economic goals for the private sector, therefore 

moving towards a ‘plan-oriented’ market economy through strong industrial policy (Leftwich, 

1995:404). A major factor in Japan’s developmental process was the establishment of state-owned 

‘model factories’ in a variety of sectors, including textiles, mining, and steel. In these selected 

industries, the government introduced modern technologies where operations were carefully 

controlled and subsidised (Peet & Hartwick, 2015:75). For example, the Tomioka Silk Mill which was 

established in 1872 as silk, was one of Japan’s biggest exports at the time. The state ensured the 
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newest available technology was implemented to ultimately spread the technology throughout the 

country (Ito, 1998:19). 

 

Along with the establishment of these model factories, the state took measures to protect infant 

industries. This was done by subsidising raw materials used in these industries and discouraging 

imports of competing products by enforcing tariffs and various regulations. The state also focused 

on improving infrastructures such as railroads and communications to create an environment 

conducive for economic growth and development (Ito, 1998:20). Japan’s Ministry of International 

Trade and Industry (MITI) along with the Ministry of Finance became the ‘pilot agency,’ responsible 

for the route of development through economic policy, the most important being their industrial policy 

(Ito, 1998:22). Chibber (2003) refers to the pilot agency as a ‘nodal agency,’ which is an agency led 

by state to coordinate activities of ministries in order to ensure national policies are coherent. 

Therefore, this approach acknowledges the need for partnership between government and business, 

and cooperation between the two ensures economic activity moves towards higher levels of growth 

and wealth creation (Meyer & Van Der Elst, 2014:6). 

 

The developmental state approach is primarily linked to East Asia, as a group of countries 

experienced rapid economic growth and development for a sustained period during the 1960’s up 

until the mid-1990s. Countries that experienced this growth, and later became known as the ‘Asian 

Tigers’, were Hong Kong, Singapore, Taiwan, and South Korea. The conventional argument behind 

the success of the Asian Tigers is linked not only to the industrialisation process but the way in which 

governments diligently followed principles of the market (Bharadwaj, 2018:33). The approach 

acknowledges that the market cannot act apart from the state and the politics within the state 

(Mathebula, 2016:48). 

 

East Asian governments typically gave firms in selected sectors, preferential treatment, and 

incentives to encourage better performance. Incentives such as increased lines of credit and access 

to foreign exchange encouraged firms to meet the performance criteria as set by the government 

(Kishtainy et al., 2012:286). According to Hobday (1995:1171), the government further facilitated 

exports by building large amenities equipped to handle container ships and other export-related 

activities. Thus, the Asian Tigers strategically invested in crucial sectors necessary for export-led 

growth; with very little focus on redistribution of wealth through cash transfers. Investment in key 

sectors would contribute to improved levels of employment and living standards by fostering skills 

development and technological innovation. 

 

Figure 2.3 below presents the economic growth rates of Japan, Hong Kong, Taiwan, South Korea, 

and Singapore over the period 1960 up until 2010. Over the period, economic growth has almost 

tripled for each country, providing further insight into the success generated through focused 

intervention and public-private cooperation. These countries have been characterised as having 

high-quality bureaucracy and autonomy; as well as the ability to allocate resources strategically 



Chapter 2: Review of theory and empirical literature 27  

(Krieckhaus, 2002:1712). The strategic allocation of resources, particularly financial resources, is 

essential in the developmental approach as it boosts public savings. Public savings are then used 

to finance even higher levels of investment and economic growth, usually through human capital 

formation and industrial policy (Krieckhaus, 2002:1712). 

 
 
 
 

 
Figure 2.3: Economic Growth: Japan and Asian tigers 

 

 
Source: Madison Project Data Base (2019) 

 
The economic growth, as illustrated above, is particularly significant, according to Wade (2018:523) 

as Taiwan, Hong Kong, Singapore, and South Korea all begun with high poverty rates and relatively 

few natural resources. Wade (2018:523) further states that no other country had achieved sustained 

growth rates of above 6 percent for over 15 years before Taiwan managed to sustain a growth rate 

higher than 6 percent for 32 years. Over the period 1965 to 2005, the average income of these East 

Asian countries more than doubled, indicating that not only was the country showing positive 

economic growth but also signs of economic development (Wade, 2018:523). 

 

Much of the literature focuses on the strong institutional capacity showcased by the Asian Tigers 

(Johnson, 1982; Leftwich, 1995; Chang, 2010). This refers to the flat levels of government, ensuring 

cooperation between central and local government. Increased cooperation allowed the objectives 

set by central government to be carried out and enforced by local government effectively (Chang, 

2010:1). The ability of government authorities to communicate effectively and make quick decisions 

played an important part in achieving economic success. Decision-making was left to a small and 

dominant bureaucracy. This concentration of power allows for focused and streamlined intervention 

Year 
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towards a common goal (Burger, 2014:178). Authorities also worked closely with the private sector 

in order to steer the sector positively, particularly through investment in the form of subsidies and 

incentives. Wade (2018:527) identifies incentives such as tax rebates for producing particular export 

products as well as reducing and even discounting import tariffs on particular products deemed 

necessary to produce export quality products. 

 

Although the developmental intervention approach led to higher rates of economic growth in East 

Asian countries, one of its biggest criticisms concerns the link between government and selected 

industries. The strong link between state and selected industries is thought to breed ‘crony 

capitalism,’ where partnerships form based on a mutually beneficial relationship (Malik, 2014:1). This 

relationship ensures protection for selected industries along with an increase in resource allocation, 

where industries not considered to be as favourable may break down as a result of inefficient 

resources and lack of government protection (Malik, 2014:1). Therefore, the approach does not 

consider all industry and runs the risk of hampering those not considered to be essential for growth 

and development. 

 

2.5.2 Welfare state intervention approach 
 

The welfare state approach is also known as the social-democratic or social investment approach, 

where the government takes on the role of promoting welfare in areas such as equity, social justice, 

and fairness for all (Deeming & Smyth, 2015:299). In comparison to the developmental approach, 

social welfare is a top priority. Almost every modern economy has an element of welfare within their 

government structure, as fundamental human rights and poverty reduction have become a top 

priority. One of the earliest contributions to welfare economics was made by Adolph Wagner (1890) 

who theorised this type of state forms from free-market capitalism as the demand for social services 

from citizens rises. This is assumed to be a result of growth in general income levels across a 

country. Musgrave (1959) further developed Wagner’s thesis by identifying three key determinants 

of increased government spending as social activities of government, administrative and protective 

action, and welfare functions. Rawls (1971) supported the need for welfare as it maximises the well- 

being of the least well-off person in society, and addresses the issue of distributive justice. Rawls’ 

work made a substantial contribution to the field of economics as he linked justice to ‘fairness,’ he 

emphasised the need for equal rights and the sharing of public goods which set the basis for further 

economic research on the need for equality. According to Rawls (1971), the welfare of an individual 

may be measured by their access to primary goods necessary to survive, such as water, food, and 

housing. 

 

A welfare state is based on the principle that a pure market economy will not benefit all in society, 

leading to imbalances and discrepancies, whereas the developmental approach advocates for a 

strong market economy. According to Rosen (2004:253), without the intervention of the government 

to provide certain goods and services, the gap between rich and poor will widen, leading to higher 
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levels of inequality. The government has a high share in the provision of these individual 

consumption goods when this approach is taken and is concerned with democratic decision-making. 

Decision-making involves aspects such as employment, education, housing, social security, and 

economic prosperity (Greve, 2007:44). Social investment, therefore, allows those considered to be 

disadvantaged, improved opportunities in employment and skills development (Jenson, 2012:62). In 

comparison, the developmental approach essentially creates winners and losers and breeds higher 

levels of capitalism. 

 

Deeming and Smyth (2015:297) differentiate between two strategies of social investment, the first 

being the Nordic ‘heavy’ strategy and the second, the Liberal ‘light’ strategy. The Nordic welfare state 

model is considered the most extreme and successful example of a welfare state. Nordic countries 

are characterised by generous welfare systems and fair distribution of wealth, achieved through high 

levels of redistributionist taxation (Titmuss, 2018). The state provides free healthcare, primary and 

higher education, housing, and other services to the entire population, which has contributed 

significantly to socio-economic and macro-economic performance. Proving that high levels of social 

protection and human capital investment will lead to reduced inequality and enrich future generations 

of human capital, is particularly evident when considering the high standard of living and sustained 

growth rates experienced in these countries (Kvist, 2015:141). Nordic countries include Norway, 

Sweden, Finland, Denmark, and Iceland; all of which enjoy competitive and robust manufacturing 

industries and small populations relative to Europe (Kananen, 2016). The Global Competitiveness 

Index conducted by the World Economic Forum (WEF) (2018) ranks all of the Nordic countries in its 

top 12 with Finland, Sweden, and Denmark taking second, third, and fourth place respectively. The 

index considers twelve pillars for assessment including infrastructure, institutions, higher education, 

health, labour market efficiency, market size, innovation, business sophistication, financial market 

development, technological readiness, good market efficiency, and macroeconomic environment 

(WEF, 2018). 

 

The Liberal welfare state, according to Esping-Andersen (2013), consists of social transfers that are 

modest in comparison to those made in the Nordic model. Welfare is provided to all considered to 

be low-income earners, the approach has a stronger focus on the working class and unemployed. 

Such welfare regimes are present in Germany, Britain, Canada, and Japan; where all citizens do not 

receive the same provision from the state, rather only those in need according to fundamental human 

rights such as housing and food (Spicker, 2013:193). 

 

Esping-Anderson (2013) identifies another type of welfare state as the social-democratic welfare 

approach. In this approach, the state strives to promote equity and social justice through 

redistribution of resources. In a country such as South Africa, where historical inequities exist, the 

state intervenes as a measure to correct these injustices and ensure the economy functions in the 

fairest manner possible in order to improve the wellbeing of society. Although the main objective in 
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taking this approach is to promote social justice, the approach regards the free market system as 

necessary for the generation of wealth (Heywood, 2007:93). 

 

According to Lindert (2004), a country in which social transfers are greater than or equal to 20 

percent of Gross Domestic Product (GDP), is considered to be a transfer welfare state. Social 

transfers include compensation for the unemployed, for pensioners, and sometimes towards early 

retirement. Although these transfers contribute to the reduction of inequality and improved standards 

of living, it does not add to the competitiveness and productivity of a nation (Burger, 2014:163). As 

such, the need for generous welfare may contribute to increased fiscal pressure and increased 

taxation, especially in nations such as South Africa who suffer from high unemployment. 

 

The Organisation for Economic Collaboration and Development (OECD) (2019) advocates for 

increased Social Impact Investment (SII) where the main aim of government investment spending 

should be to improve the socio-economic conditions of the country. According to the OECD (2019), 

this type of investment spending should “provide new and innovative ways to more efficiently and 

effectively allocate public and private capital to address social and economic challenges at the 

global, national, and local levels.” Therefore, welfare spending should be done in such a way that 

promotes improved economic conditions and not just as a measure to reduce social imbalances 

without increasing productivity and overall competitiveness. 

 

2.6 AN EMPIRICAL REVIEW ON THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 

GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION AND ECONOMIC GROWTH 

 

In the previous sections of the current chapter, the theoretical background concerning government 

spending/intervention and economic growth was presented. The collection of this material is 

necessary for providing the study with a foundation with which to assess relating empirical studies. 

As discussed above, the government takes part in the economy, with macroeconomic objectives in 

mind, in order to promote economic efficiency, correct market failure, and reduce negative 

externalities (Stiglitz, 1993:54). However, government may fail to adequately address these issues, 

bringing to question the much-debated topic of whether or not government supports economic 

growth efficiently. 

 

In most empirical investigations, intervention is based on government spending as a means to 

determine the size of the public sector and the relationship it has with economic growth. Empirical 

studies on this relationship tend to take on one of two forms. First, where total government spending 

is examined for its effect on growth, and second, where specific types of government spending are 

examined for their effect on growth. Generally, government spending may be broken up into two 

groups being developmental spending and social welfare spending, or consumption versus 

investment spending. Government spending may be further categorised into types of spending such 

as spending on education, healthcare, infrastructure, and other costs such as debt. This section 
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reviews such studies and their respective findings based on the factors mentioned above as 

determinants of economic growth. 

 

2.6.1 The relationship between total government expenditure and economic growth 
 

In theory, two different schools of thought exist, both attempt to define the causal relationship 

between government spending and economic growth (Tang, 2009). The first school of thought is 

based on the Adolph Wagner’s (1890) contribution which is commonly known as Wagner’s law; the 

law states that in the long-run government activities tend to grow relative to economic activity. The 

law presumes government spending to be an endogenous variable that grows at a faster pace than 

income growth. The general view is that government spending plays no part in generating economic 

growth; thus, economic growth will cause government spending and not conversely. By contrast, 

Keynes’ (1936) theory presumes government spending to be an exogenous variable; therefore if 

government spending increased, it would generate economic growth. Thus, suggesting a causal 

relationship exists which flows in the direction from government spending to economic growth. The 

Keynesian school of thought is widely supported, as fiscal policy is increasingly used as an 

instrument to stimulate economic growth in both developed and developing countries (Ban, 

2015:167). Subsequently, the debate between these two theories continues in the empirical 

literature, as studies continue to test whether government expenditure causes economic growth or 

economic growth causes government expenditure. 

 

Another noteworthy concept in the literature refers to the optimal size of government for optimal 

economic growth, best explained by making use of the Armey Curve (Armey, 1995). Figure 2.4 

demonstrates the Armey curve, showing the proposed ‘inverted U’ shape relationship between the 

amount of public spending and the rate of economic growth. The curve indicates that the size of 

government spending has a positive impact on economic growth to a certain point (point A to point 

B on the graph) and thereafter has adverse effects on growth. Thus, suggesting there is an optimal 

amount of public spending that is most conducive for growth, and a non-linear relationship exists 

between the two. Forte and Magazzino (2011:297) further explain that if the level of public spending 

is too low, it will not allow the state to guarantee a market economy that functions optimally with a 

positive growth rate. Alternatively, if the level of public spending is too high within a country, it would 

discourage investment and productivity due to the high fiscal burden it causes, resulting in a lower 

economic growth rate (Forte & Magazzino, 2011:297). 
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Figure 2.4: The Armey Curve 
 

Source: Nouira and Kouni (2018) 

 
 

 
Point ‘B’ on the graph indicates the amount of government spending that would generate the most 

positive effects on economic growth. This point on the graph signifies a threshold level of spending 

as a percentage of economic growth; therefore if public spending exceeds this threshold, there will 

be diminishing returns in growth effects. The Armey Curve merely reflects that a positive correlation 

exists between government expenditure and growth to a point thereafter the correlation will become 

negative (Pevcin, 2004:101). It, therefore, suggests there is an optimal size of government, in terms 

of spending, to generate the optimal level of economic growth. 

 

2.6.1.1 Cross-country and panel data studies 
 

Many economists are concerned with the size of government and the effect it has on economic 

growth, the general proxy used to determine the size of government is based on the total amount of 

government expenditure and sometimes the total tax revenue (Kormendi, 1983; Easterly & Rebelo, 

1993; Pritchett, 1997). The empirical results on this topic are heterogenous, as many found the 

expansion of government size to amplify economic performance creating an environment conducive 

for investment (Rubinson, 1997; Grossmann, 2003; Mokyr, 2016). Whereas, many others found the 

opposite to be true, as an increase in government size correlates with an increase in tax burdens, 

and if resources are misallocated, it will lead to a decline in economic performance (Landau, 1983; 

Engen & Skinner, 1992; Kim, Wu & Lin:2018:205). 

 

When considering total government expenditure and its relationship with economic growth, a 

multitude of studies exist making use of varying methodological frameworks; however, the results 

do not lead to a firm conclusion. Landau (1983) conducted a study on 48 countries over the period 

1961 to 1976 and found that government spending is not always productive and an increase in 
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government expenditure leads to a reduction of the growth in real GDP if spent in an ‘unproductive’ 

manner. A significant negative relationship was found by Barro (1989) between the share of 

government consumption on real GDP per capita, and that government investment has insignificant 

positive effects on growth whereas Tanzi and Davoodi (1998) found that government spending, 

especially public investment spending, has a significant positive impact on economic growth. 

 

Ram (1986) making use of both time series and cross-sectional data for both developed and 

developing countries over the period 1950 to 1980, found the growth of government expenditure to 

have a positive effect on real GDP. In stark contrast, Barro and Sala-i-Martin (1992) presented a 

model that showed the significance of government spending on economic growth. The result was 

that an increase in government spending had a negative impact on economic growth. Thus, 

indicating growth in the size of government negatively impacts the economy, especially when 

increased spending is not necessarily productive. 

 
 

 
A panel data study by Fölster and Henrekson (2001), measured government size by total tax revenue 

and total government spending for 22 developed OECD countries over the period 1970 to 1995. The 

results found a significant negative effect of both government spending and tax revenue on growth. 

However, Agell, Ohlsson, and Thoursie (2006) disagree with the studies robustness as the inclusion 

of only OECD countries leads to simultaneity, making causal interpretation less accurate. Further 

analysis by Colombier (2009) on 21 OECD countries over the period 1970 to 2001, found conflicting 

results indicating that an increase in government spending and taxation has a small positive effect 

on growth. Therefore, stating that government size does not have a significant detrimental effect on 

growth. 

 

Afonso and Furceri (2010) rebut Colombier’s (2009) results, after conducting a panel study on 28 

OECD and European Union (EU) countries over the period 1970 to 2004. They determined that both 

the share and volatility of government revenue and spending have detrimental effects on growth. In 

addition, Altunc and Aydin (2013:66) conducted a study on three EU countries over the period 1995 

to 2011 using the ARDL technique and found that the governments share in public spending exceeds 

the optimal level as proposed by Friedman (1997), resulting in it having a detrimental effect on 

economic growth. 

 

Many empirical studies test the validity of Wagner’s law, usually through time-series analysis. 

Studies on developed countries usually suggest Wagner’s law holds as government spending 

increases only once economic growth takes place (Peacock & Scott, 2000; Narayan, Nielsen & 

Smyth, 2008). However, according to Wu, Tang, and Lin (2010:804), the law is less likely to hold for 

developing countries as government spending increases disproportionately to the increases in 

economic growth. 
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2.6.1.2 Studies on sub-Saharan Africa 
 

Having conducted a study on three sub-Saharan African countries namely Kenya, Ghana, and South 

Africa, Ansari, Gordon, and Akuamoah (1997) found empirical results that do not support a causal 

relationship that runs from government spending to economic growth and development. Thus, 

government spending does not increase in proportion to economic growth disproving Wagner’s 

hypothesis in this instance. 

 

Using the Generalised Method of Moments (GMM) and annual data over the period 1982 to 2000, 

Ndambiri et al. (2012) examined various determinants of economic growth for 19 sub-Saharan 

African countries. Their results suggest government spending is significantly inversely related to 

economic growth. Thus, signifying that growth in government spending, in sub-Saharan countries, 

would lead to a decline in economic growth and vice versa. Empirical evidence by M’Amanja (2005) 

examined the impact of infrastructure investment on economic growth in Kenya over the period 1964 

to 2002. The results found a significant positive relationship between infrastructure investment and 

growth. Thus, stating that consumption spending does not have positive growth effects in Kenya for 

the same period. 

 
2.6.1.3 Studies on South Africa 

 

Empirical results concerning South Africa generally support a positive linear relationship between 

government spending and growth (Bose, Hague & Osborn, 2007:550; Mo, 2007:519); however, 

empirical support for significant positive effects is not universal and a negative relationship has been 

found (Bittencourt, Van Eyden & Seleteng, 2014). The reason for these contradictory results could 

be linked to the myriad of methodological frameworks with differences in model specification, 

samples selected, and the measurement of government spending (Wu, Tang & Lin, 2010:806). 

 

After conducting an empirical study on South Africa for the period, 1957 to 1990, Ansari, Gordon 

and Akuamoah(1997) found government expenditure did not lead to an increase in economic growth. 

Therefore, it was found that the simple Keynesian principle of increased government spending for 

increased growth does not necessarily apply to South Africa. Furthermore, government spending by 

itself was not found to have a significant positive impact on the growth and development of the 

country. Ziramba (2008:596) conducted a similar study on South Africa over the period 1960 to 2006 

and found a long-run relationship exists between government spending and economic growth. 

However, the variables were found to have bidirectional causality leading to the authors' rejection of 

Wagner’s law in the South Africa context. 

 

A more recent study conducted by Gadinabokao and Daw (2013) examined the relationship between 

economic growth and total government expenditure in South Africa over the period 1980 up until 

2011. Making use of Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) techniques and the Error Correction Model 

(ECM) they found a causal relationship between the variables mentioned above and further 
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confirmed a significant long-run positive relationship exists between the variables. The results of the 

study also show that net capital formation granger causes economic growth. By contrast, a study by 

Chirwa and Odhiambo (2016) made use of the Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) model, to 

study long-run drivers of economic growth in South Africa, and found that total government spending 

is significantly related to economic growth making it a critical macroeconomic determinant. However, 

the study found that both in the short-run and long-run, total government expenditure negatively 

impacts economic growth. 

 

The studies above used total government expenditure as a determinant of economic growth; 

however, the results, save one, fail to categorise expenditure as either consumption or investment. 

A positive relationship has been found by many between productive/investment expenditure and 

economic growth (Cooray, 2009; Batuo, 2015; Opoku, Ibrahim & Sare, 2019). However, a negative 

relationship has also been found between unproductive/consumption expenditure and economic 

growth (Ahmed & Miller, 2000; Dunne & Tian, 2015; Phiri, 2019). 

 
 

 
Therefore, the most useful and conclusive empirical finding is that a positive relationship exists 

between public investment and economic growth, and a negative correlation exists between 

economic growth and the share of the governments' consumption in GDP. Government expenditure, 

in its totality, has a significant effect on whether economic outcomes such as sustained economic 

growth are achieved rapidly or not. Empirical results for government spending and economic growth 

in South Africa have been somewhat inconclusive, and this could be attributed to differences in the 

measurement of government size/spending, varying methodological frameworks, as well as a 

variation in theoretical underpinnings. 

 

2.6.2 The relationship between various types of government expenditure and 
economic growth 

 

A substantial amount of literature suggests the relationship between economic growth and specific 

components of government spending (disaggregated expenditure), particularly in developing 

countries such as South Africa, is complex. Therefore, there is a need to differentiate between 

components of government spending in order to find conclusive and reliable results. Numerous 

empirical studies examine the causal relationship between disaggregated government spending and 

economic growth, often reaching different conclusions. The key areas of spending with which 

researchers are concerned with include military, healthcare, education, debt-service, social welfare 

grants and economic development usually linked to investment in infrastructure and industry. Other 

variables such as corruption, debt, and income levels are also included as determinants of growth 

in a multitude of studies. 
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Landau (1983) conducted a study based on data from developing countries over the period 1960 to 

1980, where the relationship between the growth rate of real GDP and the share of government 

expenditure in GDP was examined. A negative relationship was found between government 

consumption spending and economic growth, whereas other types of government expenditure had 

little effect on the growth of economic output. This finding led to the idea that not all government 

spending is productive, as various components of expenditure were found to have different impacts 

on growth. Therefore, Landau (1983) found an increase in government consumption spending, which 

includes any funds spent on supplying goods and services for the direct satisfaction of an individual 

or community, has a negative impact on growth. 

 

After examining the impact of government spending on education, welfare and defence over the 

period 1975 to 1985, Baum and Lin (1993) found growth in spending on education and defence has 

a positive impact on growth both in developed and developing countries whereas growth in spending 

on welfare showed an insignificant negative impact on economic growth. Results concerning 

education have further been proven in a cross country study conducted by Trabelsi (2018), who also 

found a positive effect on growth; however, the country in concern would need to be performing 

above a certain intensity for this to be true. Good governance was also proven to be a significant 

determining factor for spending on education to be productive. Numerous authors have investigated 

the relationship between economic growth and the level of corruption within a country, all reaching 

similar results, a negative correlation was found between an increased level of corruption and 

economic growth within a country (Davoodi, 2000; Wei & Wu, 2002; Escaleras & Register, 2016; 

Baum & Gupta, 2017). 

 

Using a Generalised Method of Moments (GMM) for a group of European countries over the period 

1980 to 2000, Romero-Avila and Strauch (2008) found social transfers and government consumption 

spending to have a significant adverse effect on growth whereas public investment spending was 

found to have a significant positive impact. Yasin (2011) conducted a panel data study on 26 sub- 

Saharan African countries, over the period 1987 to 1997. The results showed that government 

spending on capital formation, trade-openness, and private investment have a positive relationship 

with economic growth. 

 

Devarajan, Swaroop, and Zou (1996) found excessive spending on education and defence as not 

having a positive impact on growth in South Africa. Additionally, results revealed spending on public 

transport, communication, and health care to have a positive impact on economic output. A recent 

study by Malangeni and Phiri (2018) found education spending to have an insignificant relationship 

with economic growth in South Africa, and the study made use of the ARDL model and data over 

the period 1994 to 2014. The pair suggest this is the case not due to the quantity of spending on 

education, but the resulting quality of education in the country. A study by Albala-Bertrand and 

Mamatzakis (2001) examined the impacts of infrastructure investment on economic growth in South 
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Africa, and they found this type of investment spending to have positive impacts on growth in the 

long run, therefore emphasising the need for ‘productive’ government spending in the country. 

 

Lee and Chang (2006) found evidence of a long-run cointegrating relationship between social 

welfare spending and economic growth, using an OLS model and panel analysis of twelve Asian 

countries. Conversely, Clemente, Marcello and Montañes (2012) found no evidence of a long-run 

relationship between social expenditure and economic growth using a panel analysis on twenty 

developing countries. 

 

2.7 SYNOPSIS 

 
This chapter explored the literature, concepts, and theories of economic growth and government 

intervention relative to economic policy undertaken by the state. Thus far, the literature suggests the 

necessity of increased government intervention for increased and sustained economic growth. A 

further deduction made by the literature, suggests a balanced approach towards intervention is 

necessary to ensure both developmental and welfare effects are generated equally within an 

economy. 

 

The effects of the independent variables chosen in this study, namely consolidated government 

expenditure, disaggregated government expenditure, government debt, and the size of government 

on the dependent variable economic growth have been analysed through consulting various 

empirical studies. Empirical studies concerning both developed and developing countries have been 

considered. However, there is no consensus regarding the long- and short-run effects of these 

independent variables on the dependent variable for South Africa. In addition, the question of an 

optimal size of government for enhanced economic growth was confronted, and theoretical 

framework presented through the Armey Curve indicates that there is a threshold on the size of 

government for optimal economic growth. 

 

Before establishing the methodological framework and empirical estimations of this study, the study 

will first review trends in economic growth, government spending, and economic policy within 

developed economies, developing economies, and the South African economy in order to gain a 

better understating of the interrelationship between the chosen economic variables in the next 

chapter. 
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CHAPTER 3 

 
TREND ANALYSIS AND CASE STUDIES 

 

 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

 
The theoretical literature outlined in the previous chapter indicated that various factors contribute to 

the type of government, size of government, and the amount of government intervention in a country. 

This chapter presents a historical and trend analysis of selected macro-economic variables in South 

Africa by making use of tables, figures, and graphical presentations. Additionally, the chapter 

provides an assessment of past and current economic policy and government spending in the 

country. Case studies relevant to the study will be discussed specifically relating to different types of 

government intervention and the resulting economic implications. In doing so, the chapter reviews 

pertinent trends and economic policies to the fulfilment of the study objectives. 

 

The sections in this chapter are divided as follows: Section 3.2 provides a brief discussion and 

overview of the South African economy, while section 3.3 discusses and presents macroeconomic 

variable trends, including economic growth, government debt, and government effectiveness. The 

components of government expenditure, structure of government expenditure, and trends in 

government spending are discussed and analysed in section 3.4. Section 3.5 provides policy 

analysis of various economic growth and development policies implemented in democratic South 

Africa. Lastly, section 3.6 comprises of various case studies relevant to the study, including both 

developed and developing countries. 

 

3.2 A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF SOUTH AFRICA’S ECONOMIC CLIMATE 

 
South Africa is a developing country located on the southernmost tip of Africa and has a population 

of around 58.06 million people (StatsSA, 2019). The country’s abundant natural resources, including 

coal, aluminium, gold, and diamonds, among other mineral resources, have drawn many investors 

and settlers over time. Due to the event of Apartheid, economic growth in the country has gone 

through a series of changes, mostly due to sanctions and other forms of economic isolation imposed 

on the country (Iwegbunam, 2017:10). Subsequently, the country was able to transform post- 

Apartheid and transition towards democracy starting in 1994, enabling the economy to recover and 

re-enter the global economy. During the period between 1994 and 2007, significant progress was 

made concerning improved healthcare, social conditions, and lower unemployment rates (Butler, 

2017:178). The country also experienced relatively positive growth in the period improving the overall 

macro-economic health of the country (Butler, 2017:179). 
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Although the economy has moved towards a democracy and set objectives on economic growth and 

inclusivity, the country has been plagued by a multitude of macroeconomic and socioeconomic 

challenges. Socio-economic issues include high levels of poverty, a relatively high unemployment 

rate as well as a high level of inequality. Macro-economic issues include slowing investment, a 

relatively low savings rate, and subdued economic growth (Ibrahim & Alagidede, 2017:67). The 

challenges mentioned above have contributed to weakening economic activity and the overall 

negative economic outlook. In order to rectify such issues and achieve improved socioeconomic 

conditions, fiscal redistribution and social assistance have been employed. At the centre of national 

economic policy in South Africa, job creation is envisaged as the key economic driver for increased 

inclusivity and social equity (World Bank, 2015:11). However, over the years the issue has worsened, 

leaving a large number of South Africans jobless and in poverty. 

 

As of the first quarter of 2019, the country’s unemployment rate (according to the narrow definition) 

increased by 0.5 percent, further adding to the already high unemployment rate, leaving it at a 

staggering 27.6 percent (Quarterly Labour Force Survey, 2019). As of the second quarter of 2019, 

South Africa’s unemployment rate increased by 1.4 percent, leaving it at an even higher 29.0 

percent. According to Khumalo (2019:1), the unemployment rate in South Africa is at its highest 

since 2003; however, as speculated by StatsSA (2019), the increase is due to an influx of working- 

age job seekers into the economy and not as a result of job cuts. Although job creation is at the 

centre of South Africa’s national economic policy, the country continues to battle against the ever- 

increasing unemployment rate. 

 

Alongside the country’s struggle to create new and sustainable employment, South Africa has 

experienced unfavourable economic growth for a sustained period. According to the National 

Treasury (2019:11), the country has had a decade of economic weakness, with a consistent 

downward revision of forecasted GDP growth. A reduction in overall growth in investment and 

international trade has been linked to mediocre economic growth rates (National Treasury, 2019:11). 

However, allegations of maladministration and widespread corruption in both the public and private 

sectors have been pinned as a leading cause for slow and sometimes negative economic growth in 

the country (Maasdorp, 2016:75). 

 

State-owned enterprises play a large and significant role in the South African economy, with the 

government owning shares in around 700 enterprises across many different industries (Kanyane & 

Sausi, 2015:29). State-owned enterprise Eskom, the country’s power utility, has put significant strain 

on the general fiscus in recent years due to the weakening financial position the monopoly finds 

itself. National Treasury (2019:11) has put forth plans to reconfigure Eskom and instil infrastructural 

reforms as a means to better support investment and faster economic growth in the long run. Due 

to the condition of the enterprise, particularly with regards to mounting debt levels, National Treasury 

has set aside some R59 billion in funding over the next two years to stabilise the industry in the short 
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term, and a further promised R230 billion over the next decade (Donnelley, 2019:1). However, the 

utility is speculated to be around R450 billion in debt, generating widespread concern for the overall 

health of the economy (Merten, 2019:1). 

 

More recently, investor confidence has been at an all-time low following credit downgrades and the 

weakening financial condition of various state-owned enterprises. On the 26th of July 2019, Fitch 

ratings agency downgraded South Africa’s economic outlook from stable to negative. The agency 

directly linked the downgrade to concerns regarding the government’s growing financial support of 

Eskom together with low economic growth (Mahlaka, 2019:1). The downgrade was further justified 

by concerns relating to South Africa’s debt-to-GDP, where government predicted and budgeted for 

60 percent by the year 2021, whereas the credit agency expects this will rise to around 68 percent 

by 2021 (Mahlaka, 2019:1). 

 

Despite the country’s weakening macroeconomic condition, government has continued with its fiscal 

redistribution and social assistance plan, with the primary goal being to reduce inequality in the 

country. This includes resource allocation towards education, health, and other social development 

in the form of old-age and child-support grants (National Treasury, 2019). Although this type of 

spending assists in reducing high levels of inequality, it can be noted that equity comes with the cost 

of inefficiency in some cases. 

 

3.3 TREND ANALYSIS OF SOUTH AFRICA’S MACROECONOMIC 

VARIABLES 

 

3.3.1 Economic growth 
 

Economic growth is considered a prerequisite for a thriving economy, as it provides a signal on 

whether an increase in productivity and employment has occurred (Carley & Christie, 2017:32). Over 

the 21 years that is under consideration in this study, the economy has experienced significant 

changes in terms of the economic growth rate. The process of democracy and the implementation 

of various socio-economic and macro-economic policies have strongly influenced economic growth 

outcomes. Furthermore, influential events such as the Global Financial Crisis of 2008 and hosting 

of the 2010 FIFA Soccer World Cup have had various implications resulting in an impact on 

economic growth (Giampiccoli, Lee & Nauright, 2015:229). 

 

Figure 3.1 shows the economic growth in South Africa from 1994 to 2008. It can be seen that from 

the period 2001 to 2007, South Africa maintained a stable economic growth rate. According to South 

African Market Insights (SAMI) (2019), this is a result of increased international demand for 

commodities as well as low levels of key industry volatility and vulnerability. However, since 2007, 

the country has been faced with low levels of economic growth, further worsened by the global 

financial crisis, leading the economy into recession in the first quarter of 2009. Figure 3.2 below 

shows the economic growth in South Africa over the period 2009 up until 2018, where a sharp decline 
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in growth can be seen in 2009. Following the relatively weak economic growth in 2009, the economy 

experienced a mild improvement in 2010, which may be directly linked to increased capital influx as 

a result of the 2010 FIFA World Cup. 

 

Regardless of increased capital flow in 2010, the country’s economic growth trajectory continued to 

decline, leading South Africa into a technical recession in both 2014 and 2017. Economic 

commentators believe soaring levels of public debt to be the cause. Subsequently, by the end of 

2017, credit rating agencies Standard & Poor and Fitch downgraded the country’s credit to sub- 

investment or ‘junk status’ (Donnelley, 2017:1). Besides the imminent risk of increased public debt, 

large-scale political instability mostly linked to former president Jacob Zuma, high-income inequality, 

and high levels of unemployment, are thought to have contributed to the downgrades (Donnelley, 

2017:1). 

 
Figure 3.1: Economic growth in South Africa (1994-2008) 

 

Source: Trading Economics (2019) 
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Year 

Figure 3.2: Economic growth in South Africa (2009-2018) 
 

 

 
Source: Trading Economics (2019) 

 
More recently, SARB revised economic growth for 2019 to a mere 0.6 percent, whereas the 

government previously forecasted a 1.5 percent growth in the economy (National Treasury, 

2019:11). In contrast to the National Treasury’s growth prediction, the economy shrank by more than 

three percent in the first quarter of 2019 (Wasserman, 2019:1). Sectors most affected by the negative 

growth experienced at the beginning of 2019 include the mining sector, agriculture, and mining, all 

of which shrank significantly. The leading cause associated with the country’s weak and subdued 

economic activity continues to be linked to state-owned enterprise energy supplier Eskom. According 

to Wasserman (2019:1), one of the only sectors that experienced substantial growth in the first 

quarter was government, linked to an increase in government employment, and the sector grew by 

around 1.2 percent. Growth in government is not particularly good news for a prosperous economy, 

given the already oversized state of civil service in the country. However, in recent news, National 

Treasury’s Director-General has made comments relating to a possible ten percent wage cut in 

government as a means to stabilise their overall financial position (Brown & Malope, 2019:1). 

 
3.3.2 Economic development 

 

Economic development is a broader concept than that of economic growth, as it is concerned with 

the positive effects of growth on the overall standard of living of citizens, as well as the structural 

transformation of the economy (Schumpeter, 2017:38). Various indicators may be consulted in 

measuring the level of economic development, such as the Human Development Index (HDI), the 

Gini Coefficient (which measures inequality), as well as the newly established Human Capital Index 

(HCI). The HCI measures the amount invested in healthcare and education, specifically for young 

people (World Bank, 2019). Economic development goes further than economic growth, as it 

measures whether or not growth effects are inclusive and have a positive effect on society as a 
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whole. According to Peet and Hartwick (2015:281), development cannot be generated in an 

economy if investment does not increase in terms of basic human provisions, and income inequality 

is not reduced. 

 

As stated above, the Gini coefficient measures the level of inequality in a society and is a simple 

measure of income distribution. A coefficient of zero would indicate a completely equal society where 

everyone receives the same income; a coefficient of 1.0 (or 100) would indicate a completely unequal 

society where only one person holds all income. South Africa has been classed as the most unequal 

society in the world, with a large gap that exists between rich and poor. According to Creamer 

(2018:1), inequality in South Africa has only worsened since 1994, even though levels of poverty 

have been reduced. Table 3.1 presents the Gini coefficient for South Africa over the period 1996 up 

until 2015. More recent results concerning the Gini coefficient in the country have not yet been 

released. 

 
Table 3.1: South Africa’s Gini coefficient (1996-2015) 

 
 

1996 2006 2009 2011 2015 

Gini coefficient 0,61 0,65 0,64 0,63 0,65 

 
Source: Own compilation (data obtained from StatsSA, 2019) 

 
As Table 3.1 indicates, the level of inequality in South Africa is substantially high and has been on 

the rise since 1996. According to StatsSA (2019), the 2015 measure of inequality was among the 

highest in the world, indicating a highly polarised society with regards to income. Thus, it can be 

inferred regardless of economic growth within the country; economic development has been slow as 

income inequality remains high. 

 

HDI assesses the development in a country by analysing the improvements, or lack thereof, in 

human capability. This includes indicators such as access to knowledge (education index), a decent 

standard of living (GNI index), and citizens' ability to live a long and healthy life (life expectancy 

index) (UNDP, 2019). The index does not include indicators such as inequality and poverty and 

instead focuses on human development in isolation. Table 3.2 puts forth South Africa’s HDI values 

over the period 1995 to 2017. 

 
Table 3.2: Human Development Index for South Africa (1995-2017) 

 
 

1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2016 2017 

HDI 0,649 0,630 0,614 0,649 0,692 0,696 0,699 

Source: Own compilation (data obtained from UNDP, 2018) 



Chapter 3: Trend analysis and case studies 44  

According to the UNDP (2018), South Africa’s HDI was 0.699 in 2017, therefore placing them in the 

medium human development category, showing improvement since 1995 and ranking the country 

113th out of 189 countries. Among the highest-ranking countries for HDI is Norway, with an HDI of 

0.953 for the year 2017, closely followed by Switzerland with an HDI of 0.944 (UNDP, 2018). 

Although South Africa’s HDI is not as high as that of developed countries, it is reasonably high for a 

developing country and shows signs of improvement. The improvements made in South Africa have 

been attributed to increased spending on public healthcare and quality education (Haile & Nino- 

Zarazúa, 2017:369). Although the HDI has improved in South Africa, it is worthwhile to note that this 

measure does not include factors such as poverty and inequality. 

 
3.3.3 Corruption 

 

In recent years, South Africa has been plagued with high levels of corruption, in both the public and 

private sectors, as supported by several economic commentators (Warner, 2011; De Villiers, 2011; 

Gould, 2012; Bennet, 2016). In 2011, former head of the Special Investigation Unit, Willie Hofmeyer, 

estimated that around R25 to R30 billion was lost yearly to corruption in the public sector (Lannegren 

& Ito, 2017:56). However, more recently the state of corruption is perceived as being far worse than 

previously estimated as evidence of corruption in state-owned enterprises and the public works 

sector mounts (Schreuder, 2019:1; Ndlovu, 2019:1). 

 

Former president Jacob Zuma has been charged with numerous offences, following continuous 

allegations of corruption and fraud during his reign. In 2016, Zuma was accused of violating the 

South African constitution as he faltered in making a payment following his abuse of state funds for 

the construction of his luxury home (Lannegren & Ito, 2017:57). The alleged amount in question was 

pinned at a whopping R246 million in taxpayer money. More recently, the allegations have 

progressed to that of state capture and Zuma’s link to the infamous Gupta family, who are believed 

to have influenced decision-making and various other actions stemming from the former president. 

Throughout Zuma’s presidency, 2010 to 2017, it has been estimated that the economy lost around 

one trillion Rand to corruption and mismanagement of government resources (Merten, 2019:1). 

 

Corruption involves the abuse of entrusted power for private/personal gain, usually leading to large 

sums of money being lost (Transparency International, 2018). Due to the nature of corruption, it 

cannot be accurately measured. However, organisations such as Transparency International rank 

corruption according to perception and make use of what is known as the Corruption Perceptions 

Index. The index is considered the leading indicator of public sector corruption. This perception is 

based on the views of many people including people in business, analysts and other field experts in 

various countries (Transparency International, 2018). The indicator scores countries based on a 

scale from zero to a hundred, where a score of one indicates absolute corruption and a hundred 

indicates a clean public sector. South Africa received a score of 43 for the year 2018, indicating that 
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Year 

perceptions of corruption remain high, as the score continues to drop below the 50 mark 

(Transparency International, 2018). 

 

The World Bank Worldwide Governance Indicators include an indicator used to determine the level 

of control over corruption in a country through the Corruption Control Index. The indicator makes 

use of available data on filed cases of corruption, the rate of conviction for corruption-related crimes 

as well as corruption perception within a country (World Bank, 2019). The index scores a country on 

a scale from 2.5 signalling perfect control of corruption and -2.5 signalling no control over corruption. 

Figure 3.3 presents South Africa’s control of corruption scores over the period 1996 to 2017. It is 

evident in Figure 3.3 that South Africa is not particularly successful in controlling corruption, with 

relatively low and sometimes negative scores since 2012. 

 
Figure 3.3: Corruption Control Index - South Africa (1996-2017) 

 

 

Source: World Bank (2018) 

 
Much of the concern related to corruption within a country is the negative implications it has on 

democracy and institutional capacity. According to Corruption Watch South Africa (CWSA) (2018), 

around 35 percent of all reported corruption takes place in provincial government, with the national 

government following closely behind at 27 percent. Gauteng has been pinned as the province which 

generates the highest number of corruption reports, accounting for 45 percent of total cases reported 

in 2018 (CWSA, 2018). With a substantial amount of corruption reported relating to provincial 

government; policy uncertainty and ineffective implementation of policy is a common occurrence, 

particularly institutional functions regarding effective service delivery and resource allocation. 

Political instability is symptomatic of weak institutional capacity and higher rates of corruption within 

the public sector, as well as extensive coordination problems (Arora & Chong, 2019:178). 
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Year 

3.3.4 Government debt 
 

When government expenditure within a year exceeds the revenue generated by the government in 

that same year, a budget deficit occurs. This budget deficit is usually funded through increased 

borrowing and may have significant negative implications on the economy as a whole (Zhu, Lin, 

Wang, Wu & Qin, 2018:5). The private sector will usually suffer from increased taxation, as the 

government sets out to offset their deficit; the public sector will also suffer in the long run as a 

prolonged budget deficit leading to increased debt levels will reduce the effectiveness of public 

spending (van Wyngaard, 2019:68). 

 

Following particular economic targets, such as those mentioned in GEAR and ASGISA, to reduce 

and maintain a low fiscal deficit in order to avoid incurring more debt, National Treasury managed to 

keep the deficit relatively low between 1996 and 2010 (Saungweme & Odhiambo, 2018:176). 

However, following the adoption of the NGP (and later, the NDP), the budget deficit began to rapidly 

increase, as government spending began to exceed the revenue collected. Figure 3.4 shows South 

Africa’s debt-service costs over the period 1998 to 2018. National debts have been rising at an 

astounding rate and have been cited as the cause of various negative implications present in the 

South African economy (Saungweme & Odhiambo, 2018:177). Negative implications associated 

with growing national debt include: a lower rate of saving and investment, increased interest rates 

usually leading to higher taxation and spending cuts as well as increasing the country’s risk of a 

fiscal crisis (Coccia, 2017:21). Concerning Figure 3.4, debt-service costs just about doubled in only 

six years from R89.4 billion in 2012 to R180.1 billion in 2018. 

 
Figure 3.4: South Africa’s debt-service cost (in billions - 1998-2018) 

 

 

 

Source: Own compilation (Data obtained from National Treasury, 1998-2018) 
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Year 

Figure 3.4 accounts for funding allocated towards servicing the country’s debt; however, it does not 

reveal the current total debt of the state. According to Bernstein (2019:1), the combined debt of the 

government and state-owned enterprises has grown 15 times since 1992, from R200 billion to more 

than R3 trillion in 2019. The rapid increase in South Africa’s state debt has been attributed to a gap 

between government spending and revenue, which begun to increase dramatically following 2008 

(Bernstein, 2019:1). 

 

Figure 3.5 presents the debt-to-GDP ratio in South Africa over the period 2009 to 2018. As discussed 

in chapter 2, a country’s debt-to-GDP can serve as a good indicator of economic wellbeing and 

financial stability. As of 2018, the country’s debt-to-GDP reached an all-time high of 55.8 percent, 

while 2009 saw the lowest recorded value at 31.3 percent (Trading Economics, 2019). 

 

Figure 3.5: South Africa’s debt-to-GDP (2009-2018) 
 
 

 

Source: Trading Economics (2019) 
 

According to the International Institute of Finance (IIF)(2019), South Africa’s debt-to-GDP ratio 

reached 59.3 percent in the first quarter of 2019. Many economic commentators warn that if the ratio 

were to go above 60 percent, it might have significant consequences on the already weakening 

credit ratings (Ka’nkosi & Khumalo, 2019; Niselow, 2019; Naidoo, Goko & Cohen, 2019). Besides 

the concern of reduced credit and investment ratings, the economy is at a higher risk of financial 

crisis and hyperinflation (Bernstein, 2019:1). 

 

3.3.5 Government effectiveness 
 

In servicing government debt, government effectiveness is essential, as it will determine the 

effectiveness or non-effectiveness of repayment. The most widely used measure for government 

effectiveness is the Government Effectiveness Index (GEI). According to the World Bank (2019), the 
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GEI aims to: “measure perceptions of the quality of public services, the quality of civil service and 

the degree of its independence of political pressures, the quality of policy formulation and 

implementation, and the credibility of the government’s commitment to such policies.” The index 

scores countries on a scale between -2.5 and 2.5, where -2.5 indicates extremely weak levels of 

government effectiveness and where 2.5 indicates extremely strong levels of effectiveness. Figure 

3.6 provides South Africa’s score of government effectiveness over the period 1996 to 2017. 

 
Figure 3.6: Government Effectiveness Index - South Africa (1996-2017) 

 

 

Source: World Bank (2018) 

 
Figure 3.6 indicates a steady decline in South Africa’s government effectiveness, scoring a relatively 

weak 0.28 in 2017. According to Meyer (2018:24), effective governance plays a significant role in 

achieving economic growth and improved capacity of government is crucial in achieving sustained 

economic growth. Perhaps the decline in government effectiveness has been a contributing factor 

towards slow economic growth in South Africa. Government effectiveness is closely linked to 

matching services to the preferences of the population; thus, a lack thereof suggests an unorganised 

public sector (Garcia-Sanchez, Cuadrado-Ballesteros & Frias-Aceituno, 2013:567). As a result, a 

disorganised public sector will inevitably lead to a mismatch in population needs and the services 

provided by government. 

 

3.3.6 Size of government 
 

As discussed in the previous chapter, the size of government can be measured in different ways, 

with the most common being an analysis of overall public spending or revenue collection as a 

percentage of GDP. Government size can also be measured by determining the number of people 

employed in the government sector, therefore those in civil service. As discussed in the previous 

chapter, the size of the government has a significant impact on economic growth and therefore is an 
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important macroeconomic variable. Figure 3.7 shows the amount of government spending as a 

percentage of GDP for the period 1994 to 2017. 

 

Figure 3.7: Government spending as a percentage of GDP in South Africa (1994-2017) 
 
 

 
Source: World Bank (2018) 

 
Based on Figure 3.7, the amount of government spending as a percentage of GDP has remained 

relatively consistent. In 1994, it amounted to 19.8 percent, which then dropped to 17.8 percent in 

2007 and then begun to increase and stay within the 20 percent range ever since. However, in the 

last ten years, government spending has been growing faster than the economy; this alludes to poor 

quality in public spending and reduced performance in the public sector (Bernstein, 2019:1). 

 

According to van Wyk (2018:1), the size of South Africa’s civil service has increased substantially 

over the last couple of years, bringing about much concern about sustainability in the long-run. Table 

3.3 provides statistics on employment in the South African civil service and other major industries, 

including agriculture, manufacturing, and trade. In comparison to all other industries in South Africa, 

the government sector employs a significant number of people. Though those employed by the 

government include those in education, health care, and law enforcement; the ever-increasing wage 

bill and employees are a cause for concern. Increases in employment in the government sector are 

particularly concerning given the fact that overall unemployment is rising and retrenchments are 

increasing in the private sector (Barchiesi, 2019:38). The lack of institutional capacity and reduced 

performance in governance signals wasteful and unproductive spending within the public sector 

(Festus, Kasongo, Moses & Yu, 2016:583). 
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Table 3.3: A comparison of civil service employment and major industry employment in 

South Africa 

 

 
2018 - Q1 2018 - Q2 2018 - Q3 2018 - Q4 2019 - Q1 2019 - Q2 

Civil servants 3 785 3 692 3 675 3 624 3 574 3 622 

Agriculture 847 843 842 849 837 842 

Manufacturing 1 849 1 744 1 719 1 766 1 780 1 789 

Trade 3 276 3 219 3 305 3 320 3 345 3 429 

 
Source: Own compilation (Data obtained from StatsSA (2018-2019) 

 
3.4 GOVERNMENT SPENDING IN SOUTH AFRICA 

 
3.4.1 Brief overview of post-Apartheid spending history 

 

The South African government’s spending history is well documented in the annual national budget 

released by the National Treasury. The National Budget coincides with economic policy, such as the 

Reconstruction and Development Programme (RDP), New Growth Path (NGP), and the National 

Development Plan (NDP). According to Jibao et al. (2011:113), since 1994, the economy has 

undergone three broad phases of fiscal reform. Fiscal policy is influenced significantly by national 

economic policy, objectives to reduce poverty and inequality would usually see an increase in 

expenditure on sectors such as healthcare and education, which are classified as poverty reducing 

(World Bank, 2019). 

 

Due to the status of poverty, inequality, and unemployment in South Africa, government spending 

on combative measures has increased yearly (Alden, 2019:157). A study conducted by Inman and 

Rubinfeld (2013:2) observed the fiscal allocations from the year 1996 up until 2008 and determined 

that fiscal allocation was sustainable in the long-run due to the lower degree of redistributive taxation. 

However, following President Jacob Zuma’s rise to power at the beginning of 2009, redistributive 

spending and taxation were classed as unsustainable in the long run, due to the rapid increase in 

resource allocation far exceeding the value of revenue collected (Turok, 2016:13). Figure 3.7 above 

contrasts government spending on social development and economic development over the period 

1998 to 2018. In recent years, as is evident in figure 3.8, social development spending exceeds 

economic development spending. Swilling, Musango, and Wakeford (2015:661) refer to this as non- 

developmental welfarism, where the South African government afforded a major increase in social 

spending as a means to impede social unrest. 
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Figure 3.8: Social development vs. Economic Development spending (1998-2018) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: Own compilation (Data obtained from National Treasury, 1998-2018) 

 
The composition of the national budget in South Africa has undergone significant changes since 

1994. National economic policy set out to reduce the existing fiscal deficit in 1996, National Treasury 

was able to reduce and maintain a relatively healthy fiscal deficit and recorded a primary surplus up 

until 2007. Figure 3.9 depicts government revenue and government spending for the period 2004 to 

2016. Since 2008, government spending has exceeded revenue collected, and the gap has 

continued to grow. According to Burger and Calitz (2015:641), by 2012, South Africa’s fiscal deficit 

was increasing a lot faster than that of similar emerging economies such as Brazil, Chile, Indonesia, 

and Mexico. A fiscal deficit is it not always considered to be a negative occurrence, however if 

government debt continues to rise unsustainably along with an increasing deficit, interest payments 

on debt will become consequential for the economy in the long run (StatsSA, 2019). 

 
Figure 3.9: Government revenue vs. Government expenditure (2004-2016) 

 

 

Source: StatsSA (2019) 
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3.4.2 Review of the 2019 national budget 
 

Total consolidated government expenditure for 2019 amounted to R1.83 trillion, and revenue 

collected by the South African Revenue Service (SARS, 2019) amounted to R1.28 trillion, resulting 

in an R14.6 billion deficits. Of the R1.83 trillion, R1.1 trillion (or around 60 percent) of the total budget 

was allocated towards social services. Social services, as outlined by National Treasury (2019), 

include all spending on healthcare, education, community development, and social development. 

The remaining R730 billion went towards economic development, debt-service costs, general public 

services, and peace and security. Figure 3.10 graphically depicts the general break-down of the 

2019 national budget. 

 

Figure 3.10: South Africa’s 2019 National Budget (in billions) 
 

 
Source: Own compilation (Data obtained from National Treasury, 2019) 

 
Resources allocated towards the countries education/learning and development exceeded every 

other category outlined in the budget. Education received a total of R386.4 billion (22%) of the 

budget, with the bulk of it going towards basic education and university transfers. This equates to an 

R35.3 billion increase from the previous year. The sector receiving the second-largest allocation is 

social development, with a total of R278.4 billion (16%), an R19 billion increase from the previous 

year. Social development includes all spending on old-age grants, social security funds, child- 

support grants, and other grants that go to the unemployed or disabled. The third-largest allocation 

went towards healthcare, amounting to R222.6 billion (12%) of the total budget, an increase of R17.2 

billion from the previous year. Therefore, the national budget prioritises socioeconomic issues above 

macroeconomic issues. 

 

Economic development spending is concerned with economic regulation, infrastructure, 

industrialisation, exports, rural development, job creation, labour affairs, innovation, and science and 

technology (National Treasury, 2019). Economic development received R209.2 billion allocations, 

R386,40 

R202,20 R222,60 

Social Development Community Development 

Health Education 
R65,30 

R208,50 

Debt-service costs General Public Services R211,00 

Peace and Security Economic Development 
R209,20 R278,40 
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with only R23.2 billion going towards job creation and labour affairs. Given the current high 

unemployment rate of around 29 percent (StatsSA, 2019), the low allocation towards job creation 

and general economic development is a cause for concern. According to the NDP (2012), the 

government intends to become a “capable and developmental state,” however with reduced 

spending on economic development and increased social welfare spending, the country’s current 

economic policy is contradicted. Thus, the South African government has created a welfare state 

that relies heavily on state transfers, creating a higher level of dependency on government (Burger, 

2014:172). This type of dependency is most likely unsustainable in the long run. 

 

3.5 SOUTH AFRICA’S ECONOMIC GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT 

POLICIES 

 

Since 1994, economic policy has been fundamental in the country’s transition toward democracy 

and improved economic growth and development. National economic policy plays an integral role in 

determining government spending, as discussed above. The abolishment of the apartheid 

dispensation led to the creation and implementation of a variety of policies and frameworks, with the 

intent of improving macroeconomic and socioeconomic conditions in South Africa. As a means to 

outline the newly found democracy, a basic legislation was tabled, known as the Interim Constitution 

(Inman & Rubinfeld, 2013:7). The document detailed the manner with which the president shall be 

elected as well as divided the country into nine provinces each to have separately elected governors. 

After about two years of continuous negotiations, the final Constitution of the Republic of South Africa 

(108 of 1996) was approved on the 11th of October 1996. Since then the Constitution has been the 

cornerstone of all government activity, and essential in directing actions and majority of the strategic 

decisions made, especially with regards to economic objectives (de Jongh, 2017:88) 

 

The newly elected ANC government put forth the Reconstruction and Development Programme 

(RDP) (ANC, 1994), the first socioeconomic policy, which aimed to achieve an equal society as well 

as a stronger democracy. However, the RDP was short-lived and swiftly replaced with a new strategy 

in 1996, known as the Growth, Employment, and Redistribution (GEAR). GEAR was established in 

order to improve equity, accountability, and predictability, and to some extent, increase state control 

(Lyons, Smuts & Stephens, 2001:285). The RDP did not deliver as envisaged, as the new 

government faced a multitude of constraints linked to the previous government's fiscal and economic 

legacy. The RDP aimed to achieve its goals through a ‘people-driven process’ therefore requiring 

public participation, whereas GEAR focused less on public participation and more on public-private 

partnerships (Lyons et al., 2001:276). However, the RDP’s most notable success was the 

establishment of an extensive welfare system, which tended to the basic needs and social 

requirements of the most vulnerable citizens, such as the elderly, needy children, the disabled, and 

the poor. 
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The RDP and GEAR programmes did well in setting the policy landscape in South Africa but lacked 

the implementation necessary for success. The subsequent failures of these policies have been 

attributed to the neoliberal stance taken by the government. Thus, in the early 2000s, the role of 

government shifted towards a more direct approach through increased levels of intervention (Marais, 

2011:338). This is apparent in the following economic and sectoral policies, such as ASGISA, IPAP, 

the NGP, and the NDP. According to Makino (2013:4), the new policies reflect a type of intervention 

that may be likened to the developmental state approach, as discussed in the previous chapter. 

 

Although South Africa has adopted various policies and frameworks since 1994, a more equitable 

society through economic growth and development has been the chief focus. Like many developing 

countries, sustainable and inclusive growth is a top priority, and if achieved, the country stands to 

improve living standards for all by reducing poverty and inequality as well as providing employment 

opportunities (Carley & Christie, 2017:53). This section of the study, therefore, reviews the main 

policy initiatives implemented since democracy, with a specific focus on those aimed at achieving 

economic growth and development led by government. Therefore, this section aims to assess the 

impact economic policy has had on various macroeconomic variables such as economic growth, 

unemployment, inequality, and fiscal stability. A review of South Africa’s economic policies is 

relevant to the study, as policy stipulates expenditure patterns and resource allocation. 

 

3.5.1 Growth, employment and redistribution (GEAR) 
 

The Growth, Employment, and Redistribution strategy (or GEAR) was put forward in 1996, and the 

strategy provided a framework that focused mostly on improved economic growth and 

macroeconomic stabilisation (National Treasury, 1996). The strategy aimed to achieve higher levels 

of employment and redistribution by stimulating economic growth through increased state control. 

The strategy acknowledges the difficulty of upholding stable macroeconomic conditions while also 

combating socio-economic challenges facing the country, such as inequality and unemployment 

(Mellet, 2012:40). The strategy then put forward the notion that in order to improve basic needs and 

skills development, the desired growth outcomes would have to be achieved. Two broad goals 

outlined in GEAR (National Treasury, 1996) were to: 

 

 Achieve an economic growth rate between three and six percent by the year 2000; and 

 Create 400 000 new jobs per annum. 
 

The strategy was influenced by weakening global trade conditions, an unpredictable international 

financial environment, and increased investor uncertainty (Mellet, 2012:40). All of which have 

negatively impacted the economic growth prospects of the country. Thus, the government set out to 

achieve improved economic conditions through rebuilding and restructuring the economy. National 

Treasury (1996) based much of the strategy on neoliberal assumptions such as export-led growth, 

foreign investment stimulation, privatisation of state assets, and improved global competitiveness 

and trade (Mathe, 2002:1). Neoliberalism relies strongly on markets to solve growth, development, 
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and other economic issues; therefore, the public sector takes a more relaxed approach towards 

economic and development planning (Sager, 2011:148). 

 

 The strategy’s main aims are summarised as follows: 
 

 To reduce fiscal deficits; 
 

 To keep inflation relatively low; 
 

 To decrease barriers to trade; 
 

 To maintain exchange rate stability; and 
 

 To liberalise capital flows (Visser, 2004). 
 

The strategy argued for conservative fiscal policy and the need for reduced fiscal deficits, as it was 

put forth that lower budget deficits would allow for increased investment in the private sector (Streak, 

2004:272). The Department of Finance (DOF) (1996) supported the argument as fiscal expansion 

would only add to the already high level of public sector wastage inherited from the previous 

government. The DOF (1996) further argued that a substantial increase in public spending was 

unsustainable as it would add to issues concerning the balance of payments as well as the country’s 

ability to service its debts. Another concern expressed by the DOF (1996) is South Africa’s relatively 

large public debt, sparse foreign reserves, and the possibility of capital flight. According to Streak 

(2004:272), all of the above would most likely reduce currency stability and lead to the monetisation 

of the budget deficit. 

 

Given the country’s unusually high level of inequality and poverty post-1994, GEAR makes little 

mention of these issues. Although the strategy did not have specific targets concerning the reduction 

of these socio-economic challenges, the strategy did aim to reduce both significantly (Cheru, 

2001:511). Table 3.4 presents the targets as set by the GEAR policy document for macroeconomic 

variables including economic growth, the fiscal deficit, employment growth, and growth in private 

sector investment. The table also presents the actual outcomes of the macroeconomic variables 

over the same period from 1996 to 2000. 

 
Table 3.4: GEAR predictions for key economic variables vs. actual outcomes (in percent) 

 
  

Year 

 
1996 

 
1997 

 
1998 

 
1999 

 
2000 

1996- 
2000 

(average) 

 
Real GDP 
growth rate 

Predicted 3,5 2,9 3,8 4,9 6,1 4,2 

Actual 4,2 2,5 0,8 2,1 3,4 2,6 

 

Fiscal deficit 

Predicted -5,1 -4,0 -3,5 -3,0 -3,0 -3,7 

Actual -4,6 -3,8 -2,3 -2,0 -2,0 -2,9 
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Year 

 
1996 

 
1997 

 
1998 

 
1999 

 
2000 

1996- 
2000 

(average) 

 
Employment 
growth 

Predicted 1,3 3,0 2,7 3,5 4,3 2,9 

Actual -0,6 -1,7 -3,4 -2,0 -2,7 -2,0 

Private 
sector 
investment 
(growth) 

Predicted 9,3 9,1 9,3 13,9 17,0 11,7 

Actual 7,7 4,8 -1,8 -3,3 6,4 2,7 

Sources: DOF (1996:7); National Treasury (2000:40; 2001:38; 2002:43); SARB (2002) 

 
As shown in Table 3.4, the actual outcomes for real GDP growth, bar that of 1996, indicate the policy 

failed to achieve its targets as predicted. GEAR’s projections are seemingly optimistic as average 

growth over the period amounted to a little over half the average projection of 4.2 percent at only 2.6 

percent. Thus, the strategy’s primary goal of achieving an economic growth rate of between three 

and six percent by the year 2000 was not met. Although growth targets were not met, the strategy 

at least maintained positive economic growth over the period. 

 

As stated in GEAR, the government aimed to create 400 000 new jobs per annum. However, 

considering the data presented in Table 3.1, this goal was not met in the slightest. Employment 

contracted substantially over the period 1996 to 2000, with an average contraction of two percent 

per year. According to Cheru (2001:509), this equates to a loss of around 100 000 jobs per year over 

the period of consideration. The ANC (1998) attributed the job losses over the period 1996 to 1998 

to a lack of skilled workers in both the public and private sectors. Employment, or lack thereof, is 

considered a key determinant of poverty within a country (Butler, 2017:1); therefore, the lack of job 

creation and the loss of jobs over the GEAR period alludes to an increase in poverty as well as 

inequality. Many studies have found that poverty and inequality were not reduced in South Africa 

over the GEAR period, and in fact, found that both increased (Seekings & Nattrass, 2001:472; 

Cassiem & Streak, 2001:22; Liebenberg, 2001:234). 

 

Growth in private sector investment, vital to the GEAR strategy, did not increase as predicted. 

Although investment increased relatively well in 1996 and 1997, growth in investment contracted by 

1.8 percent in 1998 and by 3.3 percent in 1999. The average growth in private investment for the 

period amounted to 2.7 percent rather than the 11.7 percent as predicted. This lack of investment 

growth has been linked to the decline in employment and job creation (Heintz, 2003:2). Furthermore, 

the reduction in investment was attributed not only to the failure of the programme but to the 

weakening global conditions such as the Asian financial crisis and the general slowdown of the global 

economy (Manuel, 2002:8). 
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Apart from the apparent failure to meet most of the targets set out in GEAR, the National Treasury 

was able to reduce the fiscal deficit substantially. The data concerning the fiscal deficit in table 3.1, 

makes clear the deficit was reduced; however, the reduction missed the predicted outcome by an 

average of 0.8 percent. Yet the budget deficit as a percentage of GDP indicates the ratio fell by more 

than what was put forward in GEAR (Streak, 2004:277). According to the National Treasury 

(2002:49), the budget deficit equated to a staggeringly low 1.4 percent of GDP in 2001. 

 

Although the outcomes of GEAR were mixed, the strategy has been credited with enhancing financial 

discipline as well as bringing greater macroeconomic stability (Kearney & Odusola, 2011:7). 

However, the strategy was widely criticised for its failure to impact formal employment, promote 

sustained economic growth, reduce inequality, and attract the necessary foreign direct investment 

needed to achieve the growth targets (Meyer, 2013; Kearney & Odusola, 2011; Chipeta, 2018). 

Thus, the government took the decision to re-examine their efforts which resulted in the formulation 

of ASGISA. 

 

3.5.2 Accelerated and Shared Growth Initiative for South Africa (ASGISA) (2006- 
2010) 

 

The Accelerated and Shared Growth Initiative for South Africa (ASGISA) was put forward in February 

2006 and served as a framework to better coordinate the government’s job creation and poverty 

reduction programmes (Chipeta, 2018:72). The ASGISA framework was based on the government's 

goals of reducing poverty and unemployment by half by the year 2014. According to Kearney and 

Odusola (2011:8), this would equate to an average economic growth rate of at least 4.5 percent over 

the period 2005 to 2009, and an average economic growth rate of six percent per annum over the 

period 2010 to 2014. Table 3.5 presents the average real GDP growth targets as prescribed in the 

ASGISA policy needed to achieve the objectives, as well as the actual outcomes for the period 2005 

to 2009 and 2010 to 2014. 

 
Table 3.5: ASGISA average real GDP growth rate predicted vs. actual outcomes (in percent) 

 
 

2005-2009 2010-2014 

 
The average real GDP 
growth rate 

Predicted 4,5 6,0 

Actual 3,06 -0,01 

 
Source: StatsSA (2019) 

 
Growth outcomes depicted in table 3.5, indicate the average growth targets were not met in either 

of the periods of consideration. Although positive growth was achieved in the period 2005 to 2009, 

the initiative failed to generate the necessary growth in GDP for the policy to be effective, missing 

the necessary target by just under one percent. The period 2010 to 2014 experienced a negative 
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average real GDP growth rate. Although the ASGISA came to a head in 2010, it is necessary to note 

that the predicted growth outcomes would not have been achieved in the period 2010 to 2014 had 

the policy remained. 

 

Nevertheless, the initiative made a concerted effort in identifying existing constraints on economic 

growth. Growth constraints included were factors such as; the volatility of the currency, deficiency in 

government’s capacity, low levels of infrastructure investment, high labour costs, low skilled labour 

as well as inequality and marginalisation (The Presidency, 2006:2). Education and skills 

development was also outlined as a constraint, reducing the ability to unlock private and public 

investment. Thus, the initiative set out to aid the increase of trained graduates as a measure to 

encourage investment and contribute to inclusive growth (The Presidency, 2006:9). 

 

ASGISA set out to follow on from GEAR, particularly concerning fiscal austerity. However, the 

initiative called for an expansion in government spending in order to expand the social grant system 

and increase investment in infrastructure and general public works. Consequently, a more strategic 

industrial policy was adopted, requiring a higher degree of intervention (Naidoo & Maré, 2015:413). 

Thus, moving away from the previous neoliberal assumptions present in both the RDP and GEAR 

and towards a policy that requires the government to play a more significant and active role in aiding 

growth and developmental goals. 

 

The ASGISA policy was in place for a mere four years and had a relatively short period to achieve 

the set objectives. This coupled with the global financial crisis drastically altered the economic and 

institutional conditions in which the policy was first implemented (Naidoo & Maré, 2015:413). 

Therefore, the projected outcomes of the policy were not met, and it has been argued that this was 

due to the unrealistic goals set in the policy (Chipeta, 2018:72). However, the policy was successful 

in creating and improving the platform for diagnosing institutional challenges relating to employment 

creation and economic growth (Madumo, 2012:48). Furthermore, some progress was made with 

regards to infrastructure, state capacity, regulation, industrial policy, and education (Moyo & 

Mamobolo, 2014:956). 

 
3.5.3 Industrial Policy Action Plan (IPAP) (2007) 

 

The Industrial Policy Action Plan (IPAP) was the first formal industrial policy to be implemented since 

1994, and the policy was approved in August 2007 (Department of Trade and Industry (DTI), 2007). 

Although the government did not have a formal policy for the period 1994 to 2007, industrial 

intervention took place to a certain degree. The IPAP is a progressive policy, as each year, outcomes 

are reviewed against objectives, and the policy is adjusted accordingly. The policy framework 

recognises that the South African economy cannot solely rely on commodities and consumption for 

improved economic growth and development. Thus, the IPAP set four broad objectives to facilitate 
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industrialisation in order to better contribute to the economic growth and development of the country. 

The objectives as set by DTI (2013) are as follows: 

 

 To facilitate diversification in order to move beyond traditional industry by promoting value added 

to goods and services, as well as promoting industries producing goods and services that are 

internationally competitive; 

 

 To facilitate the intensification of South Africa’s industrialisation process and move towards a 

knowledgeable economy; 

 

 To promote an industrialisation path that is labour-absorbing and potentially job creating and; 

 
 To promote an industrialisation path that is broader-based, as a means to provide opportunities to 

previously disadvantaged and marginalised regions. 

 

The DTI (2007) has identified specific sectors to promote and focus on, i.e., plastics, textile, forestry, 

agro-processing, metal fabrication, creative industries, and automotive products. In addition, the 

policy planned to make use of various tariffs and import barriers in order to reduce competition in the 

local market and protect infant industries (Zalk, 2014:334). However, according to Hazelhurst 

(2013:1), this aspect of the policy is contradictory, as the states plan to increase trade barriers while 

simultaneously achieving export growth would in all likelihood generate a negative response from 

other countries with regard to trade. The IPAP also identified possible threats with regard to the 

strengthening of manufacturing in South Africa, which include the growing current account deficit, 

diminishing competitive advantages such as stable labour and high electricity prices, a reduction in 

demand for primary commodity exports, a weak skilled labour force, and unstable labour relations 

(Meyer, 2014:73). The IPAP is especially relevant to the study as the majority of successful 

developmental states had strong and successful industrial policies that were used to lead and 

stimulate economic growth and development. 

 

3.5.4 The New Growth Path (NGP) (2010) 
 

The New Growth Path (NGP) economy policy was formulated and released in late 2010, following 

the previous economic policy ASGISA. According to Meyer (2013:19), the implementation of the 

NGP was necessary, given the lack of national economic direction present in the South African 

economy. The NGP highlights job creation as its chief focus and objective to combat the persistently 

high levels of unemployment in South Africa. Secondary objectives include the reduction of 

inequality, the reduction of poverty, and improving the overall planning, implementation, and 

coordination of economic policy across all three tiers of government (national, provincial and local). 

 

The targets set out in the NGP were: 
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 To create five million jobs by the year 2020; 

 
 To reduce unemployment from 24.4 percent to 15 percent and; 

 
 To train 100 000 youths of which 30 000 should be qualified engineers and 50 000 should be 

skilled artisans by 2015. 

 

The NGP stresses the importance of government playing a leading role in achieving these targets, 

and planned to generate an increase in jobs through infrastructure development and investment. 

This would take form in various government-funded projects, including the construction of roads, 

railways, and ports as well as social infrastructures such as hospitals and schools. 

 

The NGP continued up until June 2011, when the National Planning Committee (NPC)(2011) 

released a diagnostic report containing both the achievements and shortcomings. Much of the 

inefficiency was attributed to the structural history of South Africa, which was regarded as a major 

stumbling block in achieving executing the plan. According to the NPC (2011:15), these challenges 

were: existing and increasing levels of corruption, the racial division apparent in society, poor 

infrastructural location and maintenance, intensive and unsustainable use of resources, poor quality 

public healthcare system, exclusion of the poor from benefiting from development and a low number 

of working people. Although the government has struggled with these obstacles since the dawn of 

democracy, the NPC clearly outlines the importance of mitigating these factors as a necessary 

measure for policy success. Off the back of the NPC’s diagnostic report, a new strategic framework 

was released in December 2011 as the National Development Plan. 

 

3.5.5 The National Development Plan (NDP) (2012) 
 

The National Development Plan (NDP) was established in 2012 following on from the NGP. The 

NDP took over from the NGP as South Africa’s leading economic policy. The NDP provides a long- 

term vision for the country until the year 2030, with the primary aim to reduce inequality and eliminate 

poverty, through the following objectives: 

 

 Reversing Apartheid geography; 

 
 Strengthening the social wage and security for citizens; 

 
 Growing the economy and employment by creating 11 million jobs by 2030; 

 
 Implementing a rural development strategy that ensures job creation in agriculture as well as 

successful land reform and; 

 

 Black Economic Empowerment (BEE) to assist the previously disadvantaged by enabling them to 

earn an income. 
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Unlike previous economic policy in South Africa, the NDP put a stronger focus on establishing long- 

term social benefits through structural change in order to achieve a more sustainable and inclusive 

economy (National Treasury, 2015:3). Thus, the NDP aids human development through the 

provision of quality education, reliable and safe transport, quality healthcare services, housing, 

water, electricity, adequate nutrition and sanitation (Hendriks, 2013:5). 

 

The policy emphasises the need for a capable state, which includes well functioning state-owned 

enterprises in order to reach inclusive and shared economic growth (National Treasury, 2019:14). 

The NDP outlined the intention to transform the country into a “capable and developmental state 

able to intervene to correct historical inequities” (National Planning Commission, 2011), with the 

hope of becoming a developmental state. Therefore, the policy highlights the necessity of active 

government intervention as a prerequisite for sustained and rapid economic growth and 

development. In contrast to prior economic policies, such as GEAR and ASGISA, the NDP 

emphasises the need for a government playing an active role in the economy rather than a passive 

market-reliant one. 

 

On the inception of the NDP, the plan received a particularly negative response. In economic circles, 

the plan has been for its lack of practicality and implementable steps (Meyer, 2013:13). The NDP 

has further been criticised as vague, as the plan fails to clearly outline key objectives and puts 

forward an actual detailed plan on how the government intends to achieve and measure these 

objectives continuously. The statements made in the plan are well-founded; however they are not 

measurable and are therefore unlikely to be achieved. The Human Sciences Research Council 

(HSRC, 2015) argued that the NDP is adequate; however, South Africa lacks the institutional ability 

and capacity to achieve the goals and objectives. The HSRC (2015) identifies key issues that are 

potentially problematic as: the lack of ability to implement policy, the lack of ability to enforce 

legislation, and the lack of ability to deliver services efficiently (HSRC, 2015). The National Union for 

Miners South Africa (NUMSA, 2016) claimed that since the NDP is not tied to any legal obligations, 

it takes away the incentive to enact the proposed goals for the country sufficiently and in a timeous 

manner. 

 

The next section reviews the success and failures of developed and developing countries with 

regards to economic policy, particularly those making use of the developmental state or welfare state 

model, to generate improved economic growth and development. 

 

3.6 CASE STUDIES 

 
This section will analyse the trends in economic growth, government spending, government debt, 

and economic policy from South Korea, Singapore, Brazil, and India. The aim thereof is to determine 

the economic successes and failures of different types of government intervention and economic 

policy. The countries mentioned above were chosen based on their adoption of either the 
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Year 

developmental state approach or welfare state approach, as a means to better understand the 

practical application and effects thereof. 

 

3.6.1 South Korea 
 

3.6.1.1 Economic growth and development 
 

In the early 1960s, South Korea was poorer than most sub-Saharan African countries. However, 

following the end of South Korea’s war with North Korea, the country reached unprecedented levels 

of economic growth for a sustained period between 1965 and 1989, leading to the country being 

classified as an ‘Asian Tiger’ (Minns, 2001:1025). Not only did the country manage to drastically 

increase GDP per capita, but the country achieved developed country status along with high levels 

of technology advancement (Amsden, 1992:226). The so-called economic ‘miracle’ spurred much 

interest, in particular with regards to the role of the government in implementing a robust 

developmental policy. A large portion of South Korea’s developmental policy was concerned with 

the process of industrialisation (Rodrik, 1995:57). Figure 3.11 depicts the rate of economic growth 

in South Korea over the period 1970 to 2018. 

 

Figure 3.11: South Korea’s economic growth (1970-2018) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Source: Trading Economics (2019) 

 
Economic growth in the country reached an all-time high of 7.8 percent in 1970, primarily as a result 

of increased state autonomy and the state's control of around 96.4 percent of the country’s financial 

assets (Minns, 2001:1027). This control of assets allowed economic planners the ability to allocate 

resources towards industries considered crucial for economic growth and development (Minns, 

2001:1027). Although the country successfully industrialised over the period 1965 to the 1970s, living 

standards for the working class did not improve as drastically, this has been linked to high levels of 

worker exploitation. Subsequently, Taiwan began to move towards democracy in 1998, and the level 

of social protection begun to increase (Dostal, 2010:156). South Korea experienced the lowest 
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economic growth in 1998, as a result of the Asian Financial Crisis, where growth plunged to negative 

seven percent. However, the economy recovered well following the crisis and has maintained 

positive growth, with an average growth rate of 1.79 percent since 1960 (Trading Economics, 2019). 

South Korea managed to avoid recession in 2009 following the global financial crisis, making it one 

of a few economies that managed to do so. 

 

According to the OECD (2019), the country has achieved rapid economic development mostly due 

to an increase in labour intensive exports and highly skilled labourers and is currently the world's 

sixth-largest exporter. However, labour productivity has been declining and has been linked to 

deteriorating labour conditions as well as long working hours in comparison to other industrialised 

countries (OECD, 2019). South Korea’s Gini coefficient indicates a level of income inequality that is 

relatively low, averaging around 0.35. Thus, in comparison to South Africa’s 0.61 average, income 

inequality and the gap between rich and poor is not as large (Trading Economics, 2019). South 

Korea also has a high level of human development, as the country’s HDI value for 2017 was 0.903, 

which increased from 0.817 in the year 2000 (UNDP, 2019). The high level of human development 

is a result of increased life expectancy and increased average years of schooling, which allows 

citizens of South Korea an improved standard of living. 

 

3.6.1.2 Government spending 
 

According to the OECD (2019), government spending in South Korea remains stable and low, 

staying well below the OECD average of around 40 percent to GDP at an average of 32.4 percent 

since 2011. South Korea is also one of the few countries that maintain a fiscal surplus averaging 

around 1.7 percent (Alston, Arsov, Bunny & Rickards, 2018:7). The largest item of public spending 

is concerned with economic affairs and exceeds many OECD countries, the second largest item of 

public expenditure is on education and has remained a top priority for the past four decades (OECD, 

2019). Although spending on social protection has increased by around 11 percent annually since 

1990, spending on social protection pales in comparison to other OECD countries, and less social 

spending has been attributed to South Korea’s relatively young population who demand less 

assistance than the elderly portion of the population (OECD, 2019). 

 

3.6.1.3 Government debt 
 

South Korea has one of the lowest rates of public debt amongst the OECD countries, with debt 

making up around 38 percent of yearly GDP since 2014, in comparison to the average, which ranges 

between 61 and 83 percent of GDP (Fendos, 2019:1). The South Korean government is also 

considered a net creditor, as it holds more assets than liabilities (OECD, 2019). However, recently, 

the country has experienced economic growth rates lower than average and has received 

recommendations from the IMF to adopt an expansionary fiscal policy (Fendos, 2019:1). An 

expansionary policy would lead to an increase in public debt as the government would need to 

borrow more to increase spending as well as lower taxes as a means to stimulate economic growth. 
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According to Frascaroli, Oliveira, and Almeida (2019:2), a striking majority of countries that have 

adopted an expansionary fiscal policy in recent years, are now facing economic difficulties due to a 

continuous period of fiscal deficit. 

 

3.6.1.4 Economic policy 
 

As of the 1960s, the South Korean government adopted a protectionist policy as a means to promote 

development through exports, import substitution, and the overall industrialisation of the country 

(Luedde-Neurath, 2019:60). The government prevented the importation of various foreign products, 

excluding raw materials, in order to protect infant industries and allow for improved competition. 

South Korea’s import substitution policy included multiple exchange rates, high levels of trade 

protection as well as repressed financial markets; the approach also allowed manufacturers duty- 

free access to raw materials necessary in labour-intensive production (Rodrik, 1995:58). Following 

the immense success of the country’s import substitution policy, the state began to focus on export 

policies, which resulted in increased average incomes, investment, savings, and productivity (Rodrik, 

1995:58). Thus, economic policy in South Korea had a chief focus on development through 

intervening in specific industries without hesitation as a means to steer the economy in a favourable 

direction. 

 
3.6.2 Singapore 

 

3.6.2.1 Economic growth and development 
 

Since gaining independence from Malaysia in 1953, the Singaporean economy began to grow 

rapidly and now has one of the highest GDP per capita in the world, resulting in the country becoming 

an Asian Tiger, and is now considered a high-income country (Trading Economics, 2019). According 

to Lauria (2014:1), the said country has doubled the number of people owning their businesses and 

has the world’s second most entrepreneurs per capita trailing the United States. The government 

has played a large and significant role in the wellbeing of the economy and stimulates economic 

growth through various fiscal targets and industrial policy. The country also has a very low rate of 

unemployment, sitting at around two percent. 

 

Figure 3.12 depicts Singapore's economic growth over the period 1990 to 2019. The country has 

maintained an average growth of 6.6 percent over the period, where the highest growth was 27.2 

percent in the first quarter of 2010 and a low of negative 10.9 percent in this quarter of 2010 (Trading 

Economics, 2019). Although the country has maintained positive growth for the past decade, recent 

growth and growth projections have been considerably low, with a negative growth of 3.3 percent in 

the second quarter of 2019. This is considered to be a direct result of the increasingly challenging 

external environment related to the US-China trade war (Kit, 2019:1). 
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Figure 3.12: Singapore’s economic growth (1990-2019) 
 

Source: Trading Economics (2019) 

 
Concerning development, the country has one of the highest living standards in East Asia and had 

a Gini coefficient of 0.417 in 2018 (World Bank, 2019). According to the Singaporean Ministry of 

Finance (2018), income inequality is of the lowest in the developed world due to the low tax burden 

imposed on citizens in comparison to other developed nations. The government also provides 

citizens with a significant amount of assistance in the purchase of high-quality accommodation 

through subsidisation (Ministry of Finance, 2018). Another contributing factor to the high levels of 

economic development and competition is the level of education attained by the youth, which has 

improved drastically in the last two decades (Mahmud, 2018:1). 

 

3.6.2.2 Government spending 
 

Figure 3.13 below shows government spending as a percentage of GDP in Singapore over the period 

1960 to 2017. Government spending as a percent of GDP remains relatively low in Singapore, 

reaching a high of 13.41 percent in 1985 and a low of 7.53 in 1960 (World Bank, 2019). In the last 

two decades, it has remained below 12 percent of total GDP (World Bank, 2019). The low percentage 

indicates a relatively small government size, which may link to the efficiency of government as it isn’t 

oversized. As stated in the previous chapter, a smaller government usually allows a higher level of 

efficiency and autonomy within a country and aids in achieving economic objectives more rapidly. 

Along with indicating a smaller sized government, the relatively low spending to GDP also indicates 

that economic growth relies upon and is achieved mainly through private sector investment. 
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Figure 3.13: Government spending as a percentage of GDP in Singapore (1960-2017) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: World Bank (2019) 

 
3.6.2.3 Government debt 

 

Singapore’s debt-to-GDP ratio amounted to 111.3 percent in 2018 (CEIC, 2019). Although this falls 

within the OECD average, it is around three times larger than that of South Korea. However, 

according to the Singapore government, this is sustainable due to the high amount of assets the 

country possesses, making it a net creditor (Ministry of Finance, 2019). Therefore, the high level of 

government spending is sustainable in the long-run due to a budget surplus and high asset capacity, 

which has allowed the country a strong second ranking in the Sovereign Risk Index, which ranks a 

country’s creditworthiness (Ministry of Finance, 2019). Thus, Singapore may borrow from countries 

and institutions with ease as the risk related to non-payment is extremely low. 

 

3.6.2.4 Economic policy 
 

Much of Singapore’s economic success is owed to the government's active industrial policy and 

efficiency in economic regulation. According to the Heritage Foundation (2019), the Singaporean 

government has extremely low levels of corruption and a high level of integrity, ranking the country 

as the second most economically free country in the world. A variety of roles taken on by the 

government has facilitated the nation's economic success, including: high levels of public 

investment, promotion of skills as a measure to attract foreign investment, economic diversification 

as well as easing exports and imports (Heritage Foundation, 2019). Singapore also protects property 

rights and enforces rules and regulations on property effectively, contributing to high investor 

confidence and attracting increased foreign investment over time (Heritage Foundation, 2019). 

According to Anwar and Zheng (2004:53), the economy has progressed at such a pace due to the 

government's foresight and provision of appropriate infrastructure, which led to increased levels of 

foreign investment. 
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3.6.3 Brazil 
 

3.6.3.1 Economic growth and development 
 

In the previous decade, Brazil was classed as a fast-growing emerging economy along with Russia, 

India, China, and South Africa; projected to overtake some developed economies by 2050 (Warner 

& Jones, 2019:476). The Brazilian economy is considered similar to the economy of South Africa 

and is used as a comparative study in various strands of literature. However, the country’s economic 

performance within the last ten years has been feeble, with the country experiencing a two-year- 

long recession in 2015 and 2016. Figure 3.14 presents Brazil’s economic growth date over the period 

1990 to 2017. In 2017 and 2018, the overall economy shrank by 1.1 percent annually. According to 

Trading Economics (2019), the economy shrank by 0.2 percent in the first quarter of 2019. Before 

the deep recession and subdued economic activity, Brazil radically reduced inequality and poverty 

and lifted around 15 million people out of poverty between 2003 and 2014 (Rossi, 2018:4). 

 

Figure 3.14: Brazil’s economic growth (1990-2019) 
 

Source: Trading Economics (2019) 

 
Concerning development, the country has progressed dramatically since the late 1980’s where the 

Gini coefficient was around 0.65. The country had a Gini coefficient of 0.53 in the year 2017, having 

been classed as one of the most unequal societies at that time (World Bank, 2019). Thus, the general 

living conditions and income inequality within the country have shown significant improvement over 

the last three decades. However, the country faces the same unemployment challenge experienced 

by South Africa, with job creation in the private sector in sharp decline (Fendos, 2019). 

 

3.6.3.2 Government spending 
 

According to the World Bank (2019), fiscal sustainability is one of the most critical challenges facing 

modern Brazil. The country has a relatively high level of taxation and an increasing fiscal deficit 

(Gobetti & Orair, 2017:267). The Brazilian government spend a large portion of the budget on social 
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security, and according to Higgins and Pereira (2013:2), social spending has become much larger 

and more progressive. Higgins and Pereira (2013:3) assert that even though the government has 

focused spending on anti-poverty programs, a larger portion of social transfers is received by non- 

poor beneficiaries. Fendos (2019:1) attributes this spending to the increasingly younger age of 

retirement in the country, seeing some people as young as 50 years old retiring and claiming for 

government assistance. Figure 3.15 represents the country’s government spending to GDP for the 

period 1960 to 2017. Spending as a percentage of GDP has been increasing over the last two 

decades, bringing to question the sustainability of spending within the country. As this figure 

continues to rise, the country’s creditworthiness will decline as investor confidence in Brazil’s ability 

to pay back loans is reduced. In comparison to South Africa, Brazil’s debt to GDP ratio remains 

around one percent lower over the last decade. 

 
Figure 3.15: Government spending as a percentage of GDP in Brazil (1960-2017) 

 

 
Source: World Bank (2019) 

 
3.6.3.3 Government debt 

 

The country has failed in following through with fiscal reform measures, particularly within the 

national government, and has led to high and unsustainable debt; along with increasing public debt, 

and domestic debt is also on the rise (Baer, 2018:66). Government debt to GDP has averaged 

around 59.89 percent for the period 2006 until 2018. The country experienced its lowest debt to GDP 

in 2011 at 51.2 percent, and its highest at 77.22 percent in 2018 (World Bank, 2019). As a measure 

to address unsustainable debt, the Brazilian government has enacted Constitutional Amendment 

95/2016, which limits public spending (World Bank, 2019). However, the debt to GDP ratio remains 

high and shows little sign of decline. 
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3.6.3.4 Economic policy 
 

Import substitution was employed from the 1930s and onwards and is one of the main economic 

policies used to achieve economic growth in Brazil (Evans, 2018:143). This means that the 

government actively took measures to reduce the imports of certain goods and promote the domestic 

production of these goods instead, therefore, resulting in Brazil’s industrial sector being the 

economies leading sector in generating state-led economic growth (Baer, 2018:68). However, due 

to recent economic downturn much of the Brazilian government’s efforts have been focused on 

regaining international credibility and investor trust. Much focus has been on reducing the 

indebtedness of the country as well as imposing a spending cap on the public sector (Baer, 2018:68). 

Export promotion is another firm policy intended to stimulate job creation and increase global 

competitiveness. 

 
3.6.4 India 

 

India is a developing mixed economy that relies on a balance between state intervention and basic 

market principles since liberalisation in 1991 (Sibal, 2012:17). Economic reforms were then 

implemented, and India began to open up the market to foreign competition, reduce fiscal deficits, 

and eliminate restrictions on foreign investment, making it easier for Indian businesses and 

entrepreneurs to obtain funding. Substantial growth was generated through the Information 

Technology (IT) sector, where employees received relatively smaller salaries in comparison to 

American IT sector employees. Subsequently, the IT sector is the largest private-sector job supplier 

in India. 

 
3.6.4.1 Economic growth and development 

 

Although the country experiences economic growth rates that surpass both the United States and 

China, the country is not classified as developed due to lagging progress in per capita income and 

human development indicators (Robson, 2019:1). Therefore, total economic output exceeds some 

developed countries; however, economic output per capita remains relatively low in comparison to 

these developed countries. Figure 3.16 depicts the rate of annual economic growth for the period 

1990 to 2018. According to the World Bank (2019), India experienced the lowest annual economic 

growth rate within the period at 1.05 percent in 1991, and the highest in 1999 at 8.84 percent. India’s 

most recent economic growth was pinned at 6.9 percent in 2018. 
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Figure 3.16: India’s annual economic growth (%) (1990-2018) 
 

Source: World Bank (2019) 

 
However, much of India’s economic growth has not been distributed amongst a large portion of the 

population, with GDP per capita only being 17 percent of the world’s average. This low GDP per 

capita alludes to jobless growth and is linked to the country, reaching a 54-year high rate of 

unemployment (Padney, 2019:1). India’s current HDI rests at 0.640 leaving it in the medium human 

development category (UNDP, 2019). A massive 42 percent of the Indian population is considered 

to be living in poverty, even employed members of the population are considered to be living in 

poverty based on the average world measurement (UNDP, 2019). India has a large informal sector 

that is responsible for around half of the country’s Gross National Income (GNI), the formal sector 

relies upon the informal sector and a number of economic commentators assert the need for 

integration between the financial sector and the informal part of the economy for improved economic 

development (Ghatak, 2017:1). 

 

3.6.4.2 Government spending 
 

The Indian government has a strong will to reduce its fiscal deficit; however, they intend to spend 

more on social services such as healthcare, education, and general basic needs (Padney, 2019:1). 

Given India’s above-average performance with regards to economic reforms, public spending has 

also been well-allocated and productively spent (OECD, 2019). Figure 3.17 below indicates India’s 

government spending as a percentage of GDP over the period 1960 to 2017. According to Tradings 

Economics (2019), the average for the period is pegged at 10.3 percent, with the lowest being 6.73 

percent in 1960 and highest being 12.46 percent in 1999. Tax revenue received by the government 

amounts to an average of 9.71 percent of total GDP; therefore, the country has a relatively low level 

of taxation in comparison to other developing countries (OECD, 2019). 
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Figure 3.17: Government spending as a percentage of GDP in India (1960-2017) 

 

 
Source: Trading Economics (2019) 

 
3.6.4.3 Government debt 

 

India’s debt to GDP ratio has maintained an average of around 73.24 percent from 1991 up until 

2017 (Trading Economics, 2019). In comparison to healthier developed nations, India’s debt to GDP 

ratio is relatively low; for example, the United States had a debt to GDP ratio of 106.10 percent in 

2018 (Trading Economics, 2019). Thus, a higher level of external government debt is not always 

viewed as a negative occurrence as, in most instances, the loaning of external funds to increase 

spending has a multiplier effect (McCombie & Thirlwall, 2016:65). Increased spending through 

incurring external debt has been advocated mainly within neoliberal policy stances as well as general 

Keynesian principles as stated in chapter 2. Consequently, economists have recommended India 

increase public spending and therefore increase external borrowing as a means to generate more 

inclusive economic growth (Padney, 2019:1). 

 
3.6.4.4 Economic policy 

 

Economic policy since 1991 has been viewed as developmental, as a key focus was thrust upon 

providing necessary infrastructure and facilitating and protecting industries (Maroufkhani, 2015:13). 

The industrial policy in India further emphasised the need for increased investment in research and 

development and particularly in the IT sector. Key economic policies recently adopted in India as 

outlined by the OECD (2019) include the reduction of regulation and burdens imposed on businesses 

as a means to ensure ease of doing business and promote the generation of new local business and 

entrepreneurs; to enhance the access to and quality of social infrastructure available to the Indian 
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population; to simplify and modernise labour laws to create more and better jobs for all and to pursue 

financial sector reform. The above-stated intents will reduce barriers to employment, govern banks 

in such a way that non-performing loans are avoided and overall improvement concerning healthcare 

and education (OECD, 2019). The developmental economic policy is thought to have failed with 

other developmental states, primarily due to the slow process of reform and inefficient bureaucracy 

in India (Maroufkhani, 2015:13). 

 

3.7 SYNOPSIS 

 
This chapter explored the historical and present macroeconomic and socio-economic environments 

in South Africa. Economic growth has been a key area of concern, as the forecasted and actual 

growth outcomes remain disappointing and in some periods, even negative, indicating the economy 

is shrinking. Another variable affecting the country, relates to the high level of inequality and 

unemployment in South Africa, which negatively contributes to the overall human development and 

inclusivity of growth within the country. 

 

This chapter provided an in-depth discussion concerning public expenditure trends in South Africa 

post-Apartheid, the discussion found that the government has continued to increase spending on 

social welfare services and shown a decline in economic development spending. Given the 

economic policies discussed in the chapter, it may be inferred that the developmental objectives of 

the country do not align with the spending habits of the state. 

 

The chapter further examined four countries, namely South Korea, Singapore, Brazil, and India 

concerning specific variables relevant to the study, as a measure to increase understanding of rapid, 

sustained economic growth and development primarily due to state-led economic activity. The case 

studies include both developed and developing countries, which have both succeeded and failed in 

achieving developmental state-like growth. The findings of the above-mentioned case studies 

indicated the need for focused government spending as well as high and efficient levels of 

intervention necessary for improved economic growth outcomes. Furthermore, the countries with 

lower levels of labour regulation indicated a positive impact on economic growth and development. 

Additionally, the case studies showed that countries with high government debt are not necessarily 

worse off, although those that fail to make debt repayment within a reasonable time frame were 

negatively affected. A strong and concise industrial policy may also be linked to improved economic 

growth and development outcomes. 

 

The next chapter presents the research design and methodology of the study. It discusses the source 

of the data, the sample size, and the variables used within the econometric model for this study. 

Furthermore, the next chapter discusses the model used in the econometric approach and will 

explain the formulation of the econometric approach adopted by this study. 
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CHAPTER 4 

 
RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY 

 

 

4.1 INTRODUCTION 

 
Government intervention, in its many forms, plays a crucial role in determining the developmental 

status of a country (Wieczorek, 2018:207). The causal relationship between government spending 

and economic growth has been researched at length in the field of economics, often with varying 

results and conclusions. The literature reviewed in Chapter 2 establishes that a relationship does in 

fact exist between economic growth and government spending (size of government). Chapter 2 also 

indicated the growth effects of specific types of government spending, namely social welfare 

spending and economic development spending as well as debt-service costs. In addition to this, the 

chapter also indicated the possibility of an optimal government size for enhanced economic growth 

and development. Furthermore, the reviewed empirical literature demonstrates that a gap exists 

specifically with regards to disaggregated government spending, and the relationship they have with 

economic growth, particularly in the South African context. 

 

Subsequently, various questions arise pertaining to the effectiveness of South African national 

economic policy in conjunction with government spending and the size of the existing government. 

National economic policy is highly influential on the actions of government, in addition, the 

government is influenced by internal issues such as corruption and the effectiveness with which 

objectives are carried out (Rose-Ackerman & Palifka, 2016:17) . In the previous chapter various 

macro-economic and socio-economic variables in South Africa were examined as a means to 

identify trends and patterns with regards to government spending, corruption, government size, 

government debt and national economic policy. The chapter further conducted case studies using 

the same variables on four developed and developing countries which are considered relevant to 

the study. 

 

Thus, the economic design and methodology used to achieve the empirical objectives will be 

discussed in this chapter, the empirical objectives of this study are: 

 

 To determine the long-run and short-run relationships between economic growth and corruption 

perception, government effectiveness, social welfare spending, economic development spending, 

government debt and government size; 

 

 To determine the long-run and short-run interrelations and causal effects between economic 

growth and corruption perception, government effectiveness, social welfare spending, economic 

development spending, government debt and government size; 
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 To compare economic development spending and social welfare spending, in an attempt to classify 

the type of State intervention. 

 

The current chapter aims to outline and describe the theoretical methodologies and techniques in 

the study. Firstly, the chapter presents the data sources, the sample period, the sample size as well 

as the dependent and independent variables in section 4.2. Secondly, section 4.3 discusses and 

outlines the specification of the model employed in the study, in particular, the standard 

Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) method of estimation. It is important to note the use of the 

ARDL approach relates to the prior discussed theoretical and empirical literature. Additionally, the 

section will briefly discuss factors relating to stationarity tests, the modelling of the chosen variables, 

the error correction model (ECM), the Toda-Yamamoto (1995) Granger-causality model and the 

underlying diagnostic testing tools. 

 

4.2 SAMPLE PERIOD AND DATA DESCRIPTION 

 
The study focuses on the South African economy in order to evaluate the impact of specific types of 

government spending particularly disaggregated spending on either social welfare, economic 

development and spending on servicing debt on economic growth. Additional variables will be 

considered as a means to further evaluate the government’s relationship with economic growth. This 

study is based on a quantitative research design and makes use of an annual time-series data set. 

 

4.2.1 Sample frame, size and period 
 

The secondary data collected for the study originates from various sources including the South 

African Reserve Bank, the National Treasury, the World Bank and Transparency International. It 

precedes over 21 annual observations for the period 1998 to 2018. The chosen sample period is 

justified by the lack of concise budgetary information from the National Treasury prior to 1998, 

therefore having a specific focus on post-apartheid trends and government composition in order to 

facilitate much needed development. 

 

4.2.2 Data collection and variable description 
 

The study focuses on analysing the effects of the South African governments spending patterns on 

economic growth, and therefore more broadly, economic development. However, trends in 

government spending is not the only variable that determines economic growth. Therefore, variables 

including corruption, government debt, government effectiveness and the size of government will be 

included in the sample. The above mentioned variables do in fact have a relationship with economic 

growth, according to both the empirical and theoretical literature, thus justifying their use in the study. 
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Prior to conducting the analysis, it is noteworthy to mention that the data employed in the study has 

been transformed by natural logarithm (L) for the purpose of reducing data set variation and to adjust 

for scale effects. Therefore, this transformation of the data stabilises the variance of the original 

series (Lütkepohl & Xu, 2012: 629). Table 4.1 summarises the variables used in the study and 

includes both the independent and dependent variables used in the study. 

 
Table 4.1: Variable specification 

 

Variables Variable specification 

(L) Symbol Natural Logarithm 

SWS Social welfare spending 

EDS Economic development spending 

GOVD Government debt 

GOVE Government Effectiveness Index 

CORR Corruption Control Index 

GOVS Government spending (government size) 

GDP Gross domestic product per capita 

 
Source: Own compilation 

 
4.2.3 Dependent variable specification 

 

As mentioned in Section 4.1, the primary objective of the study is to analyse the impact of 

government spending, government effectiveness and the control of corruption on economic growth 

in South Africa. GDP per capita is used in the study as it measures the share of economic growth 

per person living in a country. In a developing country such as South Africa, which experiences 

relatively high population growth rates, it provides a clearer understanding of whether or not the 

country is growing in an inclusive manner (Kopf, 2018:1). This may be done by investigating the 

impact of independent variables including social welfare spending, economic development spending, 

government debt, the Government Effectiveness Index, the Corruption Control Index and the size of 

government on economic growth. 

 

4.2.4 Independent variable specification 
 

Through reviewing the relevant empirical and theoretical literature relating to South Africa and similar 

economies, specific independent variables have been sourced to better estimate the impact of 

government through characteristics including size, type and effectiveness. Numerous authors, 
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through empirical estimation, found government spending in South Africa is significantly related to 

economic growth making it a macroeconomic determinant (Bose, Hague & Osborn, 2007:550; Mo, 

2007:519; Gadinabokao & Daw, 2013; Chirwa & Odhiambo, 2016) Furthermore, a number of 

empirical studies support that a positive linear relationship exists between government spending and 

economic growth, and does not have a negative correlation with economic growth, as found by 

previous studies (Bittencourt, Van Eyden & Seleteng, 2014; Dunne & Tian, 2015; Phiri, 2019). 

 

In order to quantify the relationship and causation of government social welfare spending, 

government economic development spending and government debt-service costs on economic 

growth in South Africa, t was necessary to consult the country’s National Budget’s over the period 

of the study which have subsequently been disaggregated and categorised as one of the above 

three possible classifications. As mentioned in Section 1.5.3, two indexes will be included as 

variables, these indicators aim to gauge the control of corruption and the quality of government with 

regards to quality service delivery and growth facilitating intervention in South Africa. 

 

4.2.4.1 The Corruption Control Index 
 

As discussed in Section 3.3.3 the relationship between increased corruption and economic growth 

is theorised to be negative, as presence of corruption within government institutions reduces the 

institutional capacity and overall government effectiveness. The Corruption Control Index (CPI) is 

used to quantify the number of corruption cases filed, the rate of conviction for corruption-related 

crimes as well as the corruption perception within a country (World Bank, 2019). The scale used for 

the index ranges between 2.5 and negative 2.5, a score of 2.5 would indicate perfect control of 

corruption and negative 2.5 would indicate no control of corruption. As mentioned in Section 3.3.3 

South Africa’s score has remained relatively low since 2012, between 2012 and 2014 South Africa 

registered negative scores for this index and since then it has not risen above 0.2. 

 

4.2.4.2 The Government Effectiveness Index 
 

The Government Effectiveness Index (GEI) is the most widely used measure for the effectiveness 

of government. As discussed in Section 3.3.5 the index aims to measure the quality of public services 

provided by government, the quality of civil service, the quality of policy implementation and the 

degree of independence from political pressure (World Bank, 2019). Like the CPI the GEI makes 

use of a scale ranging from 2.5 to negative 2.5, where 2.5 indicates an extremely strong government 

and high level of effectiveness and where negative 2.5 indicates extremely weak government and a 

low level of effectiveness. As mentioned in Section 3.3.5 government effectiveness has been 

declining steadily in South Africa since 1996. 
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4.3 MODEL SPECIFICATION AND ECONOMETRIC ESTIMATION 

APPROACH 

 

4.3.1 Model specification 
 

As a means to better understand the systems behaviour, a dynamic model approach is used in the 

study. The use of the dynamic approach will better ensure that the estimations and the overall model 

is precise and dependable. According to Pesaran (2015:301) the dynamic economic model forecasts 

the path of an economy around its long-run equilibrium and therefore permits a concurrent 

relationship between variables. This concurrent relationship between variables allows the 

determination of whether or not simultaneous causation exists between variables at a specified time, 

t (Pesaran, 2015:303). In addition, this type of model allows for the insertion of lags for variables 

independent and dependent. Such a model is referred to as an autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) 

model, and is particularly useful in considerably smaller sample sizes. The chosen model will be 

used to achieve the first empirical objective by means of the following equation: 

 
GDP = f (SWS, EDS, GOVD, GOVE, CORR, GOVS) ................................................................ (4.1) 

 

Equation 4.1 will therefore measure the impact of the independent variables, government spending, 

corruption control and government effectiveness, on GDP per capita in South Africa over the period 

of the study. 

 

4.3.2 Econometric estimation approach 
 

In taking a functionalist approach to the study, each variable is viewed as being interdependent and 

contributing to the overall stability and functionality of the economy or society as a whole (Thompson, 

Hickey & Thompson, 2016:190). Functionalism involves the consideration of both social and 

economic dynamics through a macro-level lens with a broad focus on variables which shape society 

(Hassard, 2015:536). Therefore, the functionalist paradigm ensures a specific type of view which 

leads the study particularly with regards to the empirical analysis. 

 

As mentioned previously, the study adopts the ARDL estimation model in order to analyse the 

statistical model of the study. The estimation will include a variety of statistical tests in order to ensure 

stability as well as to establish the stationarity of the data. The ARDL approach has the ability to 

provide reliable results as it is able to detect and correct multicollinearity, serial correlation and 

determine stationarity of the selected variables. Furthermore, the model is useful in econometric 

testing as all variables are considered as explanatory variables and endogenous variables (Dritsakis, 

2011:1). 
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Unlike conventional co-integration procedures, the ARDL model is flexible in this regard as it 

accommodates for a variety of optimal lags to be assigned to each variable within the model 

(Dritsakis, 2011:1). Thus, the model allows variables to be integrated at either I(0), I(1) or contain a 

mixture of I(0) and I(1) variables. However, variables integrated at I(2) may not be used in this model 

(Dube & Zhou, 2013:203). Figure 4.1 below describes the procedure to be followed when using the 

ARDL model for estimation. 

 
Figure 4.1: The ARDL model estimation approach 

 
 

 
Source: Adapted from McCamel (2017:103) 
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4.3.3 Unit root and stationarity test 
 

Testing a time-series model for stationarity is crucial, a time-series considered to be non-stationary 

is a stochastic process that may either have structural breaks or more likely, unit roots (Nkoro & Uko, 

2016:66). Stationarity testing is a prerequisite in estimating long-run equilibrium relationships 

between variables that employ co-integration techniques (Gujarati & Porter, 2008:762). Traditional 

unit root tests such as the Augmented Dickey Fuller (ADF) and the Phillips-Perron (PP) tests, 

however, are often linked to poor unit root estimations in small data samples (Maslyuk & Smyth, 

2008:2593). Therefore, the use of the Kwaitkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin (KPSS) method may be 

used as an alternative in order to compensate for the shortcomings of the ADF and PP unit root tests 

(Syczewska, 2010:27). As a means to ensure reliable unit root or stationarity estimations, the study 

will employ the ADF, PP and KPSS, and results will be compared to ensure variables are either I (0) 

or I (1), or mixed, as prescribed when using the ARDL method (Saafi, Farhat & Mohamed, 2015:589). 

 
4.3.3.1 Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) and Phillips-Perron (PP) unit root test 

 

The ADF test is an amended version of the original Dickey-Fuller (DF) test, which is otherwise known 

as the autoregressive unit root test (Nkoro & Uko, 2016:63). Said and Dickey (1984:599) improved 

upon the original test by accommodating for autoregressive moving averages (ARMA) which are 

ordered at either p or q in cases when the order of the variable/s is unknown. The accommodation 

for autoregressive moving averages, often leads to the ADF test generating similar results to that of 

the PP test. According to Phillips and Perron (1988:338) the variations in these tests occur based 

on the manner in which serial correlation in errors are handled. 

 

In contrast to the ADF test, the PP test does not include lagged difference terms while serial 

correlation is controlled, which is done by making use of the Newey-West (1987) estimator (Gujarati 

& Porter, 2008:758). Thus, the PP test is considered to be superior to the ADF test in the fact that it 

accommodates for variables that indicate the presence of structural changes and prompts the use 

of non-parametric statistical methods by estimating a non-augmented Dickey-Fuller (Phillips & 

Perron, 1988). Although the ADF and PP test show differences, as stated above, they usually 

generate similar results. Due to this phenomenon Abdalla and Murinde (1997:28) present a standard 

regression equation with a constant for the DF, ADF and PP tests which is expressed as follows: 

 

 

∆𝑌!"#! + 𝛽$+ 𝜆%𝑌!&$+ ∑( 𝑎' ∆𝑌!&$+ 𝜖%!………………………………………………………………  (4.2) 

Where: 

∆ - Denotes the first difference operator 

X - Denotes the natural logarithm of each variable considered in the study, such that ∆Yt = Xt - Xt- 

1; 

t - Denotes the time trend; and 



Chapter 4: Research design and methodology 80  

ϵ1, ϵ2, ϵ3 and ϵ4 - White noise errors. 

 
Additionally, the ADF and PP tests for stationarity carry the following hypothesis: 

 
H0: 𝜆1 = 𝜆2 = 𝜆3 = 𝜆4 = 1 

 
Then 𝑌! consists of a unit root, I(1); 

 
H1: 𝜆1; 𝜆2; 𝜆3𝑎𝑛𝑑𝜆4 < 1 

 
Then 𝑌! are stationary, I(0). 

 
The null hypothesis (H0), where 𝜆 = 1, supports that the variable consists of a unit root I (1) and is 

thus non-stationary. However, the alternative hypothesis, where 𝜆＜ 1, supports that the variable 

does not have a unit root and is I (0), thus being stationary. The KPSS stationarity test was employed 

to validate the results of the both the ADF and PP tests. 

 
4.3.4 Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) Bounds Test for Cointegration 

 

To further analyse the long-run and short-run cointegration of the individual variables, the study 

employed the ARDL bounds test method (Pesaran et al., 2001:296). The study makes use of a single 

equation in the ARDL model estimation. According to Dube and Zhou (2013:203) the ARDL model 

will determine whether long-run relationships exist between the variables considered in the study. 

Due to its ability to allow for variables integrated at I(0), I(1) or a mixture of I(0) and I(1) the approach 

has been applied progressively over time. The model ensures impartial long-run estimates to be 

generated for the causalities tested, along with a plausible t-statistic, regardless of whether the series 

is endogenous or not (Harris & Sollis, 2003:111). Furthermore, the model adopts and OLS (Ordinary 

Least Squares) technique, which simplifies the estimations of correlations between the variables and 

has the ability to distinguish between dependent and independent variables used in a model 

(Pesaran et al., 2001:296). The discussed model holds the following hypothesis-testing framework: 

 

H0: No cointegration (no long-run impact); 

H1: Cointegration (long-run impact). 
 

The null hypothesis (H0) indicates the non-existence of cointegration or a long-run relationship 

between the considered variables. This is estimated by means of conducting the bounds test (Wald 

test) where the F-statistic value is compared to the critical values of the lower and upper bound as 

established by Pesaran et al (2001:297). In the case that the F-statistic is greater than that of the 

critical values of the upper bound, co-integration is present, thus the null hypothesis of no 

cointegration may be rejected in favour of the alternative hypothesis. In contrast, a F-statistic value 

which is lower than the critical values of both the upper and lower bound indicates the absence of 

cointegration amongst the variables, therefore the null hypothesis of no cointegration is accepted 

and no long-run impact is presented between the underlying variables. However, obtaining a F- 
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statistic value that falls between the upper and lower bound critical values leads to an inconclusive 

estimation (Dube & Zhou, 2013:203). 

 

The ARDL model is not only useful in determining long-run estimations and impacts, but also the 

short-run impacts between variables (Pesaran et al., 2001:308). To provide these short-run 

estimations, the ARDL model produces the error correction model (ECM), presenting the error 

correction term (ECT) and estimating the short-run adjustments, alongside the long-run equilibrium. 

The ECT denotes the short-run adjustments coefficients providing measure for the long-run 

disequilibrium of the dependent variables corrected in each quarter. Therefore, in the case that co- 

integration between variables in the study the model will estimate the ECM. However, if no co- 

integration is found between the variables the Granger or Toda-Yamamoto causality tests will be 

estimated as a means to determine causation and short-run correlation between the variables (Alimi, 

2014:106). 

 

As previously stated, the ARDL model permits several optimal lags for each variables which makes 

use of a general-specific approach to modelling and taking the various sufficient lag structures into 

account for each model (Mc Camel, 2017:110). The study employs the Schwarz information criterion 

(SIC) as a means to determine the maximum number of lags to be introduced to the statistical model 

estimated in the study. Using the SIC for this purpose may be justified through various empirical 

studies which state the criterion has a higher rate of consistency and power in comparison to 

alternative lag selection criterion particularly when considering sample sizes that are relatively small 

(Greene, 2003; Asghar & Abid, 2007; Javed & Mantalos, 2013; Chen, Choi & Escantiano, 2017). 

The criterion also introduces a penalty term for the number of parameters within the ARDL models 

used in the study, which addresses issues of over-fitting. 

 

The study examines whether or not a long- and short-run relationship exists between the 

independent variables (SWS; EDS; GOVE; CORR; GOVD and GOVS) and dependent variable 

(GDP) using the ARDL model. As discussed in section 4.3.2, the study will test the dependent 

variable against the independent variables, as described by equation 4.1. 

 

4.3.5 Toda-Yamamoto Granger Non-Causality Test Model 
 

In the case that no long-run co-integration exists between the variables, the Toda-Yamamoto non- 

causality test will be conducted as a means to investigate the causal relationship between variables 

of the study (Wiener, 1956:125). The null hypothesis for the causality test, states that lagged x values 

provide no explanation for y, therefore the null hypothesis assumes that x(t) does not cause y(t) 

(Granger, 1969:424). The Granger causality test is the conventional test for causality and determines 

whether or not one-time series can be useful in forecasting another (Jalil & Rao, 2019). The nature 

of the variables used in the study determine the subsequent mathematical formulation and 
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application of the model, thus the causal factors repressed in the model depend on the chosen 

variables (Seth, 2007:16) 

 

Habanabakize (2016:52) asserts the models forecasting does indeed carry a few limitations. The 

model predicts the future behaviour of a given variable based on a given order, and does not take 

other variables and their influences into account (Gujarati & Porter, 2008). The causality test relies 

on the number of lags selected, therefore the results may fluctuate subject to the number of lags 

selected (Habanabakize, 2016:52). Another shortcoming of the causality test model relates to the 

nature of the data used, when using time series data it is usually non-stationary which may possibly 

result in inaccurate outcomes and false predictions (Huang, Kao & Chiang, 2004:34). 

 

Subsequently, the Toda-Yamamoto (1995) augmented causality test can be used in place of the 

conventional Granger Causality test, as the test allows for the application of the ECM whereas as 

the Granger causality test cannot be applied to the ECM. The Toda-Yamamoto test is developed 

irrespective of whether Y1 and X1 is I (0), I (1) or I (2), thus non-cointegrated or cointegrated or a 

random order. Therefore, the mentioned test provides the testing for causality amongst integrated 

variables employed under the study (Dritsakis, 2017:123). 

 

4.3.6 Model diagnostic tests 
 

A series of diagnostic tests follow those discussed in Section 4.3.2, this is considered the final stage 

in establishing the overall performance of the model. Tests including both residual and diagnostic 

are crucial, as they ensure that conclusions drawn from the previously estimated results are in fact 

accurate. The above mentioned tests include tests for normality in the distribution of data, serial 

correlation, heteroscedasticity and stability of the model (Takaendesa, 2006:100). In the event that 

the mentioned assumptions are not valid, the subsequent conclusions drawn from the chosen ARDL 

model could possibly be considered inaccurate and misrepresentative. 

 

4.3.6.1 Residual diagnostic tests 
 

In order to evaluate the validity of the assumptions of the econometric model procedure and identify 

irregularities within the features of the ARDL model that might lead to problematic and unreliable 

conclusions, the study will make use of a normality test, serial correlation test and a 

heteroscedasticity test (Chipeta, 2018:101). The said tests are presented as follows: 

 

 Normality test 

 
To ensure residuals are normally distributed, the test for normality is conducted by making use of a 

visual representation in the form of a histogram as well as the Jarque-Bera test. Normality is tested 

to eliminate the possibility of statistical errors and the normal distribution of the data. It is essential 

to have a normal distribution in the data to ensure sound statistical procedures such as correlation, 

regression, parametric tests and t-tests as a means to ensure conclusions reached are reliable 
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(Myers, Well & Lorch, 2013:61). The Jarque-Bera is a statistic used to test whether a series is 

normally distributed, the statistic measures the difference in the kurtosis and skewness of the series 

against those from the normal distribution (Bai & Ng, 2005:57). The Jarque-Bera test carries the 

following hypothesis-testing framework: 

 

H0: Normal distribution 

 
H1: Non-normal distribution 

 
The statistic is computed as follows: 

 

JB = 
)&* 

+ 

 

Where: 

[ 𝑠,  + (.&%)
"

]………………………………………………………………………………….. (4.5) 
0 

 

N indicates the number of captured observations and k indicates the number of estimated 

parameters. K denotes the kurtosis in variables and S denotes the skewness of variables. This 

indicates that when the JB statistic value is greater than 𝑋,(2) or the p-value is less or equal to the 

significance level, the null hypothesis is rejected. This suggests that the variables are therefore not 

normally distributed. On the contrary, should the JB statistic value be smaller than X2(2) or the p- 

value is greater than the significance level, then it can be concluded that the variables are normally 

distributed. 

 

 Serial correlation Breusch-Godfrey (LM test) 

 
According to Wooldridge (2012:412) serial correlation exists within a time series when the error terms 

from one period carry over to future periods. In other words, serial correlation occurs when 

correlation exists between the error terms from multiple periods in a data series. Different types of 

serial correlation exists, first-order serial correlation and positive serial correlation. First-order serial 

correlation occurs when errors in one time period are correlated directly with errors in the ensuing 

time period, positive serial correlation occurs when errors in one time period are positively correlated 

with errors in the next time period (Hunter, Burke & Canepa, 2017:138). The presence of serial 

correlation is troublesome, as it may lead to unreliable estimations from the ARDL model. 

 

The Breusch-Godfrey (LM) test is applied to test for autocorrelation in the errors in a regression 

model, therefore it makes use of the residual from the model being considered (Keele & Kelly, 

2006:187). Unlike the Durbin-Watson statistic for the residuals, the LM test may be used to test for 

higher order errors and is applicable whether there are lagged dependent variables or not. The 

Breusch-Godfrey test carries the following hypothesis-testing framework: 

 

H0: No serial correlation up to order p 
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H1: Serial correlation up to order p 

 
The following test statistic assists in ascertaining whether or not the residuals are serially correlated 

or not: 

 

𝑄12 = 𝑇(𝑇 + 2) ∑*   3
" 

…………..………….………………………………………………………… (4.6) 
5"$ 4&5 

 

Where: 

 
T denotes the number of captured observations in the series and p denotes the tested elevated order 

of  serial  correlation.  The 𝑟,   indicates  the  jth serial  correlation.  The  null  hypothesis  of  no  serial 

correlation is rejected in the event of the p-value being less than or equal to the significance level, 

thus suggesting that the residuals are serially correlated. In contrast, should the p-value be greater 

than the significance level it indicates that the residuals are not serially correlated. 

 
 Heteroscedasticity test 

 
Heteroscedasticity refers to the event when error terms within a model are not uniform in nature, 

therefore indicating inconsistency in the variance in error terms within the model (Hayakawa & 

Pesaran, 2015:112). Frequently, heteroscedasticity is present within a data set due to outliers 

contained in the data set. Another less frequent cause can be attributed to interpolation or 

extrapolation when manipulating data, which subsequently leads to ARDL estimators not to be the 

best liner unbiased estimators or “BLUE” and could result in unreliable conclusions. Thus, the 

Engle’s arch LM test is used to test for heteroscedasticity within the data, the test has the following 

hypothesis-testing framework: 

 

H0: Homoscedasticity 

 
H1: Heteroscedasticity 

 
The test statistic helps decide whether or not heteroscedasticity exists within the data: 

 
LME = nR2 .................................................................................................................................. (4.7) 

Where: 

 
n indicates the number of captured observations and R2 denotes the augmented residual regression 

resolution coefficient. In the event that the p-value is less than or equal to the significance level, the 

null hypothesis of homoscedastic data is rejected. Therefore, the rejection of the null hypothesis 

indicates that the data is heteroscedastic. In contrast, no heteroscedasticity exists when the p-value 

is greater than the significance level. 
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4.3.6.2 Stability diagnostic/recursive residual tests 
 

In addition to performing various residual diagnostic tests, the study also makes use of stability 

diagnostic tests to ensure consistency amongst the parameters of the various ARDL models over 

times (Seddighi, Lawler & Katos, 2000:82). Stability diagnostics are conducted by making use of 

various recursive residual tests, these tests plot the recursive residuals around zero and indicate 

standard errors at each point (Brooks, 2014:233). This in mind, stability is indicated by the residuals 

that then reside within the critical bounds of the standard errors. The study will use the cumulative 

sum of recursive residuals (CUSUM) test as well as the cumulative sum of squared residuals 

(CUSUMQ) test, which are methodised as follows: 

 

• Cumulative sum of recursive residuals (CUSUM) test 
 

The CUSUM statistic that resides within the normalised form of recursive residuals must be tested 

based on the null hypothesis of quintessential parameter stability (Brooks, 2014:232). This means 

that the CUSUM statistic is often zero, based on the predicted value or interference typically being 

zero (Brown, Durbin & Evans, 1975:154). Therefore, should the residuals resin outside of the 

standard error critical lines after estimation of the CUSUM test, the null hypothesis of quintessential 

parameter stability is rejected. According to Brown et al. (1975:154) the CUSUM test can be 

expressed as follows: 

 

Wt = ∑!
 

19𝑠 …………………………………………………………………………………………..(4.8) 

 

 

Thus: t = k + 1,…, T and s = ST / (T- k) 

Where: 

Wt denotes the recursive residual and s denotes the calculated standard deviation. t indicates the time 

necessary for a constant to diverge. Therefore, should 𝛿 represent a constant and 𝛿 continue to be 

constant at times, E (Wt) will then be equal to zero. Moreover, should 𝛿 diverge, then Wt will 

correspondingly diverge from the critical line of its zero mean value (E (Wt) = 0). Brown et al. 

(1975:154) assert this will then indicate that the significance of divergence from the critical line of 

zero mean value will be estimated by using two critical lines of five percent significance interval, 

which will then measure the level of stability and will determine whether or not the null hypothesis of 

quintessential parameter stability will be rejected. 

 

 Cumulative sum of squared recursive residuals (CUSUMQ) test 
 

The CUSUMQ test statistic finds its origin in the normalised form of the cumulative sum of squared 

residuals and can, as with the CUSUM test, be tested by means of the null hypothesis of 

quintessential parameter stability (Brooks, 2014:234). Although similar characteristics exist between 

the CUSUM and CUSUMQ tests, the CUSUMQ test plots the cumulative sum of squared residuals 
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and not that of the reclusive residuals such as the CUSUM test (Brown et al., 1975:153). The 

CUSUMQ statistic is expressed as follows: 

 

St = 
𝑆!9 = (∑!

 𝑤,) / (∑4 𝑤, 
 

……………………………………………………………. (4.9) 
 
 

Where: 

𝑆4 5"*6$     5 5"*6$     5 

 

t = t = k + 1,…, T, as well as the projected value of St for the null hypothesis of parameter stability is 

described as E(St) = (t - k) / (T - k). The most effective technique in capturing the values of 

significance, is to start from zero at t = k and then join at t = T. Therefore, the significance of the 

divergence of S from the projected value is projected by making use of a set of two diagonal critical 

lines. Both lines are estimated at the five percent confidence interval and are parallel to each other 

around the projected value (Brown et al., 1975:154). 

 

4.4 SYNOPSIS 

 
This chapter aimed at establishing and providing a discussion on the data selection procedures and 

statistical methods used in chapter 5. The methodological discussion provided the steps undertaken 

in establishing econometric models and techniques to be used in the estimation of the long-run and 

short-run relationships and causal linkages between South Africa’s economic growth and 

government size, government debt, government spending on social welfare and economic 

development as well as control of corruption and government effectiveness. Data employed in the 

study was sourced from various sources including the South African Reserve Bank, World Bank 

Worldwide Governance Indicators, the National Treasury of South Africa and Transparency 

International. The period encompassing the study was selected based on the available data, in 

particular the available data pertaining to government spending, which was not clearly stipulated 

prior to 1998. 

 

The chapter described the chosen sample period and reviewed the various tests employed in the 

study. It further justified the used modelling methods and framework thereof. The various tests 

conducted in the study were discussed, such tests include tests for unit roots and stationarity, the 

ARDL cointegration test, the Error Correction Model (ECM), the Toda-Yamamoto Granger non- 

causality test as well as various diagnostic and stability tests. The chapter further justified the use of 

the chosen ARDL model for the analysis of the study’s empirical objectives, thus the model was 

chosen due to its flexibility components in relation to traditional cointegration methods. The next 

chapter estimates the empirical tests employed in the study. 
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CHAPTER 5 

 
EMPIRICAL ESTIMATION, RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

 

 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 

 
The previous chapter outlined and discussed the econometric estimation approach which has been 

used by this study in order to analyses the long- and short-run impact of the independent variables 

on economic growth in South Africa. Chapter 4 specified and methodised the ARDL model that is 

applied in order to achieve the empirical objectives of the study. Additionally, econometric techniques 

necessary in ensuring the reliability of the ARDL estimation results were methodised (i.e. unit root 

tests, stationary tests and residual diagnostic tests). The present chapter presents the estimations 

and results established by making use of the ARDL cointegration model. The empirical analysis 

begins with graphical and descriptive representations of the movements in the dependent and 

independent variables under consideration across the sample period 1998 to 2018. 

 

Subsequently, the chapter presents the correlation results and the unit root and stationarity test 

results, which identifies the relationships between variables and determines the order of integration 

of each variable. As discussed in the preceding chapter, determining the order of integration of the 

variables is a condition of the application of the ARDL bounds test approach to cointegration. The 

previously stated estimations are conducted to assess the relationship between the chosen variables 

as mentioned in Section 4.2. Lastly, diagnostic tests are conducted on the chosen ARDL model, 

followed by a discussion of the findings, the recommendations and finally, the concluding remarks. 

 

5.2 GRAPHICAL ESTIMATIONS 

 
In conducting econometric testing, graphically plotting the residual series is an important tool in 

understanding the time series movements, as well as identifying possible deficiencies within the 

series. According to Lükepohl and Krätzig (2004:40) unusual residuals or deficiencies may be 

observed in the form of outliers, structural breaks or inhomogeneous variances. Deficiencies as 

mentioned above, may have a major influence on the accuracy and reliability of results, therefore 

identifying such deficiencies in each time series is crucial to econometric modelling and analysis 

(Chipeta, 2018:106). The graphical estimations were established and are demonstrated by Figure 

5.1, which illustrates the descriptive representation of the variable series in order to identify any 

deficiencies. 

 

According to Figure 5.1 below, which is based on the raw data of each variable of the study, GDP 

per capita has been increasing since 1998, however the steady upward trend was disturbed in 2007 

which can be linked to the global financial crisis as discussed in Section 3.5.1 (Giampiccoli, Lee & 

Nauright, 2015:229). The decline is visible between 2007 until 2009, and begun to recover post- 
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crisis until late 2010, early 2011, and then begun to decline. Since the disturbance, GDP per capita 

has been increasing at a declining rate and more recently a negative trend can be seen, indicating 

slow recovery within the South African economy. Government spending shows a slight upward trend 

from 1998 up until 2006, thereafter government spending begun to increase and has been rising 

yearly since 2006. 

 
Figure 5.1: Trend analysis and movement within variables (raw data) 
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Source: Compiled by author 

 
Social welfare spending, over the period of the study, has shown a consistent upward trend. As 

discussed in Section 3.2.2 South Africa has a high level of inequality and poverty, along with rising 

unemployment, therefore increased social welfare spending is a crucial tool in mitigating such 

challenges. By contrast, economic development spending showed a gradual increase between 1998 

and 2002, followed by a rapid increase between 2002 and 2009. Following 2009, a steady decline 

in spending can be observed between 2010 and 2015, thereafter economic development spending 

has been declining. As discussed in Section 2.5, in order for a country to be considered a 

developmental state economic development spending should exceed welfare spending. In addition, 

Section 3.5.4 discussed the NDP where the document clearly states the governments aspirations of 

becoming a developmental state. Therefore, government expenditure in South Africa contradicts the 

current adopted economic policy 

 

As depicted in Figure 5.1, government debt-service costs remained steady and relatively consistent 

between 1998 and 2008. However, since 2008 debt-service costs have been soaring and show no 

sign of relenting, as discussed in Section 3.3.4 the rapid increase in South Africa’s debt has been 

attributed to a widening gap between government spending and revenue collected post-crisis. The 

index for government effectiveness has been plunging 2003, indicating the South African 

government is less effective in carrying out tasks and in particular, less effective in servicing debt 

and reduced quality of service delivery. 

 

Lastly, the Corruption Control Index declined between 1998 and 2003, this indicates the government 

has a reduced institutional capacity and a low prosecution rate for corruption-related crimes. 

Following 2003 the index begun to rise and peaked in 2008, following 2008 the control of corruption 

index plummeted up until 2011 where it then started to increase. However, the increase in corruption 

control has been levelling off and subsequently begun to decline rapidly in 2016. As discussed in 

Section 3.3.3, corruption control within a country is fundamental in achieving various macro- 

economic and socio-economic objectives, lack of control over corruption will reduce the 

effectiveness with which all tiers of government function. The next section presents the results of the 

correlation analysis and unit root tests, as discussed in Section 4.3.3. 
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5.3 CORRELATION ANALYSIS AND UNIT ROOT TEST RESULTS 

 
Correlation analysis along with unit root testing forms the basis of any statistical estimation such as 

a regression (Ogbokor, 2015:124). Therefore, this section will present the correlation matrix results, 

the unit root test results, as well as the stationarity test. As previously discusses in section 4.2, the 

data of the variables in the study have been transformed to natural logarithm (L) in order to ensure 

that growth rates of the variables are determined and to reduce variation within the data sets. 

 
5.3.1 Correlation matrix results 

 

Table 5.1 reports the correlation coefficient matrix and includes all the variables that are under study. 

 
Table 5.1: Estimated correlation metric results 

 

Variable LGDP LGOVS LSWS LGOVD LEDS LGOVE LCORR 

LGDP 1.000000 
- - - - - 

      

LGOVS (0.937655) 1.000000      

 [0.0000] - - - - - 

 **  

LSWS (0.960033) (0.977465) 1.000000     

 [0.0000] [0.000] - - - - - 

 ** **  

LGOVD (0.757496) (0.912240) (0.853734) 1.000000    

 [0.0001] [0.0000] [0.0000] - - - - - 

 ** ** **  

LEDS (0.954953) (0.950209) (0.974884) (0.789916) 1.000000   

 [0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000] - - - - - 

 ** ** ** **  

LGOVE (-0.803216) (-0.926608) (-0.881182) (-0.917295) (-0.844125) 1.000000  

 [0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000] - - - - - 

 ** ** ** ** **  

LCORR (-0.650636) 
[0.0014] 

** 

(-0.738227) 
[0.0001] 

** 

(-0.748102) 
[0.0001] 

** 

(-0.716979) 
[0.0003] 

** 

(-0.711316) 
[0.0003] 

** 

(0.666633) 
[0.0010] 

** 

1.000000 
- - - - - 

Notes: ( ) denotes correlation coefficient, [ ] denotes P-value, & ** denotes significance at 1 percent. 

 
The results given in Table 5.2 report the correlation along with their corresponding t-statistic and 

probability values of each variable under study. Therefore, the strength of correlation or the 

relationship between variables is determined quantitatively by means of correlation coefficients. The 

value of the coefficient determines the correlation between variables, this value lies between -1 and 

one, where the correlation coefficient with a value of -1 indicates a strong inverse or negative 

relationship whiles a correlation coefficient of 1 indicates a strong positive linear relationship between 

variables. Additionally, a correlation coefficient of zero indicates that no correlation exists between 
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variables. In that case, no further investigation should be carried out regarding that particular 

relationship. 

 

Table 5.2 above shows LGDP, LGOVS, LSWS, LGOVD, LEDS, LGOVE and LCORR as denotations 

of the natural logarithms of GDP per capita, total government spending, social welfare spending, 

government debt-service costs, economic development spending, government effectiveness and 

corruption perception, respectively. With respect to the correlations between variables, Table 5.2 

shows that all the variables under the study have significant p-values at a 1 percent level of 

significance. This establishes that all the variables have either a positive or a negative correlation 

toward each other. LGDP has a strong positive correlation with LGOVS (0.937655), LSWS 

(0.960033), LGOVD (0.757496) and LEDS (0.954953). This suggests that as total government 

spending, social welfare spending, economic development spending and debt-service spending 

increases economic growth increases in the South African economy. Conversely, LGDP has a strong 

negative relationship with LGOVE (-0.803216) and LCORR (-0.650636). This suggests that the less 

effective government is deemed to be and the more corrupt the government is perceived to be has 

a negative impact on economic growth in South Africa. Similar results concerning corruption and 

economic growth were also found by Davoodi (2000), Wei and Wu (2002), Escaleras and Register 

(2016), Baum and Gupta (2017) and Trabelsi (2018); as mentioned in Section 2.6.2. *** 

 

5.3.2 Unit root test results 
 

This section will present the results of the unit root tests and the stationary test employed by the 

study in order to determine the order of integration of each variable. The estimation of an ARDL 

econometric model depends on whether the variables are integrated as I(0), I(1) or a mixture of I(0) 

and I(1) variables. Determining the order of integration of each variable is crucial, as a variable that 

is not integrated as I(0) or (1) cannot be used in the ARDL technique. The ADF and PP unit root 

tests are used to determine the unit roots and the KPSS stationarity test is used in order to determine 

the variables’ order of integration. 

 

As discusses in Section 4.3.3, the ADF and PP unit root tests tend to generate similar results, this 

both being biased toward the non-rejection of the null-hypothesis. This, therefore, leads to the use 

of the KPSS stationary test to confirm and assess the robustness of the ADF and PP unit root test 

results. Table 5.3 reports the ADF unit root tests results and Table 5.4 presents the PP unit root test 

results. 
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Table 5.3: Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) unit root test results 
 

 
 

 
Variables 

At Level I(0) At 1st Difference  
Results 

(Order of 
Integration) 

 
With intercept & 

without trend 

 
With intercept & 

trend 

 
Without trend 

t-stat P-value t-stat P-value t-stat P-value  

LGDP -2.486 0.1333 -2.1629 0.2245 -1.747 0.0427*** I(1) 

LGOVS -1.0026 0.7315 -1.0427 0.7167 -4.4735 0.0026*** I(1) 

LSWS -1.0098 0.7289 -2.5803 0.1141 -1.8945 0.0230*** I(1) 

LGOVD 1.6235 0.9990 -1.0890 0.6990 -4.9655 0.0048*** I(1) 

LEDS -1.5269 0.4998 -1.9026 0.3244 -4.0108 0.0069*** I1) 

LGOVE -0.0211 0.9457 1.0463 0.9953 -5.8639 0.0001*** I(1) 

LCORR -2.1395 0.2326 -2.1063 0.2443 -4.4659 0.0039*** I(1) 

(***) The rejection of the null hypothesis of not stationary at 1% significance level 

(**) The rejection of the null hypothesis of not stationary at 5% significance level 

(*) The rejection of the null hypothesis of not stationary at 10% significance level 

 
The ADF unit root test results as presented in Table 5.3 show the all variables are stationary at first 

difference, thus integrated of order one. All variables were first tested at a level without trend and 

when testing as non-stationary, trend was then considered. If the variables continued to prove non- 

stationary at level without trend, the final step was to difference them to first difference. Section 

4.3.3.1 provides the methodised decision rule for the ADF unit root test, which was taken into 

consideration whilst obtaining the results. The following table, Table 5.4 presents the PP unit root 

test results. 

 

Table 5.4: Phillips-Perron (PP) unit root test results 
 

 
 
 

Variables 

Level First Difference 
 

 
Order of 

Integration 

 
With intercept & 

without trend 

 
 

With intercept & trend 

 
 

Without trend 

t-stat P-value t-stat P-value t-stat P-value 
 

LGDP -2.4886 0.1333 -2.1459 0.2245 -1.747 0.0217*** I(1) 

LGOVS -1.3526 0.7315 -1.0427 0.7167 -4.4735 0.0026*** I(1) 

LSWS -1.0679 0.7289 -2.4526 0.1141 -1.8944 0.0001*** I(1) 
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LGOVD 1.6643 0.9990 -1.0890 0.6990 -4.9655 0.0020*** I(1) 

LEDS -1.5269 0.4998 -1.9566 0.3244 -5.0118 0.0059*** I1) 

LGOVE -0.1215 0.9457 1.0463 0.9953 -5.8639 0.0001*** I(1) 

LCORR -2.2781 0.2326 -2.0157 0.2443 -5.4789 0.0000*** I(1) 

(***) The rejection of the null hypothesis of not stationary at 1% significance level 

(**) The rejection of the null hypothesis of not stationary at 5% significance level 

(*) The rejection of the null hypothesis of not stationary at 10% significance level 

 

The results of the PP unit root test correspond with that of the ADF unit root test for all the variables 

considered in the study. All variables were first tested at a level without trend and when testing as 

non-stationary, trend was then considered. If the variables continued to prove non-stationary at level 

without trend, the final step was to difference them to first difference. Section 4.3.3.1 provides the 

methodised decision rule for the PP unit root test, which was consulted whilst obtaining and 

interpreting the above results. 

 

5.4 AUTOREGRESSIVE DISTRIBUTED LAG (ARDL) MODEL RESULTS: 

LONG- AND SHORT-RUN IMPACTS 

 

The preceding results in section 5.3 indicate that all the variables are stationary at I(1), and that none 

were stationary at I(2), this permits the use of the ARDL model approach. The ARDL bounds test 

approach to cointegration is used to determine the long-run impacts of government spending, social 

welfare spending, economic development spending, government debt spending, government 

effectiveness and corruption perception has on economic growth in South Africa. In doing so, the 

study will determine the long-run impacts of the above mentioned variables on economic growth. 

This will be done by testing the impacts of the independent variables on GDP as discussed in Section 

4.1. The current section will detail the optimal ARDL model, the ARDL bounds test followed by the 

model residual and stability diagnostic test results. 

 

5.4.1 Optimal ARDL model 
 

In order to determine the maximum number of lags to include in the ARDL model the Schwarz 

information criterion (SIC) was employed. The SIC has the ability to address issues of over-fitting by 

means of introducing a penalty term for the number of parameters. Thus, the SIC selected one lag 

as the maximum to include in the ARDL model regressing GDP as the dependent variable. Therefore 

the model sequence of the variables for equation 4.1 was ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0). Table 5.6 

details the optimal ARDL model for Equation 4.1. 
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Table 5.5: Optimal ARDL model selected 
 

 

ARDL Model 
Trend 

Specification 

 

Max no. of lags 
 

Optimal model 
 

R-Square 
 

Adj. R-Square 

Independent 
variables on 

GDP 

 
Constant level 

 
1 

 
(1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) 

 
99.97% 

 
99.96% 

The optimal ARDL model is estimated at a constant level without trend as described in Table 5.5 

with its corresponding R-square and adj. R-square values. The R-square value for the model implies 

that 99.97 percent of the variation in GDP can be explained by the regression with the independent 

variables. 

 

5.4.2 ARDL bounds test results: long-run impacts on GDP 
 

This section details the ARDL bounds test approach to cointegration, which is used to determine 

whether a long-run impact exists between the independent variables and GDP in the South African 

economy. Therefore, the ARDL bounds test results with lower- and upper-bound, the corresponding 

F-value and long-run equation are provided in Table 5.6. 

 

Table 5.6: Estimated ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) bound test results 
 

ARDL model Estimated F-value 

ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) 3.55 

Critical Value Bounds 

Significance levels Lower bound I(0) Upper bound (1) 

10% 1.75 2.87 

5% 2.04 3.24 

1% 2.66 4.05 

 

Table 5.6 shows that the estimated F-value for the ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) is 3.55, which 

exceeds the corresponding critical value bounds at 5 percent significance level. Therefore, the null 

hypothesis of no long-run impact is rejected. This indicates that long-run impacts running from 

government spending movements, government effectiveness and perceived corruption to GDP do 

exist in the South African economy. This suggests that although economic growth is affected by 

changes in government spending, economic growth is also affected by the level of perceived 

corruption and government effectiveness. The aforementioned empirical finding is consistent with 

various studies (Bose, Hague & Osborn, 2007:550; Mo, 2007:519; Gadinabokao & Daw, 2013; 

Chirwa & Odhiambo, 2016) that found government spending in South Africa is significantly related 

to economic growth making it a macroeconomic determinant. 
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The long-run equation, determined by making use of the ARDL bounds test, is indicated by equation 

5.1 below. 

 
Long-run equation: LGDP = 0.5952 + 1.6509*GOVS + 1.1329*LSWS + 0.2988LGOVD + 

0.0329*LEDS - 0.1198LGOVE - 0.5424LCORR ...................................................................... (5.1) 

 

 
The long-run equation, which corresponds with the long-run impact, was determined by the bounds 

test results for the ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) presented in Table 5.7, and shows that government 

spending (government size), social welfare spending, economic development spending and 

government debt-service spending all have a positive long-run impact on economic growth in South 

Africa. The corruption perception index and government effectiveness index both have a long-run 

negative impact on economic growth in the South African economy, this is mainly due to the 

reduction in government effectiveness and corruption control in the country. 

 

The long-run equation further shows that a one percent increase in government spending will lead 

to a 1.65 percent increase in economic growth in the long run. This suggests that government 

spending is effective in stimulating economic growth in South Africa, and does not have a negative 

correlation with economic growth, as found by previous studies (Bittencourt, Van Eyden & Seleteng, 

2014; Dunne & Tian, 2015; Phiri, 2019). The equation also indicates that a one percent increase in 

economic development spending will lead to a 0.0329 percent increase in economic growth in the 

long-run. This is consistent with the findings of Strauch (2008) which was discussed in Section 2.6.2, 

where economic development spending is considered public investment spending and has a positive 

relationship with economic growth in the long-run. Lastly, the long-run equation shows that a one 

percent increase in social welfare spending will lead to a 1.13 percent increase in economic growth 

in the long-run. This finding is consistent with those discussed in Section 2.6.2 where Lee and Chang 

(2006) also found a positive long-run relationship between social expenditure and economic growth, 

however, Clemente, Marcello and Montañes (2012) found no evidence of such a relationship. 

 
5.4.3 The error correction model (ECM) results and short-run impacts on GDP 

 

This section presents the short-run dynamic parameters obtained by making use of the ECM, this 

follows the long-run impacts determined using the bounds test in the previous section. As discussed 

in Section 4.3.4, the ARDL model produces the ECM, by presenting the error correction term (ECT), 

the ECT estimates the short-run adjustments of the variables therefore determining speed of 

adjustment. The speed of adjustment of the variables in the previous period, will indicate the length 

of time it will take for the variables to return to equilibrium (Pesaran et al., 2001:308). Thus, Table 

5.7 presents the ECM results for the ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0). 
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Table 5.7: Estimated ECM results 
 

ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Probability 

LGOVS 1.165097 4.841372 -0.240654 0.0000*** 

LSWS 1.132912 3.919611 0.289037 0.1474 

LEDS 0.032862 0.170014 -0.193291 0.2432 

LCORR 0.542381 1.465066 0.370209 0.0223** 

LGOVD 0.298777 1.514339 0.197299 0.0000*** 

LGOVE 0.119766 0.562210 0.213028 0.0852* 

ECT(-1) 0.350100 0.158010 -2.215100 0.0345** 

 (***) denotes significance at 1% level, (**) denotes significance at 5% level and (*) 
denotes significance at 10% level 

Source: Compiled by author 

 
The estimated ECM results with the short-run dynamic coefficients for the ARDL bound test results 

for the ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) is presented in Table 5.8 above. The ECT coefficient is 

0.350100 and is significant at the 1 percent significance level, which indicates that around 35 percent 

of any previous disequilibrium between GDP and independent variables is re-established back to 

long-run equilibrium in each year. Thus, it takes roughly 2.85 (1/0.350100) years for any changes in 

the independent variables to have an impact on GDP. 

 

Therefore, in the long-run causality runs through the ECT from independent variables to GDP. This 

result confirms that government spending, corruption perception and government effectiveness 

movements have a long-run impact on GDP in the South African economy. In the short-run, LGOVS, 

LCORR, LGOVD and LGOVE have positive and statistically significant short-run coefficients, 

meaning that increases in LGOVS, LCORR, LGOVD and LGOVE will increase GDP by 1.165 

percent, 0.542 percent, 0.298 percent and 0.119 percent in the short-run, respectively. In order to 

test whether the bounds test and ECM results estimated by the ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) are 

accurate and not misleading, the following section presents the model residual and stability 

diagnostic test results obtained in assessment of the ARDL model. 

 

5.4.4 Toda-Yamamoto Granger Non-Causality test 
 

The ARDL model provides estimates for the presence or absence of long-run cointegration between 

the considered variables, the approach also provides estimates for the direction of causality. As 

discussed in Section 4.3.5 the study employed the Toda-Yamamoto non-causality test to analyse 

the causal relationship between economic growth and the independent variables government 

spending, economic development spending, government debt-service spending, social welfare 
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spending, corruption perception and government effectiveness. Table 5.8 provides the results of the 

Toda-Yamamoto causality test. 

 

Table 5.8: Toda-Yamamoto results 
 

Dependent variable: LGDP 

Independent variables P-value Result 

LGOVS 0.1913 No causal relationship 

LSWS 0.0731* Causal relationship exists 

LGOVD 0.0014*** Causal relationship exists 

LEDS 0.3235 No causal relationship 

LGOVE 0.3027 No causal relationship 

LCORR 0.2745 No causal relationship 

All variables 0.0718* Causal relationship exists 

 

 

Dependent variable: LGOVS 

LGDP 0.0090*** Causal relationship exists 

LSWS 0.0483** Causal relationship exists 

LGOVD 0.2242 No causal relationship 

LEDS 0.1061 No causal relationship 

LGOVE 0.6291 No causal relationship 

LCORR 0.7135 No causal relationship 

All variables 0.0000*** Causal relationship exists 

 

 

Dependent variable: LSWS 

LGDP 0.4658 No causal relationship 

LGOVS 0.6256 No causal relationship 

LGOVD 0.3190 No causal relationship 

LEDS 0.09657 No causal relationship 

LGOVE 0.1956 No causal relationship 

LCORR 0.9723 No causal relationship 

All variables 0.1615 No causal relationship 
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Dependent variable: LGOVD 

LGDP 0.0090*** Causal relationship exists 

LGOVS 0.0538* Causal relationship exists 

LSWS 0.3415 No causal relationship 

LEDS 0.2751 No causal relationship 

LGOVE 0.0055*** Causal relationship exists 

LCORR 0.6417 No causal relationship 

All variables 0.0004*** Causal relationship exists 

 

 

Dependent variable: LEDS 

LGDP 0.0383** Causal relationship exists 

LGOVS 0.4104 No causal relationship 

LSWS 0.0374** Causal relationship exists 

LGOVD 0.7555 No causal relationship 

LGOVE 0.8883 No causal relationship 

LCORR 0.8727 No causal relationship 

All variables 0.8173 No causal relationship 

 

 

Dependent variable: LGOVE 

LGDP 0.1308 No causal relationship 

LGOVS 0.0150** Casual relationship exists 

LSWS 0.0910* Casual relationship exists 

LEDS 0.1090 No causal relationship 

LGOVD 0.0281** Casual relationship exists 

LCORR 0.7395 No causal relationship 

All variables 0.0000*** Casual relationship exists 

 

 

Dependent variable: LCORR 

LGDP 0.3126 No causal relationship 

LGOVS 0.0718* Causal relationship exists 

LSWS 0.1318 No causal relationship 
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LEDS 0.1954 No causal relationship 

LGOVD 0.1022 No causal relationship 

LGOVE 0.3810 No causal relationship 

All variables 0.0227* Causal relationship exists 

(***) denotes significance at 1 percent level, (**) denotes significance at 5 percent level and (*) denotes 
significance at 10 percent level. 

Source: Compiled by author 

 
Table 5.8 presents the short-run causal relationship between individual variables as well as the short- 

run relationship between each variable compared to all other variables. The results indicate that 

government debt has a significant, bilateral causal relationship with economic growth in the short- 

run at a one percent significance level. This implies that the current level of government debt-service 

costs in South Africa has a positive causal relationship with economic growth in the short-run. These 

findings are supported by Chiu and Lee (2017), Fincke and Greiner (2015) and Égert (2015), who 

found government debt payments to have a positive and significant bilateral relationship with 

economic growth within developing countries. 

 

Additionally, results show that social welfare spending has a significant, unilateral causal relationship 

with economic growth at the ten percent level of significance. This implies that government spending 

on welfare-related functions contributes to the economic growth of the country in the short-run. These 

results are inconsistent with those found by others (Baum & Lin, 1993; Romero-Avila & Strauch, 

2008; Yasin, 2011), where spending on social welfare was found to have a negative relationship with 

economic growth in South Africa, and have been discussed in Section 2.6.2. 

 

The results presented in Table 5.9 further show that the size of government as well as government 

effectiveness have a significant, bilateral causal relationship with government debt payments at a 

ten and one percent significance level respectively. This therefore, implies that an increase in the 

size of government/total government spending contributes to increased debt-service costs. 

Government effectiveness, as discussed in Section 3.3.5, has been declining and therefore may 

possibly explain the causal relationship it has with debt-service costs in South Africa. Furthermore, 

according to the results in Table 5.9, government size has a significant, bilateral relationship with 

both government effectiveness and corruption perception at the five and ten percent level of 

significance. 

 

Furthermore, the results show economic growth has a significant, positive bilateral relationship with 

economic development spending and total government spending/government size at the five and 

one percent level of significance. This implies economic growth in South Africa causes an increase 

in total spending and economic development spending in the short-run. It is important to note, 

economic growth does not have a causal relationship with social welfare spending in the short-run. 
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5.4.5 ARDL model diagnostic test results 
 

The optimal ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0), the results of the ARDL bounds test and the results of 

the Toda-Yamamoto Non-Granger causality test have been reported and discussed. This section 

will report and interpret the results that were obtained by means of the residual and stability 

diagnostic tests performed on the ARDL model. These tests indicate that the results are not 

inaccurate or misleading. Therefore, Table 5.9 reports the residual diagnostic test results. 

 

Table 5.9: Residual diagnostic test results 
 

 

 
Residual diagnostic tests 

ARDL model 

ARDL (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0) 

P-value Decision 

Normality Test 0.6571* Do not reject H0 

Serial-correlation Breusch- 
Godfrey (LM test) 

0.5834* Do not reject H0 

Heteroscedasticity Test: 
ARCH 

0.6427* Do not reject H0 

Source: Compiled by author 

 
As discussed in Section 4.3.6.1, the null hypothesis for the Jarque-Bera (JB) normality test is normal 

distribution, while the null hypothesis for the Lagrange multiplier (LM) serial correlation is no serial 

correlation. The null hypothesis for the Engle’s arch heteroscedasticity test is homoscedasticity. 

Thus, Table 5.8 indicates that the variables in the ARDL model are normally distributed, are 

unsusceptible to serial-correlation and are homoscedastic. This means that none of the 

aforementioned null hypotheses are rejected, which implies that both the bounds test and results for 

the ARDL model (1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,) are accurate and not misleading. 

 

Figure 5.2 and 5.3 show the results of the CUSUM and the cumulative sum of squared recursive 

residuals (CUSUMQ) that were performed on the ARDL model. These results show the outside 

critical lines at five percent level of significance, while the blue lines denote the statistics of CUSUM 

and CUSUMQ. Therefore, it can be deduced that that there is no instability of residuals as the 

CUSUM and CUSUMQ statistics lines remain inside the lines of stability. 
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Figure 5.2: Stability diagnostic test results (CUSUM) 

 

Source: Compiled by author. 

 

 
Figure 5.3: Stability diagnostic test results (CUSUMQ) 

 

 

Source: Compiled by author 

 

 
5.5 SYNOPSIS 

 
The main objective of this chapter was to present empirically the impact of the South African 

government’s spending allocations along with government effectiveness and the perception of 

corruption on economic growth. In achieving this objective, an ARDL and Today-Yamamoto 

Causality model was conducted in conjunction with various other econometric techniques (unit root 

tests, residual diagnostics and stability diagnostic tests) which were used to estimate the long-run 

and short-run relationship between the independent and dependent variables. As such, this chapter 
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began with presenting the graphical estimations of the variables as a means to analyse and 

determine specific trends present within the raw data. The graphical estimations were followed by 

the selected unit root and stationarity tests, namely the augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) unit root 

test, Philips-Perron (PP) unit root test and the KPSS stationary test. Based on the results of the 

above mentioned tests, all the variables were found to be integrated at I(1), thus none of the variables 

were stationary at I(0) or I(2). The KPSS stationarity test further confirmed the validity of both the 

ADF and PP unit root test, therefore allowing the study to continue under the knowledge that the 

data is in fact stationary. 

 

Furthermore, the correlation matrix was performed to evaluate the relationship between the 

dependent variables and the independent variables employed under the study. The study found that 

correlation between economic growth per capita and four of the six independent variables namely; 

social welfare spending, economic development spending, debt-service costs and total government 

spending have a significant positive relationship with economic growth at the one percent 

significance level. Therefore, this implies that these variables contribute to increased growth per 

capita in South Africa. Conversely, the two indexes which were employed a variable under the study, 

corruption control and government effectiveness, were found to have a significant negative 

relationship with economic growth at the one percent level of significance. Thus implying both of the 

indexes contribute to decreased economic growth in South Africa in the long-run. These negative 

relationships exist possibly due to the fact that both indexes have been declining over the last 

decade, indicating less effective government and less control of corruption. 

 

Additionally, the chapter then presented the results obtained by making use of the ARDL model to 

estimate the long-run relationships and the Toda-Yamamoto model to estimate the short-run impact 

of the independent variables (total government spending, social welfare spending, debt-service 

costs, economic development spending, government effectiveness and corruption control) on the 

dependent variable (economic growth per capita). The results indicated that both short-run and long- 

run relationships exist between the independent variables and the dependent variables employed 

under the study. 

 

In the long-run, there is evidence that total government spending, social welfare spending, economic 

development spending and government debt-service spending all have a positive long-run impact 

on economic growth in South Africa. Additionally, the corruption control index and government 

effectiveness index both were found to have a long-run negative impact on economic growth in the 

South African economy. 

 

In the short-run, there is evidence that government debt-service costs have a significant, bilateral 

causal relationship with economic growth in the short-run at a one percent significance level. This 

means that LGOVD Granger causes LGDP, and LGDP Granger causes LGOVD. Social welfare 

spending has a significant, unilateral causal relationship with economic growth at the ten percent 
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level of significance. This means that LSWS Granger causes LGDP but not the other way around. 

The size of government/government size was found to have a significant, bilateral causal relationship 

with government debt-service costs at a ten percent significance level. This means that LGOVS 

Granger causes LGOVD, and LGOVD Granger causes LGOVS. Government effectiveness was 

found to have a significant bilateral relationship with debt-service costs at a one percent level of 

significance. This means that LGOVE Granger causes LGOVD, and LGOVD Granger causes 

LGOVE. Economic growth was found to have a significant, positive bilateral relationship with 

economic development spending at the five percent level of significance. This means that LGDP 

Granger causes LEDS, and LEDS Granger causes LGDP. Economic growth was found to have a 

significant, positive bilateral relationship with total government spending at the one percent level of 

significance. This means that LGDP Granger causes LGOVS, and LGOVS Granger causes LGDP. 

 

The final chapter of the study will present a summary of the study, underscore pertinent findings, 

outline the limitations of the study and most importantly draw conclusions based on the realisation 

of the set objectives. Therefore, with the objectives of the study in mind, the current and previous 

chapters assisted in the analysis both theoretically and empirically as a means to better understand 

the relationship between the government and economic growth in South Africa. Furthermore, within 

the set framework of the investigation, recommendations for interventions will be made and future 

opportunities for research will be put forth. 
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CHAPTER 6 

 
SUMMARY, RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSION 

 

 

6.1 INTRODUCTION 

 
The role of government within society has been a topic of much research and debate since the 

inception of economics. The success of highly active government in certain countries has prompted 

much interest and a substantial amount of economic research has been carried out in this respect. 

Given the current economic situation in South Africa, the current study attempts to identify the 

successes and failures linked to the size and type of government in the country. In addition, the 

effectiveness with which government reaches objectives and the perceived control of corruption 

within the country are additional points of interest in this study. This chapter starts off by providing a 

summary of the research, highlighting the main contributions of the first five chapters and 

subsequently determining whether the theoretical objectives were met. This is followed by a review 

of the main findings relating to the derived empirical objectives. Thereafter, the chapter provides 

recommendations and elaborates on the perceived limitations of the study. Finally, the chapter 

concludes by providing the concluding remarks on the study. 

 

6.2 SUMMARY OF THE STUDY 

 
The study was centred on analysing the impact of the size and type of government intervention on 

economic growth in South Africa. In order to do so, variables relating to the actions of government, 

the effectiveness of government and the control the government has over corruption were included 

in the study. Hence, the study is categorised into six chapters and were structured as follows: 

 

Chapter 1 served the purpose of introducing the study and the intended framework of the study. The 

chapter provides a brief background on the current macro-economic and socio-economic landscape 

across the world with specific focus on South Africa. The chapter underscores the importance of 

having a clear understanding of the purpose and functions of the government, especially when 

concerned with the economic growth and development of a country. Based on the challenges 

identified in this chapter, one primary objective, five theoretical objectives and four empirical 

objectives were formulated, which are presented in Section 1.4. Furthermore, the chapter explained 

the research design and methodology according to the selected sample and collected data. 

Additionally, the empirical section of the study and the statistical model that was used in Chapter 5, 

was discussed in Section1.5. 

 

Chapter 2 gave in-depth insight into the existing literature by providing a literature review related to 

government intervention, economic growth theories, theories of intervention and empirical evidence 

relevant to the study. The first theoretical objective was to provide a literature review on government 
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intervention in general. Included in the theoretical analysis were various theories of economic growth 

and economic intervention. In line with the second theoretical objective linkages and theories relating 

to the chosen variables of the study were discussed both in the global and South African context. 

Theories of economic growth included the Keynesian theory, Classical theory and modern theories 

on the determinants of economic growth. Furthermore, the chapter provided a theoretical overview 

of the developmental and welfare state models of intervention which is in line with the third theoretical 

objective, as a means to better understand the main types of government intervention in modern 

economics. Lastly, Section 2.6.2 of the chapter presented empirical findings relevant to the study 

with regards to the variables including the composition of government spending, government 

effectiveness, corruption control, and government debt with economic growth. 

 

Chapter 3 had the purpose of providing an understanding on the trends present in the selected 

variables in the South African context, and set out to fulfil the last theoretical objective of the study. 

The chapter assessed the trends of the associated variables as well as the previous and current 

national economic policies adopted in South Africa. A in-depth review of South Africa’s past and 

present economic policies was conducted in order to better understand the link between the 

government’s actions and economic policy in the country. Lastly, the chapter conducted various case 

studies on both developed and developing countries as a means to compare these cases with the 

South African case. As well as to identify best practice principles from reviewing the success and 

failures of similar economies. 

 

Chapter 4 outlined the methodological framework which reviewed and justified the use of the ARDL 

model approach to cointegration. The study was based on the functionalist paradigm which set the 

philosophical foundation of the study, and defined the manner in which the results would be 

interpreted. Given that study aimed to analyse the relationships between the chosen variables of the 

study in both the long-run and the short-run the ARDL model was chosen. Furthermore, the ARDL 

model was used due to the small sample size selected for the study. The methods used to estimate 

the ARDL model in order to achieve the set objectives of the study, were justified through theoretic 

and empirical research. The sample period of the study was chosen based on the availability of data, 

and therefore the period of the study began in 1998 as data concerning government spending was 

not available prior to this. 

 

Chapter 5 consisted of the empirical estimation, results and discussion. Results were obtained by 

applying the empirical techniques as discussed in Chapter 4 and then presented in relevant tables 

and figures as a means of analysing the results concisely. Lastly, the achieved estimates and results 

were summarised and discussed, taking into account the empirical findings. 
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6.3 REALISATION OF OBJECTIVES 

 
This section gives a synopsis of how this study was conducted based on the primary aim, to 

determine the impact of government intervention on achieving economic growth in South Africa. 

Therefore, the following section will outline the set objectives namely the primary objective, 

theoretical objectives and the empirical objectives. 

 

6.3.1 Primary objective 
 

The primary objective of the study was to analyse the impact of the South African governments 

intervention and the size of government on economic growth in the South African economy. The 

study had a particular focus on government spending in the country over the period of the study. In 

order to fulfil the said primary objective, the study undertook steps in fulfilling the relevant theoretic 

and empirical objectives. 

 

6.3.2 Theoretical objectives 
 

A thorough literature and theoretical review was conducted in the study as a means to establish a 

concise understanding of the concepts and approaches surrounding the research problem and the 

primary objective. Pertinent theoretical objectives were set as a means to fulfil the primary objective, 

as stated above. In order to achieve these objectives, a structured outline was followed along with 

relevant discussions pertaining to the subject matter. The theoretical objectives were defined and 

achieved as follows: 

 

• To provide definitions, concepts and approaches in relation to the variables and key themes 

of the study. 

To achieve this objective, section 2.2.1 of Chapter two established a distinction between variables 

including economic growth, government intervention, types of government spending as well as key 

themes relevant to the topic such as institutions, corruption and effective governance. Definitions 

concerning key themes in the study were also provided. In addition, the section outlined the 

importance of intervention classification as a means to better coordinate the roles and functions of 

government, in the case of this study the two main types of intervention were characterised as being 

the welfare state intervention approach and the developmental state intervention approach. 

Furthermore, the strong link between government intervention, government spending and 

subsequent economic growth was discussed. 

 

• To discuss theories and linkages relating to economic growth, government intervention, 

government size, government debt and government spending. 

 

To provide a clear foundation for the study, section 2.3 detailed existing theories of government 

intervention this included Classical theory of government intervention, Keynesian theory of 



Chapter 6: Summary, recommendations and conclusions 107  

government intervention and various modern perspectives on government intervention. Theoretical 

framework concerning government intervention serves as a key foundational aspect for the rest of 

the study. Section 2.4 detailed economic growth theories relevant to the study, these included 

Neoclassical growth theory, Endogenous growth theory and determinants of economic growth. 

Furthermore, section 2.4 linked each theory to the current study. 

 

• To establish a theoretic understanding of developmental state and welfare state 

classification. 

Seeing as the study focused largely on the disaggregation of public spending into two broad 

categories, namely social welfare spending and economic development spending, section 2.5 is of 

utmost importance to the study as it provides the link between government spending and government 

intervention. Subsection 2.5.1 discussed the developmental state approach, which is concerned with 

increased economic development spending and high levels of government intervention in order to 

achieve rapid and sustained economic growth. Subsection 2.5.2 discussed the welfare state 

intervention approach, which is concerned with increased social welfare spending as a means to 

stimulate economic growth and development through the reduction of poverty and inequality. The 

classification of the above mentioned approaches, is essential to the study as South Africa’s national 

economic policy expresses the need for a developmental approach for growth and development. 

 

• To review empirical findings concerning the relationship between the composition of 

spending, size of government and government effectiveness with economic growth 

internationally and in South Africa. 

 

From the empirical review on the relationship between government expenditure and economic 

growth, covered in section 2.6, both the aggregate and individual spending categories were reviewed 

with regards to their relationship with economic growth. In section 2.6 empirical literature was 

reviewed internationally, in sub-Saharan Africa and in South Africa. More developed regions 

displayed contrasting results with those from sub-Saharan Africa and South Africa. The results 

concerning various types of spending as well as total government spending and the relationship with 

economic growth in South Africa were mixed. Thus, indicating a gap does in fact exist in the research 

as a consensus, concerning the variables under consideration, has not yet been reached. 

 

• To provide a review of South Africa’s growth and development policies. 

 
Moreover, the study outlined and discussed pertinent economic growth and development policies in 

section 3.5 of Chapter 3. Discussion on the selected national economic policies focused on those 

that are concerned with economic growth and development, and those that were established within 

the post-apartheid era. The policies discussed in Section3.5 include the Growth, Employment and 

Redistribution (GEAR), the Accelerated and Shared Growth Initiative for South Africa (ASGISA), the 

Industrial Policy Action Plan (IPAP), the New Growth Path (NGP) and the National Development 
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Plan. Each policy was briefly evaluated concerning their subsequent successes and failures, 

therefore comparing the predicted outcomes of the policies with the actual outcomes once the 

polices were adopted. Finally, the discussion also brought focus to the specific objectives relating to 

government intervention and government spending. 

 

6.3.3 Empirical objectives 
 

In order to fulfil the primary objective of the research, the study also set out to accomplish various 

empirical objectives as outlined below. 

 

• To provide a status quo analysis of all the variables used in the study, as well as the trends 

present, through descriptive analysis, in social and economic development spending within 

the period considered for the study. 

 

Section 3.2 in Chapter 3 provided a brief overview of the South African economy and included 

discussions on socio-economic and macro-economic issues present in the country. The objective 

was further achieved in section 3.3 by establishing graphical and tabulated representations of the 

trends and patterns of South Africa’s economic growth, economic development, corruption, 

government debt, government effectiveness and size of government. The representation of the 

above mentioned variables served as an important part of the study as it allowed for various trends 

and patterns to be identified for the period under consideration. Additionally, section 3.4 provided an 

in-depth overview of government spending over the period of the study, as well as a detailed 

breakdown of the most recent national budget. Furthermore, a comparison was made between 

government expenditure and revenue in order to better understand the gap present in the current 

national budget. 

 

• To determine the long-run and short-run relationships between corruption perception, 

government effectiveness, social welfare spending, economic development spending, 

government debt and government size with economic growth. 

 

To achieve this objective, Section 5.4.1 to 5.4.3 of Chapter 5 established the results of the types of 

government spending, as mentioned above, government effectiveness and corruption control with 

economic growth in South Africa. The study made use of the ARDL model to determine the long-run 

relationship between the variables and the Toda-Yamamoto Granger non-Causality test to determine 

the short-run relationships between the variables. In the long-run, there is evidence that total 

government spending, social welfare spending, economic development spending and government 

debt-service spending all have a positive long-run impact on economic growth in South Africa. 

Additionally, the corruption control index and government effectiveness index both were found to 

have a long-run negative impact on economic growth in the South African economy. 
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In the short-run, there is evidence that government debt-service costs have a significant, bilateral 

causal relationship with economic growth in the short-run at a one percent significance level. This 

means that LGOVD Granger causes LGDP, and LGDP Granger causes LGOVD. Social welfare 

spending has a significant, unilateral causal relationship with economic growth. 

 

• To determine if causality exists between the variables, and if so, the direction of causality. 
 

The study analysed the causal-movements amongst economic growth and the study regressors by 

means of the Toda-Yamamoto Granger non-causality test. The findings exhibited evidence of a 

bilateral causal relationship between government debt-service costs and economic growth; total 

government spending and government debt-service costs; government effectiveness and debt- 

service costs; total government spending and corruption control and economic growth and total 

government spending. Additionally, a unilateral relationship was found between social welfare 

spending and economic growth. 

 

• To compare economic development spending and social welfare spending in South Africa, 

as a measure to classify the type of state that exists concisely. 

 

In order to achieve this objective a review was done on the national budget in Section 3.4.2, where 

it was found that the government spent more on social welfare than economic development for the 

year 2018. This indicates, according to the theory discussed in Section 2.5.2, South Africa may be 

better defined as a welfare state rather than a developmental state. As discussed in Section 3.5.4 

the South African government has expressed the desire to become a capable developmental state, 

however, based on the above mentioned finding the interventionist and spending behaviour of the 

government does not coincide with this aspiration. 

 

6.4 STUDY CONTRIBUTION 

 
As is evident throughout the study, various scholars have analysed the impact of government 

spending on economic growth in South Africa. However, little research has been conducted on 

specific types of government spending on economic growth in South Africa. Existing evidence on 

the matter remains inconclusive as different findings and results have been achieved. Additionally, 

few studies have made use of the ARDL approach when analysing the impacts of government 

spending on economic growth in South Africa. Thus, it is an important factor for consideration as a 

variety of methods have been used often yielding dissimilar results. 

 

6.5 LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY AND FUTURE RESEARCH 

 
Limitations of the study may arise from the availability of data, as data regarding the national budget 

in South Africa was found to be vague and/or unavailable prior to 1998. Additionally, the use of 

indexes to measure government effectiveness and the control of corruption are not exact measures 
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and are merely based upon perception of a number of professionals in their field. Therefore, future 

research may consider using the number of reported cases of corruption and the rate of prosecution 

to better understand the extent of corruption in the country. Moreover, government effectiveness can 

perhaps be better measured by analysing a particular function within government and the outcome 

with regards to the set objective concerning that function over time. Future research may benefit by 

including each category of government spending in the theoretic and empirical analysis, rather than 

three broad categories as is the case in this study. Further studies may also make use of alternative 

methodologies in examining the impact of government spending on economic growth in South Africa. 

Lastly, further research could be conducted using a country comparison approach in order to better 

understand the behaviour and relationships between variables. Comparing the case of South Africa 

to other sub-Saharan African countries or similar developing countries might be beneficial in gaining 

a better understanding and obtaining more concise and accurate results. 

 

6.6 RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
Considering both the theoretical and empirical findings in the study, notable recommendations can 

be drawn concerning challenges regarding subdued economic activity, national economic policy and 

government spending in South Africa. In order to curb the countries sustained low economic growth, 

substandard economic policy and unproductive spending the following recommendations are put 

forward: 

 

• Monitor and promote the quality, communication and optimal size of institutions 

 
Quality institutions, as discussed Section 2.4.3, are a significant determinant for economic growth; 

all determinants of growth (physical capital, human capital, investment) are directly influenced by 

institutions (Rodrik, 2002). Therefore, government should monitor and evaluate existing institutions 

regularly for timely feedback that allows for faster and more agile adjustments to the ever changing 

macro-economic environment. In doing so, government will avoid delays in achieving economic 

objectives and create an enabling environment for improved economic growth and development. 

Additionally, Haas and Jones (20170 have linked strong institutions increased economic 

development through rapid urbanisation and increased investor confidence. Furthermore, clear 

communication and coordination is needed between all tiers of government as well as an increased 

level of autonomy, as mentioned in Section 2.2.1 autonomy ensures the decision-making process 

remains with the best interest of society in mind. Section 2.6.1 discussed the optimal size of 

government for optimal economic growth and development, in Section 3.3.6 the size of the South 

African government was discussed. It was found that compared to all other sectors in the economy 

that have been employing less and less annually the only sector which has maintained an increase 

in employment has been the public sector. This is a cause for concern, as the size of government 

continues to grow and the private sector continues to shrink, therefore it can be deduced that the 

South African government is bloated and by most interpretations ineffective in achieving set 
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economic objectives in line with the the National Development Plan. Therefore, it is recommended 

that in order to achieve objectives and create a growth enhancing environments the public sector 

needs to reduce its size (Festus, Kasongo, Moses & Yu, 2016:583). 

 

• Create and establish state-owned entities that serve as model/pilot entities 

 
Establishing state-owned entities that serve as a best practice model creates an example of how 

best to utilise resources and technology in order to achieve maximum levels of productivity. As 

discussed in Section 2.5.1, Japan took this approach as a means to ensure high levels of productivity 

and efficient resource allocation, which resulted in relatively high rates of economic growth in the 

country. Having a model entity serve as a an example of high productivity and minimal resource 

wastage, allows smaller privately owned entities to adopt similar methods of production. For 

example, South African state-owned entity and utility provider, Eskom, has been in decline for many 

years finding itself in an ever weakening financial position and costing the country billions in bail- 

outs (Section 3,2). Thus, the South African government needs to take another stance when 

considering state-owned entities, and instead of jeopardising the overall health of the economy, 

contribute to the wellbeing of the economy. 

 
• A more balanced national budget 

 
Considering the national budget, reviewed in Section 3.4.2, government spending in South Africa is 

uneven with regards to economic development spending and social welfare spending. Since 2012 

spending on economic development has been declining, which is a cause for concern, as this type 

of spending enhances the infrastructure and general levels of public investment (Coccia, 2017:21). 

Increasing social security demand has put strain on the general fiscus and government has felt an 

increasing pressure to provide quality education for all. Although social investment spending is 

crucial in moving the country towards a higher level of democracy, the infrastructural development 

in South Africa has been put on the back burner. Therefore, it is recommended that the government 

take a more balanced approach in its plight for economic growth and development. Additionally, the 

government should aim to maintain taxation as is rather than further pressure South African citizens 

with exorbitant taxation levels in the future. Government should also reduce the possibility of 

incurring more debt, as discussed in Section 3.3.4, the current debt levels in South Africa are 

unsustainable in the long-run, also the government has been allocating more funds to servicing debt 

than it is able to allocate to other crucial sectors in the country (Saungweme & Odhiambo, 2018:177). 

 
• Ensure national economic policy is better implemented and regularly monitored and 

evaluated for success and failures as a means to ensure economic growth is enhanced 

 
As is evident in the case study Section 3.6, each country with strong economic policy that was 

correctly implemented were able to achieve and maintain high levels of economic growth and 
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development. The ability to create and implement concise economic policy, enhances the growth 

outcomes within a country. In Section 3.6 Singapore’s industrial policy was reviewed and discussed, 

and has often been linked to the unprecedented rates of economic growth experienced in the 

country. The policy protects and promotes infant industries, through regulation of foreign competition 

and subsidising key infant industries. Furthermore, the government reduces the amount of 

intervention it carries out with regards to private sector businesses allowing the growth of the private 

sector resulting in improved economic growth and employment opportunities. India’s economic 

policy brought much focus onto the technology sector, and heavily invested in the sector in order to 

enhance the country’s growth and competitiveness. Therefore, it is recommended that the South 

African government streamline their economic policy with economic growth and development being 

the key features in mind. The government can further investigate and identify crucial industries within 

the country, and create a better environment which facilitates the growth of such industries, instead 

of over regulation and taxation. 

 

6.7 CONCLUDING REMARKS 

 
The main aim of the study was based on analysing the impact of the size and type of government 

intervention on economic growth in South Africa. The study specifically determined that the actions 

of government have a strong impact on the economic growth and development within a country. 

Government action stems from the adopted economic policy with relevant economic objectives 

pertaining both to the macro-economic and socio-economic condition of the country. The study 

discovered through descriptive analysis the various trends present among the variables in post- 

apartheid South Africa, with a specific focus on spending patterns and changes in national economic 

policy. The current economic challenges facing South Africa raises the importance of the 

governments facilitating role in achieving economic growth and development. Additionally, the lack 

of economic growth in recent years brings about much concern especially when considering the 

reduction in government effectiveness and unsustainably high levels of debt. 

 

Further empirical tests were conducted in order to evaluate the independent variables against the 

dependent variable being economic growth. The findings of the empirical section revealed 

significance long-run relationships between government debt, government effectiveness, social 

welfare spending and economic development spending with economic growth in South Africa. The 

discussed empirical findings were obtained by making use of the ARDL and Today-Yamamoto 

Granger non-causality models, where the reliability and accuracy of the empirical findings were 

confirmers using the residual and stability diagnostic tests, where all residuals were found to be 

homoscedastic and serially correlated. 

 

As such, the empirical findings together with the descriptive analysis suggest that there is indeed a 

strong relationship between the size and type of government and economic growth within South 

Africa. In this case, more extensive measures need to be undertaken in order to ensure the 
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government’s actions and spending habits are contributing to the overall wellbeing and growth of the 

South African economy, as well as ensuring the actions undertaken by government are consistent 

with economic policy adopted by government. 



Bibliography 114  

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
 

 

Abdalla, I. & Murinde, V. 1997. Exchange rate and stock price interactions in emerging financial 

markets: evidence on India, Korea, Pakistan and the Philippines. Applied Financial Economics, 

71(1):25-35. 

 

Acocella, N. 2009. Economic Policy in the Age of Globalisation. Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press. 

 

Afonso, A. & Furceri, D. 2010. Government size, composition, volatility and economic growth. 

European Journal of Political Economy, 26(4):517-532. 

 
African National Congress (ANC). 1994. Reconstruction and development programme: a policy 

framework. Johannesburg: Umanyano Publication. 

 

African National Congress (ANC). 1998. The state, property relations and social transformation. 

African Communist. 

 
Agell, J., Ohlsson, H. & Thoursie, P.S. 2006. Growth effects of government expenditure and 

taxation in rich countries: a comment. European Economic Review, 50(1):211-219. 

 

Agnafors, M. 2013. Quality of government: toward a more complex definition. American Political 

Science Review, 107(3):433-445. 

 
Ahmed, H. & Miller, S.M. 2000. Crowding‐out and crowding‐in effects of the components of 

government expenditure. Contemporary Economic Policy, 18(1):124-133. 

Albala-Bertrand, J. & Mamatzakis, E. 2001. Is public infrastructure productive? Evidence from 

Chile and South Africa. Journal of Applied Economics Letters, 8:195-198. 

 

Alden, C. 2019. South Africa’s Post Apartheid Foreign Policy: From Reconciliation to Revival? New 

York: Routledge. 

 

Alimi, R.S. 2014. ARDL bounds testing approach to cointegration: a re-examination of Augmented 

Fisher Hypothesis in an open economy. Asian Journal of Economic Modelling, 2(2):103-114. 

 

Alston, M., Arsov, I., Bunny, M. & Rickards, P. 2018. Developments in emerging South-East Asia. 

Quarterly Bulletin, 22(4):4-11 

 
Altunc, O.F. & Aydin, C. 2013. The relationship between optimal size of government and economic 

growth: empirical evidence from Turkey, Romania and Bulgaria. Procedia - Social and Behavioral 

Sciences, 92:66-75. 



Bibliography 115  

Amavilah, V.H. 2014. Knowledge = Technology + Human Capital and the Lucas and Romer 

Production Functions. MPRA: 24 September. https://mpra.ub.uni- 

muenchen.de/58847/1/MPRA_paper_58847.pdf. Date of access: 26 February 2019. 

 

Amsden, A.H. 1992. Asia’s next giant: South Korea and late industrialization. Oxford: Oxford 

University Press. 

 

Anderson, J.E. 2014. Public Policymaking: An Introduction. 8th edition. Stamford: Cengage 

Learning. 

 

Ansari, M.J., Gordon, D.V. & Akuamoah, C. 1997. Keynes versus Wagner: public expenditure and 

national income for three African countries. London: Routledge. 

 

Anwar, S. & Zheng, M. 2004. Government spending on research and development and industrial 

production in Singapore. International Journal of Asian Management, 3:53-65. 

 

Armey, R. 1995. The Freedom Revolution. Washington: Regnery Publishing. 

 
Arora, P. & Chong, A. 2019. Government effectiveness in the provision of public goods: the role of 

institutional quality. Journal of Applied Economics, 21(1):175-196. 

 

Arrow, K.J. & Debreu, G. 1954. Existence of an equilibrium for a competitive economy. 

Econometrica: Journal of the Econometric Society, 22(3):265-290. 

 
Asghar, Z. & Abid, I. 2007. Performance of lag length selection criteria in three different situations. 

MPRA Working paper no 40042. https://mpra.ub.uni- 

muenchen.de/40042/1/MPRA_paper_40042.pdf. Date of access: 10 September. 

 

Asiedu, E. 2002. On the determinants of foreign direct investment to developing countries: is Africa 

different? World Development, 30(1):107-119. 

 

Atkinson, A.B. & Stiglitz, J.E. 2015. Lectures on Public Economics: Updated Version. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press. 

 

Baccaro, L. & Pontusson, J. 2016. Rethinking comparative political economy: the growth model 

perspective. Politics & Society, 44(2): 175-207. 

 

Baer, W. 2018. Brazil’s Import-Substitution Industrialization. (In The Oxford Handbook of the 

Brazilian Economy. 1st edition.) New York: Oxford University Press. P. 89. 

 

Bai, J. & Ng, S. 2005. Tests for skewness, kurtosis, and normality for time series data. Journal of 

Business & Economic Statistics, 23(1):49-60. 



Bibliography 116  

Ban, C. 2015. Austerity versus stimulus? Understanding fiscal policy change at the International 

Monetary Fund since the great recession. Journal of Governance, 28(2):167-183. 

 

Barchiesi, F. 2019. Rethinking the Labour Movement in the ‘New South Africa’. New York: 

Routledge. 

 

Barro, R.J. & Gordon, D.B. 1983. Rules, discretion and reputation in a model of monetary policy. 

Journal of Monetary Economics, 12(1):101-121. 

 
Barro, R.J. & Sala-i-Martin, X. 1992. Convergence. Journal of Political Economy, 100(2):223-251. 

Barro, R.J. & Sala-i-Martin, X. 1995. Economic growth. New York: McGraw Hill. 

Barro, R.J. 1974. Are government bonds net wealth?Journal of political economy, 82(6):1095- 

1117. 

 

Barro, R.J. 1990. Government spending in a simple model of endogenous growth. Journal of 

Political Economy, 98:103-125. 

 

Barro, R.J. 2003. Determinants of economic growth in a panel of countries. Economics and 

Finance, 4(2):231-274. 

 

Batuo, M.E. 2015. The role of telecommunications infrastructure in the regional economic growth 

of Africa. The Journal of Developing Areas, 49(1):313-330 

 

Baum, A. & Gupta, S. 2017. Corruption, taxes and compliance. Journal of Tax Research, 

15(1):190. 

 
Baum, D.N. & Lin, S. 1993. The differential effects of economic growth expenditures on education, 

welfare and defense. Journal of Economic Development, 18(1):175-185. 

 

Benhabib, J. & Spiegel, M.M. 1994. The role of human capital in economic development evidence 

from aggregate cross-country data. Journal of Monetary Economics, 34(2):143-173. 

 

Bennet, J. 2016. A vote for change in South Africa. The New York Times: 8 August. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2016/08/08/opinion/a-vote-for-change-in-south-africa.html?_r=0. Date of 

access: 27 July 2019. 

 

Bergh, A. & Henrekson, M. 2011. Government size and economic growth: a survey and 

interpretation of the evidence. Working Paper 858. http://hdl.handle.net/10419/81319. Date of 

access: 4 May 2019. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2016/08/08/opinion/a-vote-for-change-in-south-africa.html?_r=0
http://hdl.handle.net/10419/81319


Bibliography 117  

Bernstein, A. 2019. Cutting state expenditure will go a long way to defusing SA’s debt bomb. 

Business Day: 14 February. https://www.businesslive.co.za/bd/opinion/2019-02-14-cutting-state- 

expenditure-will-go-a-long-way-to-defusing-sas-debt-bomb/. Date of access: 4 August 2019. 

 

Bharadwaj, S. 2018. Developmental state and the politics of state-society relations influencing 

urban growth in the 21st century. Journal of Management and Public Policy, 9(2):31-40. 

 

Bittencourt, M., Van Eyden, R. & Seleteng, M. 2014. Inflation and economic growth: evidence from 

the Southern African Development Community. South African Journal of Economics, 36(107):443- 

478. 

 

Black, P., Calitz, E. & Steenekamp, T. 2015. Public Economics. 6th edition. Cape Town: Oxford 

University Press. 

 

Bloch, H. & Tang, S.H.K. 2004. Deep determinants of economic growth: institutions, geography 

and openness to trade. Journal of Progress in Development Studies, 4(3):245-255. 

 

Blöchliger, H. & Charbit, C. 2008. Fiscal equalisation. OECD Journal, 2008(1):1-22. 

 
Borensztein, E., De Gregorio, J. & Lee, J.W. 1998. How does foreign direct investment affect 

economic growth? Journal of International Economics, 45(1):115-135. 

 

Bose, N., Hague, M.E. & Osborn, D.R. 2007. Public expenditure and economic growth: a 

disaggregated analysis for developing countries. The Manchester School, 75(5):533-556. 

 

Brooks, C. 2014. Introductory econometrics for finance. 3rd edition. Cape Town: Cambridge 

University Press. 

 

Brown, J. & Malope, L. 2019. Treasury: State employees must take a 10% salary cut. City Press: 

29 July. https://city-press.news24.com/Business/treasury-state-employees-must-take-a-10-pay- 

cut-20190729. Date of access: 30 July 2019. 

 

Brown, R. L., Durbin, J. & Evans, J. M. 1975. Techniques for testing the constancy of regression 

relationships over time. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, 37(2):149-192. 

 

Burger, P. & Calitz, E. 2015. Twenty-year review of South African fiscal policy: a tale of two 

sustainabilities. Development Southern Africa, 32(6):639-657. 

 

Burger, P. 2014. Facing the conundrum: How useful is the “developmental state” concept in South 

Africa. South African Journal of Economics, 52(2):159-180. 

 

Butler, A. 2017. Contemporary South Africa. 3rd edition. London: Macmillan International Higher 

Education. 

http://www.businesslive.co.za/bd/opinion/2019-02-14-cutting-state-


Bibliography 118  

Campbell, K.A. 2009. The Economic Role of Government: Focus on Stability, Not Spending. 

Washington DC: The Heritage Foundation. 

 

Carley, M. & Christie, I. 2017. Managing sustainable development. New York: Routledge. 

 

Cassiem, S. & Streak, J. 2001. Budgeting for child socio-economic rights: government obligations 

and the child’s right to social security and education. Cape Town: Institute for Democratic 

Alternatives in South Africa (IDASA). 

 

CEIC. 2019. Singapore’s debt-to-GDP ratio. 

https://www.ceicdata.com/en/indicator/singapore/external-debt--of-nominal-gdp. Date of access: 5 

September 2019. 

 

Chang, H. 2010. How to ‘do’ a developmental state. Constructing a democratic developmental 

state in South Africa. HSRC, Pretoria. 

 

Chappatta, B. 2018. $250 trillion in debt: the world’s post-Lehman legacy. Bloomberg: 13 

September. https://www.bloomberg.com/graphics/2018-lehman-debt/. Date of access: 24 April 

2019. 

 

Chen, B., Choi, J. & Escanciano, J.C. 2017. Testing for fundamental vector moving average 

representations. Quantitative Economics, 8(1):149-180. 

 

Cheru, F. 2001. Overcoming Apartheid’s legacy: the ascendancy of neoliberalism in South Africa’s 

anti-poverty strategy. Third World Quarterly, 22(4):505-527. 

 

Chibber, V. 2003. Locked in Place: State-Building and Late Industrialization in India. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press. 

 

Chipeta, C. 2018. Effects of openness to trade, exchange rate fluctuations and foreign direct 

investment on job creation in South Africa. Vanderbijlpark: NWU. (Dissertation - Masters). 

 

Chirwa, T.G. & Odhiambo, N.M. 2016. What drives long run economic growth: empirical evidence 

from South Africa. Journal of International Economics, 69(4):425-452. 

 

Chiu, Y.B. & Lee, C.C. 2017. On the impact of public debt on economic growth: does country risk 

matter?Journal of Contemporary Economic Policy, 35(4):751-766. 

 

Clemente, J., Marcuello, C. & Montañes, A. 2012. Government Social Spending and GDP: has 

there been a change in social policy? Applied Economics, 44(22):2895-2905. 

http://www.bloomberg.com/graphics/2018-lehman-debt/


Bibliography 119  

Coccia, M. 2017. Asymmetric paths of public debts and of general government deficits across 

countries within and outside the European monetary unification and economic policy of debt 

dissolution. The Journal of Economic Asymmetries, 15(2):17-31. 

 

Coetzee, K. 2019. Uncertain times ahead for South Africa. Farmer’s Weekly, 19(2):27. 

Cohn, T.H. 2016. Global political economy: Theory and practice. New York: Routledge. 

Colombier, C. 2009. Growth effects of fiscal policies: an application of Robust Modified M- 

Estimator. Journal of Applied Economics, 41(7):899-912. 

 

Cooray, A. 2009. Government expenditure, governance and economic growth. Comparative 

Economic Studies, 51(3):401-418. 

 

Corruption Watch South Africa (CWSA). 2018. Upholding Democracy. 

https://www.corruptionwatch.org.za/2019/05/CW-Annual-Report-2018-Upholding-Democracy- 

Single/. Date of access: 30 July 2019. 

 

Creamer, T. 2018. Extreme inequality in South Africa is constraining growth and investment. 

Engineering News: 10 April. https://www.engineeringnews.co.za/artcle/extreme-inequality-is- 

constraining-south-africa-constraining-growth-and-investment. Date of access: 30 July 2019. 

 

Crossman, A. 2019. Understanding functionalist theory. ThoughtCo: 29 January. 

https://www.thoughtco.com/functionalist-perspective-3026625. Date of access: 27 February 2019. 

 

Davoodi, M.H.R. 2000. Corruption, growth, and public finances. International Monetary Fund. 

 
De Jongh, J.J. 2017. Youth employment barriers in the Emfuleni and Metsimaholo local municipal 

areas. Vanderbijlpark: NWU. (Thesis - Masters). 

 

De Villiers, P.J.T. 2011. The academy in 2011: a time of difficulty and opportunity: editorial. South 

African Family Practice, 53(6):556. 

 

Deb, S. 2004. Terms of trade and investment behaviour in Indian agriculture: a cointegration 

analysis. Indian Journal of Agricultural Economics, 59(2):209-230. 

 

Deeming, C. & Smyth, P. 2015. Social investment after neoliberalism: policy paradigms and 

political platforms. Journal of Social Policy, 44(2):297-318. 

 

DeLong, J.B. 1988. Productivity growth, convergence, and welfare: comment. The American 

Economic Review, 78(5):1138-1154. 

http://www.corruptionwatch.org.za/2019/05/CW-Annual-Report-2018-Upholding-Democracy-
http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/artcle/extreme-inequality-is-
http://www.thoughtco.com/functionalist-perspective-3026625


Bibliography 120  

Department of Finance (DOF). 1996. Growth, employment and redistribution: a macroeconomic 

strategy (Gear). Pretoria: Ministry of Finance. 

 

Department of Trade and Industry (DTI). 2007. Industrial Policy Action Plan (IPAP). 

http://www.thedti.gov.za/industrial_development/industrial_development.jsp. Date of access: 30 

July 2019. 

 

Department of Trade and Industry (DTI). 2013. Industrial Policy Action Plan (IPAP). 

http://www.thedti.gov.za/DownloadFileAction?id=1245. Date of access: 30 July 2019. 

 
Devarajan, S., Swaroop, V. & Zou, H. 1996. The composition of public expenditure and economic 

growth. Journal of Monetary Economics, 37(1):313-344. 

 

Dickey, D.A. & Fuller, W.A. 1981. Likelihood ratio statistics for autoregressive time series with a 

unit root. Econometrica, 49(4):1057-1072. 

 

Donnelley, L. 2017. Global credit ratings agency has downgraded South Africa to junk status. Mail 

& Guardian: 25 November. https://mg.co.za/article/2017-11-25-global-credit-ratings-agency-has- 

downgraded-south-africa-to-junk-status. Date of access: 29 July 2019. 

 

Donnelley, L. 2019. Eskom set to receive a fast-tracked R59bn in the coming two years. Mail & 

Guardian: 22 July. https://mg.co.za/article/2019-07-22-eskom-set-to-get-a-fast-tracked-r59-billion- 

in-the-coming-two-years. Date of access: 28 July 2019. 

 

Dornbusch, R., Fischer, S. & Startz, R. 1998. Macroeconomics. 7th edition. New York: McGraw-Hill. 

 
Dostal, J.M. 2010. The Developmental welfare state and social policy: shifting from basic to 

universal social protection. The Korean Journal of Policy Studies, 25(1):147-172. 

 

Dritsakis, N. 2011. Demand for money in Hungary: an ARDL approach. Review of Economics and 

Finance, (5). http://users.uom.gr/-drits/publications/ARDL.pdf. Date of access: 5 September 2019. 

 

Dube, S. & Zhou, Y. 2013. The repo rate pass-through to the prime rate in South Africa: evidence 

from ARDL and FMLS models. Journal of Business Theory and Practice, 1(2):199-213. 

 

Dunne, J.P. & Tian, N. 2015. Military expenditure, economic growth and heterogeneity. Defence 

and Peace Economics, 26(1):15-31. 

 

Easterly, W. & Rebelo, S. 1993. Fiscal policy and economic growth. Journal of Monetary 

Economics, 32:417-458. 

 

Easterly, W.R. & Wetzel, D.L. 1989. Policy determinants of growth: survey of theory and evidence 

(Vol. 343). World Bank Publications. 

http://www.thedti.gov.za/industrial_development/industrial_development.jsp
http://www.thedti.gov.za/DownloadFileAction?id=1245
http://users.uom.gr/-drits/publications/ARDL.pdf


Bibliography 121  

Edwards, S. 1998. Openness, productivity and growth: what do we really know? Economic 

Journal, 108:383-398. 

 

Égert, B. 2015.Public debt, economic growth and nonlinear effects: Myth or reality? Journal of 

Macroeconomics, 43(3):226-238. 

 

Engen, E.M. & Skinner, J. 1992. Fiscal policy and economic growth. Working paper 4223. 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=227060. Date of access: 23 May 2019. 

 

Escaleras, M. & Register, C. 2016. Public sector corruption and natural hazards. Public Finance 

Review, 44(6):746-768. 

 

Esping-Andersen, G. 2013. Three worlds of welfare capitalism. Princeton, New York: Princeton 

University Press. 

 

Evans, P. 1989. Predatory, developmental, and other apparatus: a comparative political economy 

perspective on the Third World state. Sociological Forum, 4(4):561-587. 

 

Evans, P.B. 2018. Dependent development: The alliance of multinational, state, and local capital in 

Brazil. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 

 

Fendos, J. 2019. South Korea’s economic tipping point. The Diplomat: 20 March. 

https://thediplomat.com/2019/03/south-koreas-economic-tipping-point/. Date of access: 14 August 

2019. 

 

Festus, L., Kasongo, A., Moses, M. & Yu, D. 2016. The South African labour market, 1995-2015. 

Development Southern Africa, 33(5):579-599. 

 
Fincke, B. & Greiner, A.2015. Public debt and economic growth in emerging market economies. 

South African Journal of Economics, 83(3):357-370. 

 
Fine, B. 2018. The political economy of South Africa: from minerals-energy complex to 

industrialisation. New York: Routledge. 

 

Fölster, S. & Henrekson, M. 1999. Growth and the public sector: a critique of critics. European 

Journal of Political Economy, 15(2):337-358. 

 

Fölster, S. & Henrekson, M. 2001. Growth effects of government expenditure and taxation in rich 

countries. European Economic Review, 45(8):1501-1520. 

 

Forte, F. & Magazzino, C. 2011. Optimal size government and economic growth in EU countries. 

Economia Politica, 28(3):295-322. 



Bibliography 122  

Frankel, J.A. & Romer, D. 1999. Does trade cause growth? American Economic Review, 89:379- 

399. 

 

Frascaroli, B.F., Oliveira, J.D. & Almeida, M.A. 2019. Public debt, economic policy coordination 

and their effectiveness: lessons from the EMU and Brazil. Journal of Economic Policy Reform, 

18:1-17. 

 

Furman, J.L., Porter, M.E. & Stern, S. 2002. The determinants of national innovative capacity. 

Journal of Research Policy, 31(6):899-933. 

 
Gadinabokao, L. & Daw, D. 2013. An empirical examination of the relationship between 

government spending and economic growth in South Africa, form 1989 to 2011. Mediterranean 

Journal of Social Sciences, 4(3):235-242. 

 

Galenson, W. & Leibenstein, H. 1995. Investment criteria, productivity, and economic 

development. The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 69(3):343-370. 

 

Garcia-Sanchez, I.M., Cuadrado-Ballesteros, B. & Frias-Aceituno, J. 2013. Determinants of 

government effectiveness. International Journal of Public Administration, 36(8):567-577. 

 

Ghatak, A.R. 2017. Misleading dichotomy. DANDC: 14 September. 

https://www.dandc.eu/en/article/indias-informal-sector-backbone-economy. Date of access: 17 

August 2019. 

 

Giampiccoli, A., Lee, S.S. & Nauright, J. 2015. Destination South Africa: Comparing global sports 

mega-events and recurring localised sports events in South Africa for tourism and economic 

development. Current Issues in Tourism, 18(3):229-248. 

 

Gobetti, S.W. & Orair, R.O. 2017. Taxation and distribution of income in Brazil: new evidence from 

personal income tax data. Brazilian Journal of Political Economy, 2(147):267-286. 

 

Goodwin, B. 2007. Using political ideas. Norwich: John Wiley & Sons. 

 
Gould, C. 2012. On the record: interview with David Lewis, Director of Corruption Watch. South 

African Crime Quarterly, 39:41-46. 

 

Granger, C.W. 1969. Investigation causal relationships by econometric models and cross-spectral 

methods. Econometrika: Journal of the Econometric Society, 37(3):424-438. 

 

Greene, W.H. 2003. Econometric analysis. Pearson Education India: Mumbai. 

 
Greve, B. 2007. What characterise the Nordic welfare state model. Journal of Social Sciences, 

3(2):43-51. 

http://www.dandc.eu/en/article/indias-informal-sector-backbone-economy


Bibliography 123  

Grossman, G.M. & Helpman, E. 1991. Innovation and growth in the global economy. Cambridge: 

MIT press. 

 

Grossmann, V. Income inequality, voting over the size of public consumption and growth. 

European Journal of Political Economy, 19(2):265-287. 

 
Gujarati, D.N. & Porter, D.C. 2008, Basic Econometrics. 5th ed. Boston: McGraw-Hill Irwin. 

 
Haas, A.R.N. & Jones, P. 2017. The importance of property rights for successful urbanisation in 

developing countries. International Growth Centre: Policy Brief. Working Paper 43609. 

https://www.theigc.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/property-rights-uganda.pdf. Date of access: 1 

May 2019. 

 

Habanabakize, T. 2016. Time-series analysis of the interactions between productivity, real wage, 

investment spending and sectoral employment in South Africa. Vanderbijlpark: NWU (Thesis - 

PhD). 

 

Haile, F. & Nino-Zarazúa, M. 2017. Does social spending improve welfare in low-income and 

middle-income countries? Journal of International Development, 30(3):367-398. 

 

Haines, A. 2018. Wasteful expenditures lead to tax hikes in South Africa’ 2018 budget. 

International Tax Review. 

https://search.proquest.com/openview/589b130503dc33e5986cf9b7d9212c0b/1?pq- 

origsite=gscholar&cbl=30282. Date of access: 21 February 2019. 

 

Harris, R. & Solis, R. 2003. Applied time series modelling and forecasting. Chichester: Wiley & 

Sons. 

 

Harriss-White, B. 2017. Rethinking institutions: innovation and institutional change in informal 

economy. Modern Asian Studies, 51(6):1727-1755. 

 

Hassard, J. 2015. Paradigms, the philosophy of science and organization studies. (In The 

Routledge Companion to Philosophy in Organization Studies. New York: Routledge. P. 531-539. 

 

Hasson, R., Leiman, A. & Visser, M. 2007. The economics of plastic bag legislation in South Africa. 

South African Journal of Economics, 75(1):66-83. 

 
Hayakawa, K. & Pesaran, M.H. 2015. Robust standard errors in transformed likelihood estimation 

of dynamic panel data models with cross-sectional heteroskedacticity. Journal of Econometrics, 

188(1):111-134. 

http://www.theigc.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/property-rights-uganda.pdf


Bibliography 124  

Hazelhurst, E. 2013. Critics see latest industrial policy as flawed. Business Report: 5 April. 

https://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/critics-see-latest-industrial-policy-as-flawed- 

1495759. Date of access: 15 August 2019. 

Heintz, J. 2003. Out of Gear? Economic policy and performance in post-apartheid South Africa. 

Political Economy, 3(1):1-13. 

 
Hendriks, S. 2013. South Africa's National Development Plan and New Growth Path: reflections on 

policy contradictions and implications for food security. Agrekon, 52(3):1-17 

 

Heritage Foundation. 2019. Singapore. https://www.heritage.org/index/country/singapore. Date of 

access: 15 August 2019. 

 

Heywood, A. 2007. Politics. London: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 
Higgins, S. & Pereira, C. 2013. The effects of Brazil’s high taxation and social spending on the 

distribution of household income. 

http://www.commitmentoequity.org/publications_files/CEQWPNo7%20EffectHighTaxOnIncomeDist 

Brazil%20Jan%202013.pdf. Date of access: 19 August 2019. 

 

Hill, M. & Varone, F. 2014. The public policy process. New York: Routledge. 

 
Hirst, P., Thompson, G. & Bromley, S. 2015. Globalization in question. 3rd edition. Cambridge:John 

Wiley & Sons. 

 

Hobday, M. 1995. East Asian latecomer firms: learning the technology of electronics. Journal of 

World development, 23(7):1171-1193. 

 

Holdt, K. 2010. Nationalism, bureaucracy and the developmental state: the South African case. 

South African Review of Sociology, 41(1):5-27. 

 
Hopkins, M. 2017. CSR and international development. New York: Routledge. 

 
Huang, J. T., Koa, A. P. & Chiang, T. F. 2004. The Granger Causality between economic growth 

and income inequality in post reform China. Taiwan: National Science Council. 

 

Human Sciences Research Council (HSRC). 2015. Research data: National Development Plan. 

http://www.hsrc.ac.za/en/research-data/keywords?keyword. Date of access: 20 June 2019. 

 

Hunter, J., Burke, S.P. & Canepa, A. 2017. Multivariate Modelling of Non-stationary Economic 

Time Series. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 

http://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/critics-see-latest-industrial-policy-as-flawed-
http://www.heritage.org/index/country/singapore
http://www.commitmentoequity.org/publications_files/CEQWPNo7%20EffectHighTaxOnIncomeDist
http://www.hsrc.ac.za/en/research-data/keywords?keyword


Bibliography 125  

Hwedi, O. 2013. The state and development in Southern Africa: a comparative analysis of 

Botswana and Mauritius with Angola, Malawi and Zambia. African Studies Quarterly, 5(1):19-31. 

 

Ibrahim, M. & Alagidede, P. 2017. Financial sector development, economic volatility and shocks in 

sub-Saharan Africa. Physica A: Statistical Mechanic and its Applications, 484:66-81. 

 

Inman, R.P. & Rubinfeld, D.L. 2013. Understanding the democratic transition in South Africa. 

American Law and Economics Review, 15(1):1-38. 

 
Institute of International Finance. 2019. South Africa - debt sustainability in question. 

https://www.iif.com/Publications/Members-Only-Content-Sign- 

in?returnurl=%2fDefault.aspx%3fTabId%3d219%26ID%3d3580%26Macro-Notes--South-Africa- 

--Debt-Sustainability-in-Question%26language%3den-US, Date of access: 19 August 2019. 

 
International Monetary Fund (IMF). 2018. World Economic Outlook Base - General government 

gross debt. 

https://www.imf.org/external/datamapper/GGXWDG_NGDP@WEO/OEMDC/ADVEC/WEOWORL 

D. Date of access: 28 February 2019. 

 
International Monetary Fund (IMF). 2019. Real GDP growth. 

https://www.imf.org/external/datamapper/NGDP_RPCH@WEO/OEMDC/ADVEC/WEOWORLD. 

Date of access: 6 April 2019. 

 

Ito, T. 1998. Japanese economic development: Idiosyncratic or universal? (In Contemporary 

Economic Issues). London: Palgrave Macmillan. P. 18-37. 

 

Iwegbunam, I.A. 2017. Government expenditure and economic growth in South Africa: causality 

and cointegration nexus. Johannesburg. UNISA. (Thesis - MCom). 

 

Jalil, A. & Rao, N.H. 2019. Time Series Analysis (Stationarity, Cointegration, and Causality).(In 

Environmental Kuznets Curve (EKC)).Cambridge:Academic PressP. 85-99. 

 

Javed, F. & Mantalos, P. 2013. GARCH-type models and performance of information criteria. 

Communications in Statistics-Simulation and Computation, 42(8):1917-1933. 

 
Jenson, J. 2012. Redesigning citizenship regimes after neoliberalism: moving towards social 

investment. (In Morel, N., Palier, B. & Palme, J. ed. 2012. Towards a Social Investment Welfare 

State? Ideas, Policies and Challenges. 2nd edition.) Bristol: Policy Press. 

 

Jibao, S.S., Schoeman, N.J. & Naraidoo, R. 2011. Fiscal regime changes and the sustainability of 

fiscal imbalance in South Africa: a smooth transition error-correction approach. South African 

Journal of Economic Management Sciences, 15(2):112-127. 

http://www.iif.com/Publications/Members-Only-Content-Sign-
https://www.imf.org/external/datamapper/GGXWDG_NGDP%40WEO/OEMDC/ADVEC/WEOWORL
https://www.imf.org/external/datamapper/NGDP_RPCH%40WEO/OEMDC/ADVEC/WEOWORLD


Bibliography 126  

Johnson, C. 1982. MITI and the Japanese miracle. Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

 
Jose, T. 2017. What is countercyclical fiscal policy? Indian Economy: 28 April. 

https://www.indianeconomy.net/splclassroom/what-is-countercyclical-fiscal-policy/. Date of access: 

13 April 2019. 

 

Ka’nkosi, S. & Khumalo, K. 2019. Moody’s sends strong warning message to SA. Business 

Report:17 May. https://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/moodys-sends-strong-warning- 

message-to-sa-23397852. Date of access: 30 July 2019. 

 

Kananen, J. 2016. The Nordic welfare state in three eras: from emancipation to discipline. Helsinki: 

Routledge. 

 

Kanyane, M.H. & Sausi, K. 2015. Reviewing state-owned entities’ governance landscape in South 

Africa. African Journal of Business Ethics, 9(1):28-41. 

 

Kariuki, C. 2015. The determinants of foreign direct investment in the African Union. Journal of 

Economics, Business and Management, 3(3):346-351. 

 

Kearney, M. & Odusola, A. 2011.Realizing the Millennium Development Goals through socially 

inclusive macroeconomic policies: Assessing Development Strategies to Achieve the MDGs in The 

Republic of South Africa. United Nations Department for Social and Economic Affairs. 

 

Keele, L. & Kelly, N.J. 2006. Dynamic models for dynamic theories: The ins and outs of lagged 

dependent variables. Political Analysis, 14(2):186-205. 

 

Kenny, C. 2017. Do weak governments doom developing countries? Center for Global 

Development: 19 June. https://www.cgdev.org/blog/do-weak-governments-doom-developing- 

countries-poverty. Date of access: 4 May 2019. 

 

Keynes, J.M. 1936. The General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money. London: Macmillan. 

 
Khoza, R.J. & Adam, M. 2007. The Power of Governance: Enhancing the Performance of State- 

Owned Enterprises. Hampshire: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 

Khumalo, K. 2019. South Africa’s unemployment rate rises to 27.6% in first quarter. 

https://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/south-africas-unemployment-rate-rises-to-276-in- 

first-quarter-23189578. Date of access: 28 July 2019. 

 

Kim, D.H., Wu, Y.C. & Lin, S.C. 2018. Heterogeneity in the effects of government size and 

governance and economic growth. Economic Modelling, 68:205-216. 

 

Kishtainy, N. et al., 2012. The Economics Book. New York: DK Publishing. 

http://www.indianeconomy.net/splclassroom/what-is-countercyclical-fiscal-policy/
http://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/moodys-sends-strong-warning-
http://www.cgdev.org/blog/do-weak-governments-doom-developing-
http://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/south-africas-unemployment-rate-rises-to-276-in-


Bibliography 127  

Kit, T.S. 2019. After another cut in Singapore’s GDP forecast, what could happen next? Experts 

weigh in. Channel News Asia: 13 August. https://www.channelnewsasia.com/news/business/cut- 

singapore-gdp-forecast-technical-recession-mas-policy-11805166. Date of access: 15 August 

2019. 

 

Knowles, S. & Garces-Ozanne, A. 2003. Government intervention and economic performance in 

East Asia. Journal of Economic Development and Cultural Change, 51(2):451-477. 

 

Kopf, D. 2018. Stop obsessing about GDP growth - GDP per capita is far more important. Quartz: 

22 February. https://qz.com/1194634/the-world-bank-wont-stop-reporting-gdp-instead-of-gdp- 

per-capita-and-it-is-driving-me-crazy/. Date of access: 31 October 2019. 

Kormendi, R.C. 1983. Government debt, government spending, and private sector behavior. 

American Economic Review, 73(5):994-1010. 

 
Kregel, J.A. 1993. Keynesian stabilization policy and post war economic performance. (In Szirmai, 

A., van Ark, B. & Pilat, D. ed. 1993. Explaining Economic Growth.) Amsterdam: North-Holland. 

 

Krieckhaus, J. 2002. Reconceptualizing the developmental state: public savings and economic 

growth. Journal of World Development, 30(10):1697-1712. 

 

Kumar, S., Kumar, N. & Vivekadhish, S. 2016. Millennium development goals (MDGS) to 

sustainable developmental goals (SDGS): addressing unfinished agenda and strengthening 

sustainable development and partnership. Indian Journal of Community and Social Medicine, 

41(1):1. 

 

Kvist, J. 2015. A framework for social investment strategiesL integrating generational, life course 

and gender perspectives in the EU social investment strategy. Comparative European Politics, 

13(1):131-149. 

 

Kwiatkowski, D., Phillips, P.C., Schmidt, P. & Shin, Y. 1992. Testing the null hypothesis of 

stationarity against the alternative of a unit root: How sure are we that economic time series have a 

unit root? Journal of Econometrics, 54(1-3):159-178. 

 

Landau, D. 1983. Government expenditure and economic growth: a cross-country study. Southern 

Economic Journal, 49(1):783-797. 

 

Landau, D. 1986. Government and economic growth in the less developed countries: An empirical 

study 1960-1980. Journal of Economic Development and Cultural Change, 35(1):35-75. 

 

Lannegren, O. & Ito, H. 2017. The end of the ANC era: An analysis of corruption and inequality in 

South Africa. Journal of Politics and Law, 10(4):55-59. 

http://www.channelnewsasia.com/news/business/cut-


Bibliography 128  

Lauria, V. 2014. What makes an Asian Tiger? Singapore’s unlikely economic success lies in its 

history. Forbes: 10 July. https://www.forbes.com/sites/forbesasia/2014/07/10/what-makes-an- 

asian-tiger-singapores-unlikely-economic-success-lies-in-its-history/#5379bb726697. Date of 

access: 15 August 2019. 

 

Lee, C.C. & Chang, C.P. 2006. Social security expenditures and economic growth. Journal of 

Economic Studies, 33(5):386-404. 

 

Leftwich, A. 1995. Bringing politics back in: Towards a model of the developmental state. The 

Journal of Development Studies, 31(3):400-427. 

 

Levine, R. 1997. Financial development and economic growth: views and agenda. Journal of 

Economic Literature, 35(2):688-726. 

 

Lewis, D. 2002. Civil society in African contexts: reflections on the usefulness concept. Journal of 

Development and Change, 33(4):569-586. 

 

Liebenberg, S. 2001. The right to social assistance: the implications of Grootboom for policy reform 

in South Africa. South African Journal of Human Rights, 17(2):232-257. 

 

Lindert, P.H. 2004. Growing Public. ( In Social spending and economic growth since the eighteenth 

century. 1st edition.) Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Lombard, M. 2010. Government intervention in the OECD member countries: equity at the 

expense of efficiency. Economic Papers, 29(3):310-316. 

 

Lucas, R.E. 1988. On the mechanics of economic development. Journal of Monetary Economics, 

7:3-42. 

 
Luedde-Neurath, R. 2019. Import controls and export-oriented development: A reassessment of 

the South Korean case. New York: Routledge. 

 

Lütkepohl, H. & Xu, F. 2012. The role of log transformation in forecasting economic variables. 

Empirical Economics, 42(3):619-638. 

 
Lyons, M., Smuts, C. & Stephens, A. 2001. The changing role of the state in participatory 

development: from the reconstruction and development programme to growth, employment and 

redistribution. Community and Development Journal, 36(4):273-288 

 

M’Amanja, D. 2005. Fiscal policy and economic growth in Kenya. Nottingham: University of 

Nottingham. (Thesis - PhD). 

http://www.forbes.com/sites/forbesasia/2014/07/10/what-makes-an-


Bibliography 129  

Maasdorp, G. 2016. Can South and Southern Africa Become Globally Competitive Economies? 

New York: Springer. 

 
Madison Project Data Base. 2019. East Asian studies. https://www.rug.nl/masters/east-asian- 

studies/?lang=en. Date of access: 28 May 2019. 

 

Madumo, O.S. 2012. The promotion of developmental local government to facilitate a 

developmental state. Administratio Publica, 20(3):40–54. 

 

Mahlaka, R. 2019. Fitch downgrade of South Africa’s credit rating outlook could be a wake-up call 

for Moody’s. Business Maverick: 28 July. https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2019-07-28-fitch- 

downgrade-of-south-africas-credit-rating-outlook-could-be-a-wake-up-call-for-moodys/. Date of 

access: 28 July 2019. 

 

Mahmud, A.H. 2018. Central News Asia: 24 October. 

https://www.channelnewsasia.com/news/singapore/singapore-ranks-high-on-educational-mobility- 

oecd-report-10855648. Date of access: 15 August 2019. 

 

Makino, K. 2013. Introduction: public policy and transformation in South Africa after 

democratisation. (In Makino, K. & Sato, C. ed. 2013. Public policy and transformation in South 

Africa after democratisation). Mihama-Ku: Institute of Developing Economics. P. 1-9. 

 

Malangeni, L. & Phiri, A. 2018. Education and economic growth in post-Apartheid South Africa: an 

Autoregressive Distributed Lag Approach. International Journal of Economics and Financial 

Issues, 8(2):101-107. 

 

Malik, M. 2014. Critical assessment of developmental state as a model for growth and 

development. SSRN: 4 October. https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2545010. Date of access: 28 May 

2019. 

 

Manuel, T. 2002. Budget Speech 2002. Pretoria: National Treasury. 

 
Marais, H. 2011. South Africa pushed to the limit: the political economy change. London: Zed. 

 
Markwell, D. 2006. John Maynard Keynes and international relations: economic paths to war and 

peace. Oxford: Oxford University Press on Demand. 

 

Maroufkhani, P. 2016. The developmental state: theoretical understandings of the state and 

economic development in East Asia. Kuala Lumpur: University of Malaya. (Thesis - Masters). 

 

Mashimbye, E. 2018. Bribery and nepotism are our big job killers. Business Report: 7 August. 

https://www.iol.co.za/business-report/opinion/opinion-bribery-and-nepotism-are-our-big-job-killers- 

16439561. Date of access: 27 May 2019. 

http://www.rug.nl/masters/east-asian-
http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2019-07-28-fitch-
http://www.channelnewsasia.com/news/singapore/singapore-ranks-high-on-educational-mobility-
http://www.iol.co.za/business-report/opinion/opinion-bribery-and-nepotism-are-our-big-job-killers-


Bibliography 130  

Maslyuk, S. & Smyth, R. 2008. Unit root properties of crude oil spot and futures prices. Energy 

Policy, 36(7):2591-2600. 

 

Mathe, K. 2002. A policy study of the Growth Employment and Redistribution (GEAR) with respect 

to social development and adult basic education and training (ABET). Pietermaritzburg: University 

of Natal. (Thesis - Masters). 

 

Mathebula, N.E. 2016. An impossible developmental state in the South African context: a true 

reflection of the Asian Tigers? Bangladesh e-Journal of Sociology, 13(1):46-55. 

 

Mc Camel, R. T. 2017. The impact of manufacturing and its sub-sectors on GDP and employment 

in South Africa: A time-series analysis. Vanderbijlpark: NWU. (Dissertation – Masters of 

Economics). 

 

McCombie, J. & Thirlwall, A.P. 2016. Economic growth and the balance-of-payments constraint. 

New York: Springer. 

 
Mellet, A. 2012. A critical analysis of South African economic policy. Vanderbijlpark: NWU. (Thesis 

- PhD). 

 
Merten, M. 2019. The never-ending story of Eskom bailouts: Mboweni introduces special Bill of 

billions more. Daily Maverick: 23 July. https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2019-07-23-the- 

never-ending-story-of-eskom-bailouts-mboweni-introduces-special-bill-of-billions-more/. Date of 

access: 28 July 2019. 

 

Meyer, D.F. & Van Der Elst, H. 2014. The interventionist role of the state in socio-economic and 

political development in democratic South Africa (1994-2014). Mediterranean Journal of Social 

Sciences, 5(7):1-17. 

 

Meyer, D.F. 2013. The New Growth Path (NGP) for South Africa: can the policy be applied in the 

local government sphere? African Journal of Public Affairs, 6(1):15-28. 

 

Meyer, D.F. 2014. Job creation, a mission impossible? The South African case. Mediterranean 

Journal of Social Sciences, 5(16):65-77. 

 

Meyer, D.F. 2018. An analysis of the impact of economic growth, political instability and exchange 

rate on tourism growth in South Africa. Paper presented at the 11 th International RIAS Conference 

on Social Sciences, Rockville, Maryland, 19 November. Date of access: 24 July 2019. 

 

Ministry of Finance. 2018. Singapore budget round-up speech. 

https://www.singaporebudget.gov.sg/budget_2018. Date of access: 15 August 2019. 

http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2019-07-23-the-
http://www.singaporebudget.gov.sg/budget_2018


Bibliography 131  

Minns, J. 2001. Of miracles and models: the rise and decline of the developmental state in South 

Korea. Third World Quarterly, 22(6):1025-1043. 

 

Mkandawire, T. 2001. Thinking about developmental states in Africa. Cambridge Journal of 

Economics, 25(3):289-314. 

 

Mo, P.H. 2007. Government expenditures and economic growth: the supply and demand sides. 

Journal of Fiscal Studies, 28(4):497-522. 

 
Mokyr, J. 2016. A culture of growth: the origins of the modern economy. Princeton: Princeton 

University Press. 

 

Monteiro, A. & Mkokeli, S. 2018. South Africa may need IMF help if debt keeps growing. Business 

Report: 1 October. https://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/south-africa-may-need-imf-help- 

if-debt-keeps-growing-npc-says-17287820. Date of access: 1 March 2019. 

 

Moudud, J.K. & Botchway, K. 2008. The search for a New Developmental State. International 

Journal of Political Economy, 37(3):5-26. 

 

Moyo, T. & Mamobolo, M. 2014.The National Development Programme (NDP): a comparative 

analysis with the Reconstruction and Development Programme (RDP), Growth Employment and 

Redistribution (GEAR) programme and Accelerated and Shared Growth initiative for South Africa 

(ASGISA). Journal of Public Administration, 49(3):946-959. 

 

Musgrave, R.A. 1959. The theory of public finance: a study in public economy. New York: 

McGraw-Hill. 

 

Mwambazi, W. 2015. 5 reasons why Africa is poor. https://www.revwalter.com/blog/-5-reasons- 

why-africa-is-poor-2-culture. Date of access: 4 May 2019. 

 

Myers, J.L., Well, A.D. & Lorch Jr, R.F.2013. Research design and statistical analysis. New York: 

Routledge 

 

Naidoo, P., Goko, C. & Cohen, M. 2019. South Africa has a sovereign debt problem, its name is 

Eskom. Bloomberg: 24 July. https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2019-07-24/south-africa- 

has-a-sovereign-debt-problem-its-name-is-eskom. Date of access: 30 July 2019. 

 

Naidoo, V. & Maré, A. 2015. Implementing the National Development Plan? Lessons from co- 

ordinating grand economic policies in South Africa. South African Journal of Political Studies, 

42(3):407-427. 

 

Namini, S.S. 2015. Adam Smith and government intervention in the economy. Texas: Texas Tech 

University. (Thesis - PhD). 

http://www.iol.co.za/business-report/economy/south-africa-may-need-imf-help-
http://www.revwalter.com/blog/-5-reasons-
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2019-07-24/south-africa-


Bibliography 132  

Narayan, P.K., Nielsen, I. & Smyth, R. 2008. Panel data, cointegration, causality and Wagner's 

law: Empirical evidence from Chinese provinces. China Economic Review, 19(2):297-307. 

 

National Development Plan (NDP). 2012. South African Government. 

https://www.gov.za/issues/national-development-plan-2030. Date of access: 4 May 2019. 

 

National Planning Commission. 2012. Diagnostic overview. Pretoria: National Planning 

Commission, Republic of South Africa. 

 

National Treasury. 1996. Budget Review 1996. Pretoria: Government Printer. 

National Treasury. 2000. Budget Review 2000. Pretoria: Government Printer. 

National Treasury. 2001. Budget Review 2001. Pretoria: Government Printer. 

National Treasury. 2002. Budget Review 2002. Pretoria: Government Printer. 

National Treasury. 2015. Economic Review. 

http://www.treasury.gov.za/publications/annual%20reports/national%20treasury/nt%20annual% 

20report%202014-15.pdf, Date if access: 29 July 2019. 

National Treasury. 2018. Budget 2018. 

Http://www.treasury.gov.za/documents/national%20budget/2018/sare/Budget%202018%highlights. 

pdf. Date of access: 5 February 2019. 

 

National Treasury. 2019. Economic Review. 

http://www.treasury.gov.za/documents/national%20budget/2019/review/Chapter%202.pdf. Date of 

access: 28 July 2019. 

 

National Union for Metalworkers of South Africa (NUMSA). 2016. NUMSA on the NDP. 

https://www.numsa.org.za/admin/assets/articles/attachments/00167_english_version_low-res.pdf. 

Date of access: 21 June 2019. 

 

Ndambiri, H.K., Ritho, C., Ng’ang’a, S.I., Kubowon, P.C., Mairura, F.C., Nyangweso, P.M. Muiruri, 

E.M. & Cherotwo, F.H. 2012. Determinants of economic growth in sub-Saharan Africa: A panel 

data approach. International Journal of Economics and Management Sciences, 2(2):18-24. 

 

Ndlovu, M. 2019. Why South Africa needs to fix its troubled public broadcaster. The Citizen: 29 

September. https://citizen.co.za/news/south-africa/government/2184771/why-south-africa- 

needs-to-fix-its-troubled-public-broadcaster/. Date of access: 30 September 2019. 

Ndou, V.E. 2004. E-Government for developing countries: opportunities and challenges. The 

electronic journal of information systems in developing countries, 18(1):1-24. 

http://www.gov.za/issues/national-development-plan-2030
http://www.treasury.gov.za/publications/annual%20reports/national%20treasury/nt%20annual%25
http://www.treasury.gov.za/documents/national%20budget/2018/sare/Budget%202018%25highlights
http://www.treasury.gov.za/documents/national%20budget/2019/review/Chapter%202.pdf
http://www.numsa.org.za/admin/assets/articles/attachments/00167_english_version_low-res.pdf


Bibliography 133  

Newey, W.K. & West, K.D. 1987. Hypothesis testing with efficient method of moments estimation. 

International Economic Review, 28(3):777-787. 

 
Ngwenya, G. 2017. OPINION: An economic choice between the developmental state and the 

welfare state. Business Report: 16 December. https://www.iol.co.za/business-report/opinion-an- 

economic-choice-between-the-developmental-state-and-the-welfare-state-12440459. Date of 

access: 28 May 2019. 

 

Niselow, T. 2019. Bailouts carry major risk for debt to GDP ratio, warns Kganyago. Fin24: 24 July. 

https://www.fin24.com/Economy/bailouts-carry-major-risk-for-debt-to-gdp-ratio-warns-kganyago- 

20190724. Date of access: 31 July 2019. 

 

Niskanen, J. 2017. Bureaucracy and representative government. New York: Routledge. 

 
Nkoro, E. & Uko, A.K. 2016. Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) cointegration technique: 

application and interpretation. Journal of Statistical and Econometric Methods, 5(4):63-91. 

 

Nordhaus, W.D. & Tobin, J. 1973. Is growth obsolete? (In The measurement of economic and 

social performance). Yale: NBER. P. 509-564. 

 

North, D.C. Institutions. Journal of Economic Perspectives, 5(1):97-112. 

 
Nouira, R. & Kouni, M. 2018. Optimal government size and economic growth in developing and 

MENA countries: a dynamic panel threshold analysis. Working Paper 1256. 

https://www.researchgate.netpublication329963690_OPTIMAL_GOVERNMENT_SIZE_AND_ECO 

NOMIC_GROWTH_IN_DEVELOPING_AND_MENA_COUNTRIES_A_DYNAMIC_PANEL_THRE 

SHOLD_ANALYSIS. Date of access: 27 May 2019. 

 
O’connor, J. 2017. The fiscal crisis of the state. London: Routledge. 

 
OECD. 2019. General government debt. https://data.oecd.org/gga/general-government- 

debt.htm#indicator-chart. Date of access: 24 April 2019. 

 

OECD. 2019. Korea Economic Snapshot. http://www.oecd.org/economy/korea-economic- 

snapshot/. Date of access: 14 August 2019. 

 

OECD. 2019. Social impact investment 2019. https://www.oecd.org/development/social-impact- 

investment-2019-9789264311299-en.htm. Date of access: 26 May 2019. 

 

Oks, D. & Wijnbergen, S. 1995. Mexico after the debt crisis: is growth sustainable? Journal of 

Development Economics, 47:155-178. 

http://www.iol.co.za/business-report/opinion-an-
http://www.fin24.com/Economy/bailouts-carry-major-risk-for-debt-to-gdp-ratio-warns-kganyago-
http://www.oecd.org/economy/korea-economic-
http://www.oecd.org/development/social-impact-


Bibliography 134  

Okun, A.M. 2015. Equality and efficiency: The big trade off. Washington DC: Brookings Institution 

Press. 

 

Opoku, E.E.O., Ibrahim, M. & Sare, Y.A. 2019. Foreign direct investment, sectoral effects and 

economic growth in Africa. International Economic Journal, 1(1):1-20. 

 

Padney, K. 2019. India’s unemployment rate doubled in two years: SoE in Figures. DownToEarth: 

6 June. https://www.downtoearth.org.in/news/economy/india-s-unemployment-rate-doubled-in-two- 

years-soe-in-figures-64953. Date of access: 20 August 2019. 

 

Patrick, H.T. 1996. Financial development and economic growth in underdeveloped countries. 

Economic development and Cultural change, 14(2):174-189. 

 
Peacock, A. & Scott, A. 2000. The curious attraction of Wagner's law. Public Choice, 102(1-2):1-17 

 
Peet, R. & Hartwick, E. 2015. Theories of development: Contentions, arguments, alternatives. 3rd 

edition. London, New York: Guliford Publications. 

 

Pekkanen, R. 2004. After the developmental state: Civil society in Japan. Journal of East Asian 

Studies, 4(1): 363-388. 

 

Perron, P. 1989. The Great Crash, the Oil Price Shock, and the Unit Root Hypothesis. 

Econometrica: Journal of the Econometric Society, 57(6):1361-1401. 

 
Pesaran, M.H. 2015. Time series and panel data econometrics. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

 
Pesaran, M.H., Shin, Y. & Smith, R.J. 2001. Bounds testing approaches to the analysis of level 

relationships. Journal of Applied Econometrics, 16(3):289-326. 

 

Pevcin, P. 2004. Does optimal size of government spending exist? University of Ljubljana, 10:101- 

135. 

 

Phillips, P.C.B. & Perron, P. 1988. Testing for a Unit Root in Time Series Regression. Biometrika, 

75(2):335-346. 

 
Phiri, A. 2019. Asymmetries in the revenue–expenditure nexus: new evidence from South Africa. 

Empirical Economics, 56(5):1515-1547. 

 
Pigou, A. 2017. The economics of welfare. Sad edition. London: Routledge. 

 
Porter, M.E. & Kramer, M.R. 2019. Creating shared value. (In Managing sustainable business). 

Dordrecht: Springer. P. 323-346. 

http://www.downtoearth.org.in/news/economy/india-s-unemployment-rate-doubled-in-two-


Bibliography 135  

Posner, R.A. 2009. A failure of capitalism: The crisis of ’08 and the descent into depression. 

London: Cambridge University Press. 

 
Pritchett, L. 1997. Mind your P’s and Q’s: the cost of public investment is not the value of public 

capital. Working Paper1660. https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/1813-9450-1660. Date 

of access: 23 May 2019. 

 

Quarterly Labour Force Survey. 2019. StatsSA. 

http://www.statssa.gov.za/publications/P0211/P02112ndQuarter2019.pdf. Date of access: 20 

August 2019. 

 

Ram, R. 1986. Government size and economic growth: a new framework and some evidence from 

cross-section and time-series data. American Economic Review, 76:191-203. 

 

Rawls, J. 1971. A Theory of Justice. Cambridge: Harvard University Press. 

 
Razavi, S. 2016. The 2030 Agenda: challenges of implementation to attain gender equality and 

women’s rights. Journal of Gender and Development, 24(1):25-41. 

 

Refera, M.K., Dhaliwal, N.K. & Kaur, J. 2016. Financial literacy for developing countries in Africa: A 

review of concept, significance and research opportunities. Journal of African studies and 

Development, 8(1):1-12. 

Ricardo, D. 1817. Principles of Political Economy and Taxation. London: George Bell and Sons. 

 
Robbins, L.R. 1978. The Theory of Economic Policy: In English Classical Political Economy. 2nd 

edition. London: Macmillan Press Ltd. 

 

Robson, C. 2019. Is India a ‘developing country’? America doesn’t think so. Business Today: 15 

April. https://www.businesstoday.in/current/world/india-developing-country-us-doesnt-think-so- 

donald-trump-nerandra-modi/story/337348.html. Date of access: 20 August 2019. 

 

Robson, W.A. 2018. Welfare state and welfare society: illusion and reality. Cambridge: Routledge. 

 
Rodrik, D. 1991. Policy uncertainty and private investment in developing countries. Journal of 

Development Economics, 36(2):229-242. 

 

Rodrik, D. 1995. Getting interventions right: how South Korea and Taiwan grew rich. Economic 

policy, 10(20):53-107. 

 

Rodrik, D. 2002, May. After neoliberalism, what?. In Remarks at the BNDES seminar on New 

Paths of Development, Rio de Janeiro, September (12-13). 

http://www.statssa.gov.za/publications/P0211/P02112ndQuarter2019.pdf
http://www.businesstoday.in/current/world/india-developing-country-us-doesnt-think-so-


Bibliography 136  

Romer, P.M. 1986. Increasing returns and long-run growth. Journal of Political Economic, 

94(5):1002-1037. 

Romer, P.M. 1990. Endogenous technological change. Journal of Political Economy, 98:71-102. 

Romer. P.M. 1986. Increasing returns and long-run growth. Journal of Political Economy, 

94(5):1002-1037. 

 
Romero-Avila, D. & Strauch, R. 2008. Public finances and long-term growth in Europe: evidence 

from a panel data analysis. European Journal of Political Economy, 24(1):172-191. 

 

Rose-Ackerman, S. & Palifka, B.J. 2016. Corruption and government: Causes, consequences and 

reform. London: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Rosen, H.S. 2004. Public finance. (In The encyclopedia of public choice. ed. 2004). Boston: 

Springer. P. 252-262. 

 

Rossi, J.L. 2018. Development challenges for Brazil. Inter-American Development Bank: June 

2018. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17487870.2019.1609356. Date of access: 19 

August 2019. 

 
Saafi, S., Farhat, A.& Mohamed, M.B.H. 2015. Testing the relationships between shadow economy 

and unemployment: empirical evidence from linear and nonlinear tests. Studies in Nonlinear 

Dynamics & Econometrics, 19(5):585-608. 

 

Sager, T. 2011. Neo-liberal urban planning policies: a literature review 1990-2010. Progressive 

Planning, 76(4):147-199. 

 

Said, S.E. & Dickey, D. 1984. Testing for unit roots in Autoregressive Moving-Average Models with 

unknown order. Biometrika, 71(3):599-607. 

 

Sala-i-Martin, X.X. 1997. I just ran four million regressions (No. w6252). National Bureau of 

Economic Research. 

 

Saungweme, T. & Odhiambo, N.M. 2018. An Exploratory Review of Government Debt Service 

Management in South Africa. Journal of Accounting and Management, 8(2):167-184. 

 

Schreuder, N. 2019. Public works corruption is still bleeding department dry. The Citizen: 29 

September. https://citizen.co.za/news/south-africa/government/2184717/public-works- 

corruption-is-still-bleeding-department-dry/. Date of access: 30 September. 

Schumpeter, J.A. 2017. Theory of economic development. New York: Routledge. 

http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17487870.2019.1609356


Bibliography 137  

Seddighi, H.R., Lawler, K.A. & Katos, A.V. 2000. Econometrics: A practical approach. London: 

Routledge. 

 

Seekings, J. & Nattrass, N. 2001. Democracy and distribution in highly unequal economies: the 

case of South Africa. Journal of Modern African Studies, 39(3):471-496. 

 

Seekings, J. 2015. The ‘developmental’ and ‘welfare’ state of South Africa: lessons for the 

southern African region. Centre for Social Science Research: Cape Town. 

 

Serven, L. 1997. Uncertainty, instability, and irreversible investment: theory, evidence and lessons 

for Africa. Washington: World Bank. 

 

Seth, A. 2007. Granger causality. Scholarpedia, 2(7):16-67. 

 
Shah, A. 2017. Fostering fiscally responsive and accountable governance: Lessons from 

decentralization. (InPicciotto, R. & Wiesner, E. ed. 2017. Evaluation and Development). New York: 

Routledge. P. 81-107. 

 

Sibal, R. 2012. The untold story of India’s economy. India: The Next Superpower. P. 17-22. 

 
Sidney, M.S. 2017. Policy formulation: design and tools. (In Sidney, M.S. ed. 2017.Handbook of 

public policy analysis). New York: Routledge. P. 105-114. 

 

Singaporean Ministry of Finance. 2018. Before and after transfers - Singapore’s Gini coefficient. 

https://www.mof.gov.sg/Newsroom/Parliamentary-Replies/before-and-after-taxes-and-transfers--- 

singapore-s-gini-coefficient. Date of access: 15 August 2019. 

 

Singh, N. & Srinivasan, T.N. 2006. Indian Federalism, Economic Reform. 

https:books.google.co.zabookshl=en&lr=&id=6Qnac5A38QkC&oi=fnd&pg=PA301&dq=Singh+and 

+Srinivasan+2006&ots=F7FLw4mEZ7&sig=k77Ttur23fXx9m2IpyOhtecfu9w#v=onepage&q=Singh 

%20and%20Srinivasan%202006&f. Date of access: 28 February 2018. 

 
Sinha, A. 2003. Rethinking the Developmental State: divided Leviathan and subnational 

comparisons in India. Comparative Politics, 35:459-476. 

 

Smith, A. 1904. The Wealth of Nations. 5th edition. New York: Bantam Dell. (1776) 

 
Smithin, J.N. 1989. The Composition of Government Expenditures and the Effectiveness of Fiscal 

Policy. (In Pheby, J. ed. 1989. New Directions in Post Keynesian Economics.) Aldershot: Gower. 

P. 209-227. 

 

Solow, R.M. 1956. A contribution to the theory of economic growth. Quarterly Journal of 

Economics, 70:65-94. 

http://www.mof.gov.sg/Newsroom/Parliamentary-Replies/before-and-after-taxes-and-transfers---


Bibliography 138  

South African Market Insights (SAMI). 2019. https://www.southafricanmi.com/south-africas- 

economic-history.html. Date of access: 29 July 2019. 

 

South African Reserve Bank (SARB). 2002. Quarterly Bulletin. Pretoria: SARB. 

 
South African Reserve Bank (SARB). 2018. Economic and financial data for South Africa. 

https://wwwrs.resbank.co.za/webindicators/EconFinDataForSA.aspx. Date of access: 3 February 

2019. 

 

South African Revenue Service (SARS). 2019. SARS announces preliminary revenue outcome for 

2018/19 financial year. https://www.gov.za/speeches/preliminary-revenue-outcome-31-mar-2019- 

0000. Date of access: 28 July 2019. 

 

Spicker, P. 2013. Liberal welfare states.(In Greve, B. ed. 2013. The Routledge Handbook of the 

Welfare State.) London: Routledge. P. 193-201. 

 

StatsSA. 2018a. Economic Growth Statistics. http://www.statssa.gov.za/?cat=30. Date of access: 3 

February 2019. 

 

StatsSA. 2019a. The ups and downs of gross domestic product. 

http://www.statssa.gov.za/?p=9181. Date of access: 21 July 2019. 

 

StatsSA. 2019b. Government finances: surplus, deficit and debt. 

http://www.statssa.gov.za/?p=11983. Date of access: 31 July 2019. 

 

Stein, J.L. 1969. Neoclassical and Keynes-Wicksell Monetary Growth Models. Journal of Money, 

Credit and Banking, 1(2):153-171. 

 

Stiglingh, A. 2015. Financial development and economic growth in BRICS and G-7 countries: a 

comparative analysis. Vanderbijlpark: NWU. (Thesis - Masters). 

 

Stiglitz, J.E. 1993. The role of the state in financial markets. The World Bank Economic Review, 

7(1):19-52. 

 
Stiglitz, J.E. 1997. The role of government in economic development. In Annual World Bank 

Conference on Development Economics. Washington DC: World Bank. P. 11-23. 

 

Stiglitz, J.E. 1998. More Instruments and broader goals: moving toward the post-Washington 

consensus. Helsinki: UNU/WIDER. 

 

Stiglitz, J.E. 2001. Markets, market failures, and development. The American Economic Review, 

79(2):197-203. 

http://www.southafricanmi.com/south-africas-
http://www.gov.za/speeches/preliminary-revenue-outcome-31-mar-2019-
http://www.statssa.gov.za/?cat=30
http://www.statssa.gov.za/?p=9181
http://www.statssa.gov.za/?p=11983


Bibliography 139  

Stiglitz, J.E. 2004. The post Washington consensus consensus. The Initiative for Policy Dialogue, 

1-15. 

Stokey, N.L. 1995. R&D and economic growth. The Review of Economic Studies, 62(3):469-489. 

Streak, J.C. 2004. The Gear legacy: did Gear fail or move South Africa forward in development? 

Development Southern Africa, 21(2):271-288. 

 
Swan, T.W. 1956. Economic growth and capital accumulation. Economic Record, 32(2):334-361. 

 
Swilling, M., Musango, J. & Wakeford, J. 2015. Developmental states and sustainability transitions: 

prospects of a just transition in South Africa. Journal of Environmental Policy and Planning, 

18(5):650-672. 

 

Syczewska, E.M. 2010. Empirical power of the Kwiatkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin test (No. 45). 

 
Takaendesa, P. 2006. The behaviour and fundamental determinants of the real exchange rate in 

South Africa. (Doctoral Dissertation - Rhodes University). 

 

Tang, C. F. 2009. Wagner’s law versus Keynesian hypothesis: new evidence from recursive 

regression-based causality approaches. The IUP Journal of Public Finance, 6(4):29-38. 

 

Tanzi, V. & Davoodi, H. 1998. Corruption, public investment, and growth. (In The welfare state, 

public investment, and growth.) Tokyo: Springer. P. 41-60. 

 

The Presidency. 2006. Accelerated and Shared Growth Initiative for South Africa (ASGISA), 2006. 

 
Thompson, W.E., Hickey, J.V. & Thompson, M.L. 2016. Society in focus: An introduction to 

sociology. 8th edition. Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield. 

 

Titmuss, R.M. 2018. Essays on the welfare state. Bristol, Chicago: Policy Press. 

 
Toda, H.Y. & Yamamoto, T. 1995. Statistical inference in vector autoregressions with possibly 

integrated processes. Journal of Econometrics, 66(1):225-250. 

 

Trabelsi, S. 2018. Public education spending and economic growth: the governance threshold 

effect. Journal of Economic Development, 43(1):101-124. 

 

Trading Economics. 2019. United States Gross Federal Debt to GDP. 

https://tradingeconomics.com/united-states/government-debt-to-gdp. Date of access: 18 August 

2019. 

 

Trading Economics. 2019a. South Africa GDP growth rate. https://tradingeconomics.com/south- 

africa/gdp-growth. Date of access: 29 July 2019. 



Bibliography 140  

Trading Economics. 2019b. Singapore GDP growth rate. 

https://tradingeconomics.com/singapore/gdp-growth. Date of access: 15 August 2019. 

 

Trading Economics. 2019c. India GDP growth rate. https://tradingeconomics.com/india/gdp- 

growth. Date of access: 20 August 2019. 

 

Trading Economics. 2019d. India Government Debt to GDP. 

https://tradingeconomics.com/india/government-debt-to-gdp. Date of access: 18 August 2019. 

 

Transparency International. 2018. Corruption Perceptions Index. 

https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/corruption_perceptions_index_2018. Date of access: 

25 February 2019. 

 

Truu, M.L. & Contagion, E. 1996. Macroeconomics. 2nd ed. Cape Town: Maskew Miller Longman. 

 
Turok, I. 2014. Towards a developmental state? Provincial economic policy in South Africa. 

Journal of Development Southern Africa, 27(4):497-515. 

 

Turok, I. 2016. South Africa’s new urban agenda: transformation or compensation? Local 

Economy, 31(1-2):9-27. 

 

UNDP (United Nations Development Programme). 2019a. Human Development Index. 

hdr.undp.org/en/content/human-development-index-hdi. Date of access: 29 July 2019. 

 

UNDP. 2019b. Human Development Index. http://hdr.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/IND. Date of 

access: 20 August 2019. 

 

Van den Berg, H. 2016. Economic growth and development. 3rd edition.Singapore: World Scientific 

Publishing Company. 

 

Van Wyk, A. 2018. Does South Africa really employ more civil servants than the US? Africa Check: 

16 October. https://africacheck.org/reports/does-south-africa-really-employ-more-civil-servants- 

than-the-us. Date of access: 26 July 2019. 

 

Van Wyngaard, D. 2019. An analysis of monetary policy and its effects on inflation and economic 

growth in South Africa. Vanderbijlpark: NWU. (Dissertation - Masters). 

 

Vedung, E. 2017. Public policy and program evaluation. New York: Routledge. 

 
Visser, W. 2004. Shifting RDP to GEAR: the ANC’s government’s dilemma in providing an 

equitable system of social security for the “new” South Africa. Paper presented at the 40 th Linzer 

Konferez, 15 October 2013. Date of access: 26 June 2019. 

http://www.transparency.org/news/feature/corruption_perceptions_index_2018
http://hdr.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/IND


Bibliography 141  

Wade, R. 2004. Governing the Market. 2nd edition. New Jersey: Princeton University Press. 

 
Wade, R. 2018. The developmental state: dead or alive? Journal of Development and Change, 

49(2):518-546. 

 
Wagner, A. 1890. Finanzwissenschaft. The Classics in the Theory of Public Finance. 

 
Warner, K.J. & Jones, G.A. 2019. The 21st Century Coal Question: China, India, Development, 

and Climate Change. Atmosphere, 10(8):476. 

 

Warner, R. 2011. What is resilience? Management Today, 29(1):16-19. 

 
Wasserman, H. 2019. SA’s economy is shrinking at an alarming rate - and only oranges and 

interest rates are offering hope. Business Insider: 4 June. 

https://www.businessinsider.co.za/economic-growth-first-quarter-of-2019-2019-06. Date of access: 

30 July 2019. 

 

Wei, S.J. & Wu, Y. 2002. Negative alchemy? Corruption, composition of capital flows, and 

currency crises. (In Preventing currency crises in emerging markets). Chicago: Chicago University 

Press. P. 451-506. 

Weigend, A.S. 2018. Time Series Prediction: Forecasting the future and understanding the past. 

New York: Routledge. 

 
Weimer, D.L. & Vining, A.R. 2017. Policy analysis: concepts and practice. New York: Routledge. 

Weiner, N. 1956. The Theory of prediction. Modern Mathematics for Engineers, 1:125-139. 

Wieczorek, A.J. 2018. Sustainability transitions in developing countries: Major insights and their 

implications for research and policy. Environmental Science & Policy, 84:204-216. 

 

Witt, U. 1997. Self-organization and economics - what is new? Journal of Structural Change and 

Economic Dynamics, 8(4):489-507. 

 

Woo-Cummings, M. 1999. The Developmental State. Ithaca: Cornell University. 

 
Wooldridge. J. M. 2012. Introductory econometrics: a modern approach. 

http://economics.ut.ac.ir/documents/3030266/14100645/Jeffrey_M._Wooldridge_Introductory_E 

conometrics_A_Modern_Approach_2012.pdf Date of Access: 15 September 2019. 

 

World Bank. 2015. South Africa economic update: jobs and South Africa’s changing 

demographics. DC: The World Bank Group. 

http://www.businessinsider.co.za/economic-growth-first-quarter-of-2019-2019-06
http://economics.ut.ac.ir/documents/3030266/14100645/Jeffrey_M._Wooldridge_Introductory_E


Bibliography 142  

World Bank. 2018. Worldwide Governance Indicators: Government Effectiveness. 

http://info.worldbank.org/governance/wgi/index/aspx#homw. Date of access: 3 February 2019. 

 

World Bank. 2019. Corruption Control Index. 

 
World Bank. 2019. General government final consumption expenditure (% of GDP): Singapore. 

https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NE.CON.GOVT.ZS?locations=SG. Date of access: 19 August 

2019 

 

World Bank. 2019. Governance and institutions. http://ida.worldbank.org/theme/governance-and- 

institutions. Date of access: 1 May 2019. 

 

World Bank. 2019. Government Effectiveness. https://datacatalog.worldbank.org/government- 

effectiveness-estimate-0. Date of access: 24 April 2019. 

 

World Bank. 2019a. General government final consumption expenditure (% of GDP): Brazil. 

https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NE.CON.GOVT.ZS?locations=BR. Date of access: 19 August 

2019. 

 

World Bank. 2019b. Human Development Index (HDI). 

 
World Bank. 2019c. General government final consumption expenditure (% of GDP): South Korea. 

https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NE.CON.GOVT.ZS?locations=KR. Date of access: 19 August 

2019. 

 

World Bank. 2019c. Worldwide Governance Indicators. 

http://info.worldbank.org/governance/wgi/index.aspx#reports. Date of access: 30 July 2019. 

 

World Bank. 2019d. Gini Index: Brazil. 

https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.GINI?locations=BR. Date of access: 19 August 2019. 

 

World Economic Forum (WEF). 2018. The Global Competitiveness Report 2017-2018. 

http://reports.weforum.org/global-competitiveness-index-2017-2018/. Date of access: 24 May 

2019. 

 

Wray, L.R. 1998. Understanding Modern Money. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar. 

 
Wu, S.Y., Tang, J.H. & Lin, E.S. 2010. The impact of government expenditure on economic 

growth: how sensitive to the level of development? Journal of Policy Modelling, 32(6):804-817. 

 

Yasin, M. 2011. Public spending and economic growth: empirical investigation of Sub-Saharan 

Africa. Southwestern Economic Review, 30:59-68. 

http://info.worldbank.org/governance/wgi/index/aspx#homw
http://ida.worldbank.org/theme/governance-and-
http://info.worldbank.org/governance/wgi/index.aspx#reports
http://reports.weforum.org/global-competitiveness-index-2017-2018/


Bibliography 143  

Zalk, N. 2014. Industrial policy in a harsh climate: The case of South Africa. (In Transforming 

Economies: Making industrial policy work for growth, jobs and development). Geneva: International 

Labour Organisation. P. 327-356. 

 

Zhu, X., Lin, S., Wang, L., Wu, W. & Qin, Q. 2018. Debt and Economic Growth. (In A Study of the 

Turning Point of China’s Debt) Singapore: Springer. P. 1-13. 

 

Ziramba, E. 2008. Wagner’s Law: an econometric test for South Africa 1960 to 2006. South African 

Journal of Economics, 76(4):596-606. 



Appendix 1: Letter from the language editor 144  

APPENDIX 1: LETTER FROM THE LANGUAGE EDITOR 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Date: 22/11/2019 

Dear Sir/Madam 

This letter is to certify that I, Sarah Louise Cornelius, of Regcor Enterprises Pty Ltd, have 

completed the initial editing of the dissertation titled An analysis of the impact of the size and type 

of Government intervention on Economic Growth in South Africa by Tasmyn Cooper. 

 
I have ten years of experience in the field, having worked on multiple doctorates. Currently, I 

am a member of the Professional Editor’s Guild (PEG). 

This has been an initial (first-time) edit and all recommendations and errors have been noted in 

the comments. Any changes or lack of corrections done to the document after editing is not a 

reflection of the editing services provided. Students are welcome to send the document for a 

further proofread before the final submission. 

 
Kind Regards 

Sarah Louise Cornelius 

 
Professional Editor’s Guild 

Associate Member Membership 

number: COR003 

 
Regcor Enterprises Pty Ltd 

Registration no: 2015/375453/07 

Contact no: 0768156437 
Email: sarah@regcor.co.za 

mailto:sarah@regcor.co.za

