93

( )**

* 2002 ( 072-
BM2085 ")

** Don-Moon Cho(Catholic University of Korea), “Neolibeal Economic Reform and Workers
Living Condition: Bankrupt Washington Consensus and the ‘Transfer of Legitimacy’
Effect”.
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GDP %
(%) (%)  |(1992 , 100)|(1990 , 100)

1978 4.80 38.90
1979 7.20 55.80
1980 9.20 110.00 91.3
1981 -4.50 95.00
1982 0.50 100.00
1983 -350 211.00
1984 5.30 22400
1985 7.90 235.00
1986 7.60 65.00
1987 3.60 416.00
1988 -0.10 1038.00
1989 330 1783.00
1990 -4.40 1476.71 43 100.0
1991 1.10 480.23 48 91.3
1992 -0.90 1157.84 58 116.1 85.2
1993 492 2708.17 54 1273 833
1994 5.85 1093.89 4.96 147.0 915
1995 422 14.78 463 162.3 922
199 2.66 9.34 5.46 1635 95.7
1997 3.60 7.48 5.66 1717 103.3
1998 012 1.70 7.60 168.2 106.0
1999 0.80 19.98 7.56 152.9 106.1
2000 436 9.81 7.14 1514
2001 151 10.06 6.23
2002 7.34

* 2001 3 ; 2001  GDP .

* . Baer(2001: 462-471), Amann & Baer(2002: 955), FGV(2001: Il), FUNDAP(2002:

54), Stallings & Peres(2000: 120-121).
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(2002: 10-26), CUT(2001), Freitas(2001: 3-9)
11) ILO 158
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(Freitas 2001: 13-14; CUT 2001).
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2% 1 16.55%
1999 3.38%
1998 1200
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80
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12) Krein(2002: 18-26; 2003), CUT(2002: 37-38), CNM/CUT & DIEESE(2001), Manza-

no(2002: 49-50), Galvdo  (2003)
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1.
(open unemployment) < 1> 20
- 5.05% 1
5.05%, 2 6.32% 7%
“ (hidden unemployment)”
, (total  unemployment)
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(CUT 2000: 6-8; CUT-EN
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13
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1 1500
14
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13) CUT(2000: 6-13), SMABC/DIEESE

(2000: 2-9), Manzano(2002: 6-10), Amann & Baer(2002: 955-967)
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(Stallings & Peres 2000: 116-149).
17) . DIEESE(2001b: 86-90), Baer(2001: 212-214),
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Abstract

The dominant “Washington Consensus’ capitaizing the positive effects
of neoliberal economic policies comes under attack by a set of empirica
studies, and the conventional theories highlighting the opposition of
workers and the general public against the neoliberal economic policies.
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To clear such theoretical confusions regarding neoliberal economic
policies, this study aims to clarify the effects of neoliberal policies in
terms of macro-economic indicators and change in living conditions, and
then to identify maor factors determining attitudes for or against the
neoliberal policies.

While a series of preceding civilian governments failed in curbing
run-away inflation, the Cardoso government succeeded in putting chronic
inflation under control. Except for that, Cardoso’'s neoliberal economic
policies ended up with great economic fallure aong with such
macro-economic indicators as the low rate of economic growth,
worsening trade deficit, expanding financial deficit among others. With
regard to the living conditions, social failure was quite obvious given
the hike in unemployment rate owing to the privatization of public
enterprises and employment shrinkage in the manufacturing sector, the
rising proportion of non-regular workers due to the relative expansion of
service sector against manufacturing sector, the flexibilization of working
hours and ever-worsening working conditions, stagnating or decreasing
level of real income which fell short of catching up the increasing level
of productivity, and the polarization of population with aggravating
income inequality. After al, the Washington Consensus turned out to be
nothing but an ideology amed to propagate neoliberaism without
empirical ground.

Brazilian workers resisted consistently neoliberal economic policies,
but the genera public sent wholehearted support to Cardoso’s neoliberal
policies. Workers resistance was well grounded on the obvious principle
and policy outcome of neolibera policies, but public support for
neoliberal policies was not founded on their experience and following
evaluation of neoliberal policies but derived from their appreciation of
Cardoso’'s economic stabilization policies which made a success in
suppressing inflation. In other words, the legitimacy was transferred from
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Cardoso’'s preceding economic stabilization policies to his subsequent
neoliberal economic policies. That's why the public did not hesitate to
withdraw the legitimacy once given to the neoliberal policies as they
experienced the real effects of those policies and witnessed their failure
which ended up with economic disaster.

Key Words. Brazil, Neoliberalism, Worker, Labor Condition, Washington
Consensus / , , ) '
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