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I. Introduction 

 

Virtually all developed countries face projected budget shortfalls for their public pension 

programs.  The shortfalls arise for two reasons.  First, populations in developed countries are 

aging rapidly.  Second, until recently older individuals in developed countries have been retiring 

earlier.  These two developments have created serious strains on public pension programs.  In 

order to remain fiscally solvent, many governments have reformed their public pension schemes 

to encourage labor supply at older ages.  These reforms include reductions in the generosity of 

public pensions and reduced penalties for working past the normal retirement age.   

 

Figure 1 shows labor force participation rates by gender, for individuals aged 50-54 and 

individuals aged 60-64, for the OECD over the period 1970-2008.   Figure 1 reveals that while 

participation by men aged 50-54 has fallen less than five percentage points over the past four 

decades, participation by men aged 60-64 fell over 20 percentage points, before rising 

6 percentage points in the past 8 years.  The sustained decline in participation occurred during a 

period when public pensions encouraged early retirement, and the recent rise coincides with the 

recent public pension reforms.  Similarly, participation by older women increased significantly 

since 2000.   

 

The participation rates in Figure 1 suggest that recent public pension reforms are leading 

older individuals to increase their labor supply.  In this paper, we consider how reforms to public 

pension systems affect labor supply over the life cycle.  We put the recent empirical evidence on 

the effect of government pensions on labor supply in a life cycle context, and we present evidence 

on the effectiveness of tax reforms for stimulating labor supply over the life cycle. 

                                                 
1 Author affiliations are Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago and University at Albany, SUNY.  Email 
addresses are efrench@frbchi.org and jbjones@albany.edu.  We are grateful to Lans Bovenberg, Bas 
Jacobs, Ruud de Mooij, Daniel van Vuuren, Adriaan Kalwij, Bertholt Leeftink, Sarah Smith and two 
anonymous referees for helpful comments. 

mailto:efrench@frbchi.org�
mailto:jbjones@albany.edu�
http://ideas.repec.org/e/pka116.html/�
http://www.ez.nl/�
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Figure 1. Labor force participation rates by gender, 1970-2008, OECD 

 

Source:  OECD. 
 

 

Our main conclusion is that the labor supply of older workers is responsive to changes in 

retirement incentives.  The labor supply of younger workers is less responsive.  Thus the trend 

towards lower taxes on older workers in many developed countries is likely to continue to fuel the 

recent trend towards later retirement.  This, in turn, is likely to reduce the financial strain on 

public pension schemes.   

 

The rest of the paper is organized as follows.  In Section II, we briefly review why public 

pension programs generate incentives for early retirement, and discuss some of the specific 

incentives found in US and European programs.  In Section III, we describe life cycle labor 

supply patterns and discuss some of their implications.  In Section IV, we review the evidence on 

the sensitivity of labor supply to public pension programs.  In Section V, we conclude and offer 

some policy recommendations. 
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II. Why do public pension programs affect retirement? 

 

A. Overview 

Public pension programs often create incentives that affect retirement decisions, for three 

main reasons:2

 

 

1. Substitution effects:  Public pension programs are funded by taxes on labor.  Furthermore, 

pension schemes often generate high implicit tax rates on labor income after a certain age.  

Both types of taxes encourage households to work less, especially when old.  

 

2. Wealth effects:  All public pension schemes have an insurance aspect, which implies 

redistribution between individuals.  Moreover, most public pension plans are pay-as-you-go 

systems, where taxes collected from the working young are used to finance current retiree 

benefits.  Even if a system lacks an insurance aspect, the actuarial value of a retiree’s 

benefits rarely equals the actuarial value of the taxes he paid while working.  Public 

pensions can thus increase (decrease) a household’s lifetime wealth, allowing it to finance 

its retirement with fewer (more) years of work.   

 

3. Liquidity effects:  Public pension benefits tend to be illiquid, in that households cannot 

borrow against future benefits.  As a result, many households cannot finance their 

retirement until pension benefits become available.  If public pensions crowd out private 

savings that would have been more liquid, they may delay retirement.3

   

 

Understanding the quantitative importance of these incentives is difficult because the 

programs are complex.  Moreover, other public and private programs generate retirement 

incentives.  Before considering the empirical evidence, it is worth discussing what public pension 

programs look like in practice. 

 

                                                 
2 Other mechanisms have been suggested.  One such mechanism is the ability of public pension rules to 
generate behavioral “norms”.  For example, workers may choose to retire at the normal retirement age 
simply because it is a natural focal point.  Mastrobuoni (2008) argues that ignoring these norm effects will 
lead researchers to understate the effects of changing public pension rules.  
3 If households are short-sighted, the tendency of public pensions to leave them liquidity-constrained will 
be amplified. 
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B. A detailed example:  public pension programs in the US 

The American public pension program is a pay-as-you-go pension scheme called Social 

Security.  On average, Social Security replaces about 40% of pre-retirement earnings; the 

replacement rate is higher for those with low lifetime income.  Private pensions also replace a 

large share of pre-retirement earnings; replacement rates tend to be higher for those with 

relatively high lifetime income.  Scholz et al. (2006) and Gustman and Steinmeier (1999) both 

find that mean private pension wealth and mean Social Security wealth (the expected discounted 

value of the pension benefits) are just over $100,000 each, although median private pension 

wealth is much smaller than median Social Security wealth.   

 

Social Security distorts labor supply in four ways. 

  

First, Social Security benefits depend on total contributions to the system during the 

worker’s 35 highest earnings years.  Once a worker has paid into the Social Security system for 

35 years, additional years of work increase his benefits only if earnings in these years exceed 

earnings from earlier years.  Thus an important work incentive may disappear after 35 years in 

the labor force.       

 

Second, Social Security is financed by a payroll tax of 5.3 % on both workers and firms (so 

the total tax is 10.6%).  In addition, workers and firms each pay a 0.9% tax for disability 

insurance and 1.45% for Medicare, resulting in a 7.65% tax on both workers and firms.  These 

taxes reduce the after-tax wage and thus the incentive to work.  Although tax payments into the 

Social Security system usually lead to higher benefits, the links are indirect and variable.  For 

example, tax payments made by younger workers translate into higher benefits only after they 

retire, a substantial delay; tax payments made by older workers translate into higher benefits 

much more quickly.  In short, the net tax rate imposed by Social Security is higher for younger 

workers (see e.g., Feldstein and Samwick, 1992).   

 

Third, until recently the basic benefit formula encouraged workers to claim benefits by 

age 65.  The age at which the individual applies for Social Security affects the size of the annual 

benefit.  Most individuals can begin drawing benefits at age 62.  Between 62 and the Normal 

Retirement Age (which was 65 until 2000, and is currently 66) benefits are reduced 6.7% for 

every year before the Normal Retirement Age that benefits are drawn.  This is roughly actuarially 

fair for single men; the reduction in the annual benefit is offset by the additional years of benefits.  
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However, until recently the annual benefit increase from waiting past the Normal Retirement Age 

was small.  For those retiring in the 1980s, delaying benefits past 65 would increase the annual 

benefit by only 3% for each year of delay.  This is less than actuarially fair, and provides strong 

incentives to draw benefits by age 65.   

 

Fourth, until 2000, individuals drawing benefits faced the Social Security Earnings Test, 

which discouraged work.  The Earnings Test is basically a tax on earnings above a certain 

threshold, or “test” level.  Between the early and normal retirement ages, benefits were reduced 

by $1 for every $2 in income above the threshold level ($9,600 in 1999), and between the Normal 

Retirement Age and 70 benefits were reduced $1 for every $3 in income above the threshold level 

($15,500 in 1999).  Although benefits lost through the Earnings Test increased future benefits, 

these adjustments were relatively modest after age 65.   

 

Thus, until recently, the Social Security System provided strong incentives to begin drawing 

benefits by age 65.  When coupled with the Earnings Test, it yielded strong incentives to leave 

the labor market by age 65.  Recent rule changes, however, have eliminated most of these 

incentives.  Under current rules, annual benefits now increase by 8% for each year benefits are 

delayed past the Normal Retirement Age, up until age 70.  Moreover, in 2000 the Earnings Test 

was repealed for those above the Normal Retirement Age.   

 

It is important to note that the basic benefit formula does not apply to all workers; there is a 

great amount of idiosyncratic variation in how benefits accrue by age, and thus potentially a great 

deal of variation in retirement incentives.  For example, Coile and Gruber (2004) point out that 

for married men, Social Security accrual is large and positive between ages 62 and 65, because 

Social Security provides a widow’s benefit.  Although men tend to die early (providing an 

incentive to get benefits as early as possible), their wives typically live much longer, providing an 

incentive to draw benefits late.  In addition, the standard benefit rules do not necessarily apply to 

individuals with low labor earnings.  These individuals can receive a minimum benefit called 

Supplemental Security Income (SSI), which is available at age 65.  However, because delaying 

receipt of SSI does not increase the future level of SSI, low-income workers also face an 

incentive to apply for benefits by age 65.   

 

Many workers exit the labor market at the Early Retirement age (62), even though actuarial 

calculations suggest that there are no incentives to draw benefits before age 65.  The main 
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explanation for the high job exit rates between 62 and 65 is liquidity (Kahn, 1988; Rust and 

Phelan, 1997; Gustman and Steinmeier, 2005).  Many people younger than age 62 have few 

liquid assets.  If these people wish to retire in advance of receiving Social Security benefits, they 

would have to borrow against their future benefits.  Because it is illegal to borrow against future 

Social Security benefits, these individuals must work until age 62 before they can finance their 

retirement. 

 

Measuring the importance of Social Security on retirement is difficult because Social 

Security is not the only source of retirement incentives at ages 62 and 65.  The US government 

provides Medicare, which is nearly universal health insurance coverage, beginning at age 65.  

Medicare provides an important retirement incentive because many individuals younger than 65 

obtain group health insurance only while they continue to work.  However, once individuals 

become eligible for Medicare at age 65, the health insurance incentive for work largely vanishes.  

Rust and Phelan (1997) and French and Jones (2010) document the importance of Medicare on 

retirement patterns.  French and Jones (2010) find that Medicare was about as important as Social 

Security in determining retirement for the cohort that turned 65 in the late 1990s. 

 

Another potentially important retirement incentive is the Disability Insurance program.  If 

an individual is determined to be disabled, her benefits replace about 50% of her income when 

she was working.  Qualifying for Disability Insurance is difficult.  Except in extreme cases (such 

as blindness or multiple sclerosis), the application process takes multiple years (French and Song, 

2010).  Nonetheless, the fraction of US workers receiving Disability Insurance has grown rapidly 

in recent years (Autor and Duggan, 2006). 

 

Furthermore, many firms provide defined benefit pensions, some of which also provide 

incentives to leave the labor market at ages 62 and 65.  Defined benefit pension plans work in a 

way similar to Social Security.  Benefits are typically a function of earnings on the job, years of 

service at the job, and age.  They usually have an early retirement age (typically 55, 60, or 62), 

before which benefits cannot be drawn.  They also have a normal retirement age (often 65), after 

which benefit accrual becomes negative, and induces retirement.  Until recently, about 50% of all 

jobs in America had these types of pensions; for younger workers, defined benefit pension plans 

have been largely replaced with defined contribution plans, the most common type being called a 

401(k).  Defined contribution pension plans are largely just subsidized savings plans.  These plans 



 7 

do not provide strong incentives to exit the labor market.  Just as public pensions are discarding 

early retirement incentives, private pensions are discarding early retirement incentives as well.   

 

C. Public pension programs in Europe 

In this section, we briefly discuss European public pension plans.  Summaries of individual 

countries can be found in Gruber and Wise (2007), a source we draw upon heavily here.  In many 

ways, European plans are similar to the US Social Security program.  The plans typically have a 

normal retirement age, and delaying benefit receipt past this age tends to be actuarially unfair.  

Some plans have an earnings test, above which benefits are taxed at a high rate.4

 

  Moreover, in 

many countries, individuals draw private as well as government pensions.  There are several 

dimensions, however, along which European plans have traditionally differed from those in the 

US.  These features tend to induce earlier retirement than in the US.    

First, many European systems raise annual benefits little, if at all, when someone chooses to 

delay claiming benefits past the normal retirement age.  For example, there are no actuarial 

adjustments for Spain after the normal retirement age of 65; workers that delay retirement one 

year past the normal retirement age simply lose one year of benefits.  Duval (2003) calculates the 

decrease in lifetime benefits and additional payroll taxes that workers incur when they delay 

claiming their public pensions.  Expressing these losses as income tax rates, he finds that implicit 

tax rates “are high in most Continental European countries, compared with Japan, Korea, English-

speaking and Nordic countries”.   

 

Second, European public pension schemes tend to be more generous than their American 

counterparts.  European pensions typically provide higher replacement rates (Duval, 2003, 

Figure 2).  For example, in Spain public pensions replace on average 80% of pre-retirement 

income, whereas it is closer to 40% for the US. 

 

Third, public pension benefits in Europe tend to be tied less tightly to earnings histories 

than in the US.  The UK, Spain, and the Netherlands all have a minimum benefit level that is 

higher than in the US.   

 

                                                 
4 Not all countries have an earnings test.  In these countries, the decision to retire is largely divorced from 
the decision to draw benefits, and public pensions affect labor supply only through the wealth and liquidity 
channels. 
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Fourth, European social insurance programs, such as disability or unemployment insurance, 

tend to provide more generous pathways to early retirement.  Duval (2003, footnote 24) finds that 

unemployment benefits can finance early retirement in Belgium, Finland, France, Germany, the 

Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, and the United Kingdom.  In contrast, US unemployment benefits 

replace a relatively small fraction of pre-unemployment income, and expire after one-half year.  

Furthermore, the eligibility criteria for European disability insurance programs are often less 

stringent than in the US.  For example, in the Netherlands in 1996, 34% of all men and 14% of all 

women aged 60-64 were drawing disability benefits (de Vos and Kapteyn, 2004), whereas the 

corresponding rate for the US was 12% for men and 9% for women.   

 

Partly in response to the low levels of labor supply amongst those over age 55, in recent 

years many European governments have changed the rules of their social insurance programs.  

For example, in Britain the earnings test on benefits was repealed in 1989 (Disney and Smith, 

2002).  In the Netherlands, screening standards have been tightened for disability benefits, 

reducing inflows into the system.  There have also been changes to employer-based pensions, so 

as to make them more generous for later retirement.  Furthermore, the Netherlands tax code now 

directly depends on age; those at older ages receive a tax credit that encourages work (Euwals et 

al., 2009).  These reforms appear to have significantly increased the labor supply of older 

individuals.    

 

 

III. Labor supply over the life cycle 

 

Any quantitative measure of the effect of public pensions on labor supply is the product of 

two elements: a measure of the incentives generated by the pensions; and a measure of how 

sensitive workers are to these incentives at different points in their lives.  We have already 

discussed the incentives produced by public pensions, albeit in qualitative terms.  We turn now to 

labor supply elasticities.  The key finding is that the labor supply elasticity of older workers is 

much higher than that of younger workers.  This difference in elasticities is in turn driven by the 

fixed cost of working. 

 

A. Life-cycle profiles 

We begin by considering the life-cycle pattern of hours in the US, using data from the Panel 

Study of Income Dynamics (PSID).  The PSID is a panel data set, covering 1968 to the present, 
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which allows us to track individuals over extended periods.  We employ a fixed effects 

procedure, discussed in greater detail in French (2005) that allows us to consider how wages and 

hours change for the same people over the course of their lives.  In order to abstract away from 

the effect of fertility on wages and labor supply, we focus only on men. 

 

Figure 2. Life cycle profiles for annual hours worked by men in the US, by health status 

 

Source: Reproduced from French (2005). 
 

Figure 2 shows the life-cycle profiles of hours worked, conditional on working, for men in 

good and bad health.  Hours begin to decline rapidly after age 59.  This is true even when 

conditioning on health status, so it appears that health status cannot be the main reason why hours 

decline as workers approach retirement. 

 

Figure 3 shows life-cycle profiles for labor force participation, with participation measured 

as employment.  Health appears to affect labor force participation rates more than hours worked.  

Nonetheless, the effect of health on aggregate participation rates is modest.  The fraction of 

individuals who report bad health rises from 20% at age 55 to 37% by age 70.  French (2005) 

shows that this decline in health would, with the participation profiles shown in Figure 3, lead to 

a 7% drop in labor force participation. Thus, of the drop in participation rates from 87% to 13% 

between ages 55 and 70, only a small fraction can be attributed to the (admittedly crude) health 

measure.  
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Figure 3. Life cycle profiles for labor force participation of men in the US, by health status 

 

Source:  Reproduced from French (2005). 
 

The ages at which hours and labor force participation rates decline most rapidly coincide 

with the ages at which wages decline and at which there are large pension and Social Security 

work disincentives. Wages for both health groups peak near age 55, and then decline rapidly.  

Moreover, labor force participation drops 9 percentage points (or 13 percent) at 62, the Early 

Retirement Age for Social Security, and 7 percentage points (or 18 percent) at 65, the Normal 

Retirement Age in effect for the sample period.  The data thus suggest that wages, pensions, and 

Social Security play a strong role in determining the age of retirement. 

 

B. Fixed costs and life-cycle labor supply elasticities 

Much of the literature on the labor supply response to tax reforms has considered only the 

decision of whether or not to work, sometimes called the “extensive margin”.  Other papers 

assume that everyone works until a fixed and exogenous retirement age, and focus on the number 

of hours worked by workers, sometimes called the “intensive margin”.  Figures 2 and 3 show that 

even though both margins are important, most changes in life cycle labor supply occur along the 

extensive margin.  While participation rates drop dramatically between 62 and 65, hours worked 

drop much more modestly.  Table 1 shows the distribution of hours worked by older men and 

women in the US.  The table reveals that even at ages 60-64, most working men are working full 
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time.  This finding is corroborated by other studies.  For example, Cogan (1981) finds that, on 

average, women will not work below 1,300 hours per year. 

 

Table 1:  Distribution of Hours Worked in the US, by Age and Gender (HRS Data) 
Share of individuals working listed number of hours 

 Men Women 

 Ages 50-54 Ages 60-64 Ages 50-54 Ages 60-64 

0 hours 16.8% 44.7% 30.8% 59.0% 

1-500 hours 0.4% 0.9% 0.9% 1.1% 

501-1000 hours 0.9% 2.2% 2.3% 2.4% 

1001-1500 hours 1.7% 2.4% 4.2% 3.7% 

1501-2000 hours 43.1% 30.0% 40.0% 24.0% 

2001-2500 hours 21.1% 12.4% 16.2% 7.8% 

2501-5000 hours 15.9% 7.8% 5.5% 2.0% 
 

Why does there appear to be so little labor supply variability along the hours of work 

margin?  Perhaps the most important reason is that there are fixed costs to working.  It takes time 

to get dressed and commute to work.  For example, estimates of mean commuting time in several 

countries range from about 7% to 10% of market work time (Juster and Stafford, 1991).  

Furthermore, work involves extra monetary costs, such as food at restaurants and work clothes.  

Spending falls on average by about 20% at retirement in Britain (Banks, Blundell, and Tanner, 

1998), and similar declines in spending have been documented in other countries is well.  There is 

reason to believe that these spending declines do not lead to any decline in the retirees’ standard 

of living.  Aguiar and Hurst (2005) show that even though spending on food declines after 

retirement, the nutritional quality of the food actually rises, as individuals replace the fast food 

they ate when working with more nutritious home-cooked meals.  The ability of households to 

reduce spending after retirement without any drop in material well-being is additional evidence 

that working imposes fixed costs on workers. 

 

Furthermore, there might be fixed costs of work on the part of employers.  Employers might 

incur fixed costs to recruit, hire and train employees, and they might have to pay fixed 

administrative costs to keep records on each worker.  Desk and office space is costly as well.  

Because these fixed costs must be spread over fewer hours of work for part-time employees, 

firms are likely to pay lower wages to part-time workers.  In fact, Aaronson and French (2004) 

find that a part-time worker makes about 25% less per hour than a full time worker.  Rogerson 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=ArticleURL&_udi=B6V76-4BP9KY9-1&_user=949101&_coverDate=09%2F30%2F2004&_rdoc=6&_fmt=full&_orig=browse&_srch=%23toc%235834%232004%23999119988%23500668%21&_cdi=5834&_docanchor=&view=c&_acct=C000049115&_version=1&_urlVersion=0&_userid=949101&md5=1c175a323c79d8b90d902d110949866f#bib17�
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and Wallenius (2009) stress the importance of this issue in their analysis of participation and life 

cycle labor supply.  

 

Figure 4. The Labor Supply Decision with Fixed Costs to Working 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4 shows the labor-leisure tradeoff that arises (in a static model) when there are fixed 

costs to working.  The vertical axis shows the individual’s total income, while the horizontal axis 

shows hours of time, which are divided between leisure and work.  The indifference curve ICR 

shows that at the reservation wage wR the individual is indifferent between working 0 hours and 

the amount “hours of work at wR”.  If the wage falls below wR, the individual will not work.  If 

the wage rises, the individual will work for sure and, moreover, work a large number of hours.  

For those who are almost indifferent between working and not, small changes in the wage can 

induce large changes in hours.  However, once wages are high enough to justify work, further 

wage increases will cause much smaller increases in hours.  In Figure 1, raising the wage from wR 

to w1 yields higher utility, but leaves hours of work unchanged.   

 

The importance of participation decisions in determining labor supply and the apparent 

importance of fixed costs in affecting participation leads us to believe that labor supply 
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elasticities are not constant over the life cycle.  Instead, they are likely higher at ages when 

individuals are nearest the participation margin.  Given that the decision to retire by definition 

implies that the participation margin has been crossed, it is almost surely the case that older 

workers are nearer the participation margin than younger workers, whose participation varies 

much less.  It is thus plausible that labor supply elasticities are higher at older ages. 

 

C. Estimated life cycle labor supply elasticities 

In order to better understand how labor supply elasticities vary over the life cycle, we 

estimate elasticities with the model in French (2005).  French develops and estimates a realistic 

life cycle model of labor supply, retirement and savings behavior in which future health status 

and wages are uncertain. In the model, individuals face a fixed cost of work and cannot borrow 

against future labor, pension, or Social Security income.  The model’s parameters are chosen so 

that the model’s predictions for hours worked by workers, labor force participation, and asset 

profiles match the data.   The model matches the data extremely well.  French shows that in this 

realistic environment, groups closer to the participation margin have higher labor supply 

elasticities, because of the fixed cost of work.  Because those near retirement are nearer to the 

participation margin, the model can reconcile the low labor supply elasticities typically estimated 

for young workers with the large observed responses to changes in private and public pension 

rules.   

 

Table 2 shows the labor supply elasticities.  To calculate the elasticities, we first use the 

model to simulate average hours of work across all individuals.  We then repeat the simulation 

with wages increased by 20% at certain ages, but being held at their baseline values at all other 

ages, and calculate how total hours of work changes at each age.   

 

Table 2 shows that labor supply elasticities increase significantly over the life cycle.  For 

temporary (one-year) wage changes, the elasticity rises from 0.36 at age 40 to 1.28 at age 60.  

When workers are young, the benefits of working are typically far above the fixed cost of 

working.  Young workers have few assets, and work to build up a buffer stock of wealth 

(Benitez-Silva, 2000; Low, 2005).  As a result, changes in wages do not change the participation 

decision, and have little effect on labor supply.  As workers near retirement, the benefits of work 

begin to shrink.  Their wages begin to fall, their health worsens, and their wealth increases.  Thus, 
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older workers are closer to the participation margin.5

 

  Because those near the participation margin 

have more elastic labor supply, as workers near retirement, their labor supply elasticities rise.   

Table 2:  Labor supply responses to a 20 percent increase in wages 

 Temporary wage change Permanent wage change 

Age At age 40 At age 60 At age 40 At age 60 

 Labor supply elasticities 

Hours in year of wage change 0.36 1.28 0.17 1.17 

Hours over entire life -0.01 0.01 0.11 0.14 

Hours in years prior to change -0.01 -0.01 -0.21 -0.04 

Hours in years after the change -0.03 -0.11 0.26 2.24 

 Change in hours of work 

Hours in year of wage change 155 377 74 346 

Hours over entire life -183 167 1,432 1,906 

Hours in years prior to change -39 -111 -923 -519 

Hours in years after the change -300 -99 2,281 2,079 
 

Table 1 and Figure 3 show why a labor supply elasticity that rises with age is consistent 

with the data.  Table 1 shows that very few workers work less than 1500 hours a year; in the 

model, such behavior implies a significant fixed cost to work.  Figure 3 shows that the labor 

market participation of healthy people is more or less constant until age 60, at which point it 

drops dramatically over just a few years.  For the model to replicate these facts, reservation wages 

must rise and/or after-tax wages fall after age 60; with a fixed cost to work, these shifts move 

workers to the participation margin, where labor supply elasticities are higher. 

 

Table 2 also shows that when wage changes are temporary, individuals are more willing to 

shift hours across the life cycle than to change total lifetime hours.  For example, the elasticity of 

hours with respect to a transitory wage change is 0.36 at age 40.  Because the wage is higher at 

age 40, agents work more hours at that age.  However, hours after age 40 fall significantly, so 

much so that total lifetime hours of work actually fall.  Agents feel richer throughout their lives, 

and thus consume more of everything, including leisure.  Similarly, when future wage increases 

                                                 
5 The value of the buffer stock is increased by the assumption that individuals cannot borrow against their 
future income.  Borrowing provides workers with a mechanism for maintaining consumption levels when 
earnings are low.  With borrowing cut off, the only way young workers can guard against negative earnings 
shocks is to accumulate assets.  Allowing young people to borrow would make their labor supply more 
elastic. 
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are anticipated, individuals will adjust current hours in response.  Younger workers will need to 

work and save less when young, knowing they will work until an older age.  A temporary wage 

increase at age 60 increases age-60 hours by 377, but decreases hours prior to age 60 by 111.  

Total lifetime hours increase by only 167.  Thus the labor supply response to a transitory wage 

change is not so much an increase in total lifetime hours as it is a reallocation of hours over the 

life cycle.   

 

Lastly, Table 2 shows that the contemporaneous hours response is smaller for permanent 

wage changes than for temporary ones.  When a wage change is permanent, the scope for 

reallocating hours over the life cycle is smaller, and the wealth effect, which reduces hours, is 

larger.  Table 2 shows that for a permanent wage change at age 40, the elasticity of hours at age 

40 is 0.17; the corresponding elasticity for a temporary wage change was 0.36.  Permanent wage 

changes also lead workers to reallocate their labor, as they shift hours from before the wage 

change to afterward.  It is still likely that total lifetime hours will rise in response to increased 

labor supply incentives when old.  Table 2 shows when there is a permanent wage increase at age 

60, total lifetime hours increase by 1,906.  However, Table 2 also shows that the labor hours of 

younger workers fall by 519, partly offsetting the labor supply responses of older workers. 

 

 In short, Table 2 suggests that for the cohort of workers nearing retirement, changes in 

public pension plans could lead to significant changes in labor supply, especially if the changes 

are unanticipated.  Younger cohorts, however, will respond in part by adjusting labor supply at 

earlier ages, so that lifetime (and ultimately aggregate) labor changes less.  

 

 To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to quantify the extent to which labor supply 

elasticities change with age because of the participation margin, while also accounting for the 

intensive margin of labor supply.  There is relatively little other evidence on how labor supply 

elasticities vary over the life cycle.  Keane and Imai (2004) argue that because work at young 

ages increases future wages, the labor supply of young workers is not very sensitive to changes in 

their current wages, leading to elasticities that rise over the life cycle (also see Wallenius, 2009).  

Conversely, Gomme et al. (2004) find that at business cycle frequencies, the elasticity of labor 

supply follows a U-shaped pattern over the life cycle, highest at young ages, then falling and 

rising slightly at older ages.  Thus the evidence is not definitive, but it suggests that labor supply 

elasticities rise at older ages. 
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IV. How sensitive is life cycle labor supply to changes in public pension programs? 

 

Over the last 30 years there has been a growing appreciation of the effect of private and 

public pension systems on labor supply.  This is the result of three strands of economic research:  

(1) non-structural analyses that use micro data to document associations between pension 

incentives and the timing of retirement; (2) structural analyses, also using micro data, that 

produce formal models of labor supply amenable to policy simulations; (3) applied general 

equilibrium models that incorporate features of the micro-level structural models.   

 

A. Non-structural evidence 

There is an extensive body of empirical work that, using micro data, documents the 

association between pension incentives and the timing of retirement.  Much of this research is 

summarized in Gruber and Wise (2004, 2007).  These studies have shown that many individuals 

exit the labor market when the incentives to leave the labor market are greatest.  For example, the 

studies show that for many countries, major reforms to government pension plans are often 

followed by major changes in retirement patterns.  In the United States in 1960, there was no 

early retirement age for men, and the normal retirement age was 65.  Furthermore, the retirement 

hazard for men was extremely low at age 62 in 1960.  In 1961, the early retirement age was 

changed to 62.  By 1980 job the retirement hazard was higher at age 62 than it was at 65.   

 

Furthermore, different countries have different early and normal retirement ages for their 

pension plans, and retirement hazards are highly correlated with these retirement ages.  For 

example, in France the normal retirement age is 60 (there is no early retirement age).  The 

retirement hazard for French workers is close to 60% at this age, whereas at 58 or 62 the hazard is 

less than 10%.   A similar cross-country analysis appears in Duval (2003), who regresses 

participation at older ages on his measure of implicit tax rates.  He finds that countries that 

provide larger incentives to delay retirement—countries with lower implicit tax rates—have 

higher participation rates. 

 

The flavor of these analyses is illustrated by Figure 5, which shows participation rates, 

calculated by the OECD, for the Netherlands and the US.  Figure 5 reveals sharp cross-country 

differences in the participation rates of men aged 60-64.  Although the two countries started with 

similar participation rates for men in the early 1970s, by 1995 the participation of 60-64 year-old 
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men in the US was 53%, whereas in the Netherlands it was only 21%.  Since then, the differences 

have narrowed:  while participation in the Netherlands almost doubled by 2008, to 43%, 

participation in the US has risen much more modestly, to 60%.  These patterns in participation 

mirrored differences in retirement incentives.  In the 1980s and early 1990s, programs in the 

Netherlands, especially unemployment and disability insurance, provided stronger incentives for 

early retirement than in the US.  Since that time, the Netherlands has introduced sweeping 

changes aimed at encouraging work at later ages; reforms in the US have been more modest.    

 

Figure 5. Labor force participation rates by gender, 1970-2008, US and Netherlands 

 
 

Source:  OECD. 

 

Although these non-structural analyses provide compelling evidence that government 

pension plans are important for understanding retirement patterns, they face two important 

limitations.  First, there are many sources of retirement incentives besides public pensions – these 

include private pensions and disability programs – and when all these competing incentives are 

not modeled explicitly, they are difficult to disentangle.  Second, studies that do not use formal 

models cannot provide quantitative measures of how labor supply would respond to policy 

reforms.    

 

B. Structural evidence 

A second strand of research is from structural models of retirement.  Some good recent 

examples include Heyma (2004) for the Netherlands, Jiménez-Martín and Sánchez-Martín (2007) 

for Spain, Manoli et el. (2010) for Austria, and French (2005), French and Jones (2010) and 

Casanova (2010) for the US.  These papers also use micro data, but have the added advantage that 

they can more explicitly quantify the importance of the work disincentives.  Furthermore, they 
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can allow for the fact that people potentially consider multiple programs at once.  For example, 

older workers may consider alternative pathways to retirement, such as applying for disability 

insurance benefits. 

 

However, few of these studies are in an explicit life cycle setting.  This limits what can be 

learned from these studies, because it makes it makes it difficult to link the studies to the life 

cycle models that are now used to evaluate the fiscal cost of tax and Social Security reforms (e.g., 

Nishiyama and Smetters, 2007). 

 

 A significant benefit of developing structural models is that they can predict the effect of 

policy reforms that have not yet occurred.   Table 3 presents findings from French (2005), who 

uses a structural model to assess how changes in the US Social Security rules would affect both 

consumption and labor supply over the entire life cycle.  The first row of Table 3 shows predicted 

years worked, hours worked per year among workers, the present discounted value of labor 

income and consumption, and assets at age 62 for the cohort of men that neared retirement age in 

1987, under the Social Security rules faced by these workers.  The second row shows what would 

happen to their labor supply and savings if their benefits were cut by 20% and they anticipated 

these lower benefits.   

 

Table 3:  Responses to a 20 percent reduction in Social Security benefits 

  
Total years 

worked 

Hours 
worked 
per year 

PDV of 
labor 

income 

 
PDV of 

consumption 

 
Assets at 
age 62 

Benchmark model 32.60 2,097 $1,781 $1,583 $190 

Benefits reduced by 20% 32.83 2,099 $1,789 $1,569 $200 

Early retirement age raised to 63 32.62 2,096 $1,781 $1,584 $190 

Earnings test eliminated from 
age 65 onward 33.62 2,085 $1,799 $1,594 $188 

PDV denotes present discounted value. 
Consumption, labor income, and assets are measured in thousands. 

Source:  French (2005)      
 

The second row of Table 3 shows that reducing Social Security benefits by 20% causes 

individuals to work more hours throughout their lives and increase their assets in order to offset 

reduced benefits.  To understand the magnitude of these effects, note that the average present 

value of Social Security benefits at age 62 is equal to about $132,000. Cutting benefits 20% thus 
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reduces the present value of Social Security wealth by $26,000.  Individuals respond to this 

wealth loss by reducing both consumption and leisure, that is, by working and saving more.  As a 

result, age-62 asset levels are $9,800 greater when benefits are reduced.  About two-thirds of this 

increase is from reduced consumption, while the other one-third is from increased labor supply. 

This highlights the importance of forward-looking behavior when considering effects of changing 

the Social Security rules.  

 

Nevertheless, most of the effects are seen after age 62.  Increased years in the labor market 

after age 62 replace $5,500 of the lost income.  One reason for this is that most of the life cycle 

variability in hours occurs at the participation margin at older ages, implying that the flexibility of 

labor supply is highest after age 62.  A second reason is that reducing Social Security benefits 

also effectively reduces the Social Security Earnings Test, and thus reduces the tax imposed by 

the Earnings Test.  If an individual receives no Social Security benefits, there are no Social 

Security benefits to be reduced by the Earnings Test.  Therefore, the substitution effect associated 

with a benefit cut causes individuals to work more hours when eligible for Social Security 

benefits and fewer hours at younger ages.   

 

In short, reducing Social Security benefits generates substitution and wealth effects that 

both encourage workers to supply more labor, especially after age 62.  It is not immediately 

obvious which of these effects is stronger.  French (2005) uses additional simulations to show, 

however, that the substitution effect is much stronger. 

 

Another potential reform to the Social Security system is to shift the early retirement age 

from 62 to 63.  Recall that increases in future benefits almost fully replace benefits lost through 

the Earnings Test at age 62.  Therefore, if borrowing constraints do not bind, there should be little 

if any work disincentive imposed by Social Security at age 62, and thus there should be little if 

any effect of shifting the Social Security early retirement age to 63.  French (2005) finds that very 

few individuals face borrowing constraints at age 62.  Not surprisingly, the third row of Table 3 

shows that the effects of shifting the early Social Security retirement age to 63 are very small.   

 

Finally, the fourth row of Table 3 shows results from eliminating the Social Security 

Earnings Test for individuals aged 65 and older.  This has large effects.  Years in the labor force 

rise from 32.60 to 33.62, a full year, although average hours worked by workers are largely 
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unchanged. Given that eliminating the Earnings Test increases lifetime wealth, which decreases 

hours of work, the observed increase in labor supply is completely due to substitution effects.  

 

This final experiment allows us to test the model’s forecasting ability, because the Earnings 

Test was in fact abolished for individuals older than 64 in 2000.  Given the value of structural 

models as forecasting tools, it is reasonable to test their forecasting ability through out-of-sample 

validation exercises.  The basic structure of a validation test is to estimate a model with data 

drawn from one observed policy regime, and then use the model to predict outcomes in another 

observed policy regime (see, e.g., Keane and Wolpin, 2007, and the references therein).   

 

Because the model used to produce Table 3 was estimated on a sample of individuals who 

faced the Earnings Test until age 70, its predictions regarding the elimination of the Earnings Test 

are out-of-sample forecasts.  The final row of Table 3 shows that the model predicts that once the 

Earnings Test is eliminated, labor force participation rates should rise sharply in the years that 

follow.  As it turns out, labor force participation rates for men over 65 have risen rapidly over the 

last 20 years, from 16% in 1987 (the central year of analysis in French, 2005) to 18% in 2000, 

when the earnings test was repealed, to 22% in 2009.  

 

This comparison of labor supply in 1987 and 2009 might not cleanly identify the true effect 

of the repeal of the earnings test however, because many other changes occurred between 1987 

and 2000, when the earnings test was repealed.  Furthermore, the results on Table 3 are based on 

the assumption that the change was known in advance – from age 20.  This allows workers to 

reallocate hours and consumption over their entire life cycle.   

 

In order to isolate the effect of the earnings test more cleanly, we consider a somewhat 

different validation exercise, using a different model that appears in French and Jones (2010).  

We estimated this model on a cohort of individuals who were 57-61 (with an average age of 59) 

in 1992, and thus faced the Earnings Test.  We then tested the model by predicting the labor 

supply of individuals who were 51-55 (with an average age of 53) in 1992, and thus did not face 

the test.  In both cases, we started the model simulations in calendar year 1992, so that individuals 

had only a limited time to respond to the changes.  This exercise also differs from the exercise in 

Table 3 in that the simulations allow the in-sample and out-of-sample cohorts to differ in their 

initial endowments of financial, Social Security and private pension wealth; in Table 3 the same 

people are subjected to different policy regimes.  Table 4 presents the results from this out-of-
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sample comparison.  The model predicts the observed increase in participation rates reasonably 

well.  For example, we found that the younger cohort that did not face the earnings test worked an 

additional 0.341 years between ages 60 and 65, whereas the model predicts an additional 0.447 

years.  The estimated increase in labor supply at ages 62-67 is similar to the estimated increases 

in labor supply reported in Song and Manchester (2007). 

 

Table 4:  Participation Rates by Birth Year Cohort 

  Data   Mode1  

 Age in 1992  Age in 1992  

Age  59 53 Difference 59 53 Difference 

60 0.657 0.692 0.035 0.650 0.706 0.056 

61 0.636 0.642 0.006 0.622 0.677 0.055 

62 0.530 0.545 0.014 0.513 0.570 0.057 

63 0.467 0.508 0.041 0.456 0.490 0.035 

64 0.408 0.471 0.063 0.413 0.449 0.037 

65 0.358 0.424 0.066 0.378 0.459 0.082 

66 0.326 0.382 0.057 0.350 0.430 0.080 

67 0.314 0.374 0.060 0.339 0.386 0.047 

Total, 60-67 3.696 4.037 0.341 3.721 4.168 0.447 

Source:  French and Jones (2010) 
 

 

C. General equilibrium analyses 

A third strand of research on the effects of public pensions utilizes applied general 

equilibrium models.  Recent papers include Conesa and Krueger (1999) and Fuster, İmrohoroğlu 

and İmrohoroğlu (2007), and Heathcote et al. (2010).  These models have two attractive features.  

First, they take a life cycle perspective on labor supply.  The results in Tables 2 and 4 showed that 

public pension rules can affect not only the age of retirement, but labor supply at younger ages as 

well.  For example, reducing the pension benefits received at older ages may cause an increase in 

savings and work hours at younger ages.  Because these general equilibrium models typically 

model workers of all ages, they can assess these offsetting life cycle effects.  The second 

attractive feature of applied general equilibrium models is that they account for general 

equilibrium feedback effects that applied micro studies explicitly ignore.  One such set of 

feedback effects are price changes:  applied micro studies that hold wages and interest rates fixed 

may significantly overstate the extent to which hours and saving respond to policy changes.  
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Other feedback effects may be subtler.  For example, more generous public pension schemes may 

crowd out private savings, and reduce the economy’s capital stock.  This in turn would reduce 

wages. 

 

A drawback to these studies is that the predicted values depend critically upon the 

parameters of the model, and these parameters are often calibrated without sufficient empirical 

justification.  At best, the parameters are taken from empirical papers on the labor supply patterns 

of prime age workers.  Most of these studies also assume that the labor supply elasticity is 

constant over the life cycle.  As a result, the studies usually ignore participation decisions in 

general, and ignore the way in which labor supply elasticities rise as workers approach retirement.  

 

 

V. Conclusions and recommendations 

 

In this paper we have examined labor supply and public pensions from a life cycle 

perspective.  We find that labor supply decisions are mainly participation decisions, and that these 

participation decisions are most sensitive to financial incentives when workers are old.  Several 

forms of evidence suggest that public pension plans have large effects on the labor supply of 

older workers.  This suggests that recent pension reforms encouraging later retirement should 

significantly increase work at older ages.   

 

Our findings suggest that labor income should be taxed at different rates over the life cycle.  

One of the key insights from the theory of optimal taxation is that elastically supplied goods 

should be taxed less than inelastically supplied goods.  Thus, if labor supply elasticities rise with 

age, labor income earned when old should be taxed at a lower rate than income earned when 

young.  As Banks and Diamond (2008) argue in their review, “the gains from age-dependent 

labour income taxes may not be trivial.”6

 

 

We conclude by considering how to implement such an age-dependent tax structure.  Public 

pension reform—the motivation for this paper—is the obvious starting point.  Several proposals 

for reducing effective tax at older ages have been put forth in the academic literature.  Laitner and 

                                                 
6 The conclusion that tax rates should vary with age need not imply that they fall with age.  For example, 
Weinzierl (2008) studies age-dependent taxes in a dynamic Mirleesian framework with no retirement.  He 
finds that when workers cannot borrow or save, younger workers should face lower income tax rates than 
older workers. 



 23 

Silverman propose (2008) eliminating Social Security payroll taxes on workers aged 60 and 

older.  They find that this tax cut, coupled with higher taxes at younger ages, would increase labor 

supply and would be welfare-improving for most people.  Goda, Shoven, and Slavov (2009) 

propose that Social Security benefits depend on the worker’s 40 highest earning years, rather than 

35, to increase the return to work late in life. 

 

The effective tax on work at older ages can also be lowered by modifying other public 

programs.  Goda, Shoven, and Slavov (2007) recommend eliminating the Medicare as a 

Secondary Payer requirement, which forces employers to provide primary payer health insurance 

to workers that would otherwise be covered by Medicare.  They estimate that this requirement 

imposes a tax rate that rises from 15-20% percent at age 65 to 45-70% by age 80.  They argue 

that because the labor supply of older workers is so elastic, “[e]liminating this implicit tax by 

making Medicare a primary payer for all Medicare-eligible individuals could significantly 

increase lifetime labor supply … The extra income tax receipts from such a policy would likely 

offset a large percentage of the estimated costs of making Medicare a primary payer.” 

 

Another important channel is income taxes.  In the Netherlands, older workers now receive 

a tax credit:  in 2009 this credit was 5% of gross wages for 62-year-olds and 10% of gross wages 

for 64-year-olds (Euwals et al. 2009).  Conesa, Kitao and Krueger (2009) describe the optimal 

combination of capital and labor income taxes in a dynamic general equilibrium model.  They 

conclude that that in a life cycle environment with age-invariant tax rates, the optimal tax on 

capital income is positive, because it lowers the effective tax on labor income earned at older 

ages, or, equivalently, causes labor income earned at younger ages to be taxed at a higher rate.7

 

  

Such differential treatment is efficient because it allows labor income to be “taxed more heavily 

when it is supplied less elastically,” namely at younger ages.     

One caveat is that there is relatively little evidence on how labor supply elastiticies change 

over the life cycle.  To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to quantify the extent to which 

labor supply elasticities change with age because of the participation margin, while also 

accounting for the intensive margin.  The other evidence currently available also suggests that 

labor supply elasticities rise at older ages (e.g., Keane and Imai, 2004, and Gomme et al., 2004).  

Future research will hopefully lead to firmer conclusions. 

                                                 
7 In a present-value setting, increasing the capital tax rate lowers the after-tax interest rate a worker uses to 
discount future earnings.  This in turn increases the value of future earnings relative to current earnings. 



 24 

References 

 

Aaronson, D. & French, E. (2004).  The effect of part-time work on wages: Evidence  
from the Social Security rules.  Journal of Labor Economics, 22, 329-352. 

Aguiar, M. & Hurst, E. (2005).  Consumption vs. expenditure.  Journal of Political Economy, 
113, 919-948. 

Autor, D. & Duggan, M. (2006).  The growth in the Social Security disability rolls: A fiscal crisis 
unfolding.  The Journal of Economic Perspectives, 20, 71-96. 

Banks, J., & Diamond, P. (2008).  The base for direct taxation.  MIT Department of Economics 
Working Paper No. 08-11. 

Banks, J., Blundell, R., & Tanner, S. (1998).  Is there a retirement savings puzzle?  American 
Economic Review, 88, 769-788. 

Benitez-Silva, H. (2000).  A dynamic model of labor supply, consumption/saving, and annuity 
decisions under uncertainty.  Mimeo, SUNY-Stony Brook. 

Blundell, R., Meghir, C., & Smith, S. (2004)  Pension incentives and the pattern of retirement in 
the United Kingdom.  Social Security Programs and Retirement Around The World – Micro 
Estimation.  Eds. Gruber, J. & Wise, D.  National Bureau of Economic Research: Chicago, 
643-689. 

Casanova, M. (2009).  Happy together: A structural model of couples’ joint retirement choices.  
Mimeo, UCLA. 

Cogan, J. (1981).  Fixed costs and labor supply.  Econometrica, 49, 945-963. 

Coile, C. & Gruber, J.. (2004)  The effect of Social Security on retirement in the United States.  
Social Security Programs and Retirement Around The World – Micro Estimation.  Eds. 
Gruber, J. & Wise, D.  National Bureau of Economic Research: Chicago, 691-730. 

Conesa, J., Kitao, K. & Krueger, D. (2009).  Taxing Capital?  Not a Bad Idea After All!  
American Economic Review, 99, 25-48. 

Conesa, J. & Krueger, D. (1999). Social Security reform with heterogeneous agents.  Review of 
Economic Dynamics, 2, 757–95. 

De Nardi, M., İmrohoroğlu, S., & Sargent, T. (1999). Projected US demographics and Social 
Security.  Review of Economic Dynamics, 2, 575–615. 

De Vos, K. & Kapteyn, A. (2004)  Incentives and exit routes to retirement in the Netherlands.  
Social Security Programs and Retirement Around The World – Micro Estimation.  Eds. 
Gruber, J. & Wise, D.  National Bureau of Economic Research: Chicago, 461-498. 

Disney, R., & Smith, S. (2002).  The labour supply effect of the abolition of the earnings rule for 
older workers in the United Kingdom.  The Economic Journal, 112, C136-152. 



 25 

Duval, R.  (2003).  Retirement behaviour in OECD countries:  Impact of old-age pension schemes 
and other social transfer programmes.  OECD Economic Studies, 37, 7-50. 

Euwals, R., de Mooij, R., & van Vuuren, D. (2009).  Rethinking Retirement.  CPB Netherlands 
Bureau for Economic Policy Analysis. 

Feldstein, M., & Samwick, A (1992). Social Security rules and marginal tax rates.  National Tax 
Journal, XLV, 1-22. 

Feldstein, M. (2005).  Structural reform of Social Security.  Journal of Economic Perspectives, 
19, 33-55. 

French, E. (2005)  The effects of health, wealth and wages on labor supply and retirement 
behavior.  Review of Economic Studies, 72, 395-427. 

French, E., & Jones, J. (2010).  The effects of health insurance and self-insurance on retirement 
behavior.  Mimeo, Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago and SUNY-Albany.  

French, E., & Song, J. (2010).  The Effect of Disability Insurance Receipt on Labor Supply.  
Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago Working Paper No. 2009-05.  

Fuster, L., Imrohoroglu, A., &  Imrohoroglu, S. (2007).  Elimination of Social Security in a 
dynastic framework.  Review of Economic Studies, 74, 113-145. 

Goda, G., Shoven J., & Slavov, S. (2007).  A tax on work for the elderly: Medicare as a 
secondary payer.   National Bureau of Economic Research Working Paper 13383. 

Goda, G., Shoven J., & Slavov, S. (2009).  Removing the Disincentives in Social Security for 
Long Careers.  Social Security Policy in a Changing Environment.  Eds. Brown, J., 
Liebman, J. & Wise, D.  National Bureau of Economic Research: Chicago, 21-41. 

Gomme, P, Rogerson, R., Rupert, P., and R. Wright, “The Business Cycle and the Life Cycle”, 
NBER Macroeconomics Annual, 2004, 415-461. 

Gruber, J., & Wise, D. (eds.). (2004).  Social Security Programs and Retirement Around the 
World: Micro Estimation, University of Chicago Press. 

Gruber, J., & Wise, D. (eds.). (2007).  Social Security Programs and Retirement Around the 
World: Fiscal Implications for Reform, University of Chicago Press. 

Gustman, A., & Steinmeier, T.  (1999)  Effects of pensions on savings: analysis with data from 
the health and retirement study.  Carnegie-Rochester Conference Series on Public Policy, 50, 
271-324. 

Gustman, A., & Steinmeier, T. (2005).  The Social Security early entitlement age in a structural 
model of retirement and wealth.  Journal of Public Economics, 89, 441-463. 

Heathcote, J., Storesletten, K., & Violante, G. (2008).  The macroeconomic implications of rising 
wage inequality in the US.  Mimeo, New York University.  

Heyma, A. (2004). A structural dynamic analysis of retirement behaviour in the Netherlands. 
Journal of Applied Econometrics, 19, (6), 739-759. 

http://www.chicagofed.org/webpages/publications/working_papers/2009/wp_05.cfm�
http://ideas.repec.org/s/nbr/nberwo.html�


 26 

 

Imai, S., and M. Keane, Intertemporal Labor Supply and Human Capital Accumulation.  
International Economic Review, 45(2), 601-642. 

Imrohoroglu, S. (2008).  Social Security in the United States.  The New Palgrave Dictionary of 
Economics, 2nd Edition.  Eds. Durlauf, S. & Blume, L.  Palgrave Macmillan. 

Jiménez-Martín, S., & Sánchez-Martín, A. (2007).  An evaluation of the life-cycle effects of 
mimimum pensions on retirement behavior.  Journal of Applied Econometrics, 22, 923-950. 

Juster, F., & Stafford, F. (1991). The allocation of time: Empirical findings, behavioral models, 
and problems of measurement.  Journal of Economic Literature, 39, 471–522 

Kahn, J.  Social Security, liquidity, and early retirement. (1988).  Journal of Public Economics, 
35, 97-117. 

Keane, M., & Wolpin, K.  (2007).  Exploring the usefulness of a non-random holdout sample for 
model validation: Welfare effects on female behavior.  forthcoming International Economic 
Review, 48, 1351-1378. 

Laitner, J., & Silverman, D. (2008).  Consumption, retirement and Social Security: Evaluating the 
efficiency of reform that encourages longer careers.  Michigan Retirement Research Center 
Research Paper WP 2006-142. 

Low, H. (2005).  Self-insurance in a life-cycle model of labour supply and savings.  Review of 
Economic Dynamics, 8, 945–975. 

Manoli, D., Mullen, K., & Wagner, M. (2010).  Pension benefits & retirement decisions: income 
vs. price elasticities.  Mimeo,UCLA. 

Mastrobuoni, G. (2008).   Labor supply effects of the recent social security benefit cuts: 
Empirical estimates using cohort discontinuities.  Mimeo. 

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, Labor Force Statistics – Indicators. 
http://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=CSP2010. 

Nishiyama, S., & Smetters, K. (2007).  Does Social Security privatization produce efficiency 
gains?  Quarterly Journal of Economics, 122, 1677-1719. 

Rogerson, R., & Wallenius, J. (2009). Micro and Macro Elasticities in a Life Cycle Model with 
Taxes.  Journal of Economic Theory, 144, 2277-2292. 

Rust, J. & Phelan, C. (1997).  How Social Security and Medicare affect retirement behavior in a 
world of incomplete markets.  Econometrica, 65, 781-831. 

Scholz, J., Seshadri, A., & Khitatrakun, S. (2006).  Are Americans saving 'optimally' for 
retirement?  Journal of Political Economy, 114, 607-643. 

Song, J. & Manchester, J. (2007).  New evidence on earnings and benefit claims following 
changes in the Retirement Earnings Test in 2000.  Journal of Public Economics, 91, 669–700. 

http://www.econ.ucla.edu/dsmanoli/retire.pdf�


 27 

Wallenius, J. (2009).  Human capital accumulation and the intertemporal elasticity of substitution 
of labor.  Mimeo.  Arizona State University.   

Weinzierl, M. (2008). The surprising power of age-dependent taxes. Mimeo, Harvard University. 



1 

Working Paper Series 
 

A series of research studies on regional economic issues relating to the Seventh Federal 
Reserve District, and on financial and economic topics. 

 
Risk Taking and the Quality of Informal Insurance: Gambling and Remittances in Thailand WP-07-01 
Douglas L. Miller and Anna L. Paulson 
 

Fast Micro and Slow Macro: Can Aggregation Explain the Persistence of Inflation? WP-07-02 
Filippo Altissimo, Benoît Mojon, and Paolo Zaffaroni 
 

Assessing a Decade of Interstate Bank Branching WP-07-03 
Christian Johnson and Tara Rice 
 

Debit Card and Cash Usage: A Cross-Country Analysis WP-07-04 
Gene Amromin and Sujit Chakravorti 
 

The Age of Reason: Financial Decisions Over the Lifecycle WP-07-05 
Sumit Agarwal, John C. Driscoll, Xavier Gabaix, and David Laibson 
 

Information Acquisition in Financial Markets: a Correction WP-07-06 
Gadi Barlevy and Pietro Veronesi 
 

Monetary Policy, Output Composition and the Great Moderation WP-07-07 
Benoît Mojon 
 

Estate Taxation, Entrepreneurship, and Wealth WP-07-08 
Marco Cagetti and Mariacristina De Nardi 

 

Conflict of Interest and Certification in the U.S. IPO Market WP-07-09 
Luca Benzoni and Carola Schenone 
 

The Reaction of Consumer Spending and Debt to Tax Rebates – 
Evidence from Consumer Credit Data WP-07-10 
Sumit Agarwal, Chunlin Liu, and Nicholas S. Souleles 
 

Portfolio Choice over the Life-Cycle when the Stock and Labor Markets are Cointegrated WP-07-11 
Luca Benzoni, Pierre Collin-Dufresne, and Robert S. Goldstein 
 
Nonparametric Analysis of Intergenerational Income Mobility  WP-07-12 

with Application to the United States 
Debopam Bhattacharya and Bhashkar Mazumder 
 

How the Credit Channel Works: Differentiating the Bank Lending Channel WP-07-13 

and the Balance Sheet Channel 
Lamont K. Black and Richard J. Rosen 
 

Labor Market Transitions and Self-Employment WP-07-14 

Ellen R. Rissman 
 

First-Time Home Buyers and Residential Investment Volatility WP-07-15 

Jonas D.M. Fisher and Martin Gervais 
 



2 

Working Paper Series (continued) 
 
Establishments Dynamics and Matching Frictions in Classical Competitive Equilibrium WP-07-16 

Marcelo Veracierto 
 

Technology’s Edge: The Educational Benefits of Computer-Aided Instruction WP-07-17 

Lisa Barrow, Lisa Markman, and Cecilia Elena Rouse 
 
The Widow’s Offering: Inheritance, Family Structure, and the Charitable Gifts of Women WP-07-18 

Leslie McGranahan 
 

Incomplete Information and the Timing to Adjust Labor: Evidence from the  
Lead-Lag Relationship between Temporary Help Employment and Permanent Employment WP-07-19 

Sainan Jin, Yukako Ono, and Qinghua Zhang 
 

A Conversation with 590 Nascent Entrepreneurs WP-07-20 

Jeffrey R. Campbell and Mariacristina De Nardi 

 

Cyclical Dumping and US Antidumping Protection: 1980-2001 WP-07-21 

Meredith A. Crowley 

 

Health Capital and the Prenatal Environment:  
The Effect of Maternal Fasting During Pregnancy WP-07-22 

Douglas Almond and Bhashkar Mazumder 

 

The Spending and Debt Response to Minimum Wage Hikes WP-07-23 

Daniel Aaronson, Sumit Agarwal, and Eric French 

 

The Impact of Mexican Immigrants on U.S. Wage Structure WP-07-24 

Maude Toussaint-Comeau 
 

A Leverage-based Model of Speculative Bubbles WP-08-01 

Gadi Barlevy 
 

Displacement, Asymmetric Information and Heterogeneous Human Capital WP-08-02 

Luojia Hu and Christopher Taber 
 

BankCaR (Bank Capital-at-Risk): A credit risk model for US commercial bank charge-offs WP-08-03 

Jon Frye and Eduard Pelz 
 

Bank Lending, Financing Constraints and SME Investment WP-08-04 

Santiago Carbó-Valverde, Francisco Rodríguez-Fernández, and Gregory F. Udell 

 

Global Inflation WP-08-05 

Matteo Ciccarelli and Benoît Mojon 

 

Scale and the Origins of Structural Change WP-08-06 

Francisco J. Buera and Joseph P. Kaboski 

 

Inventories, Lumpy Trade, and Large Devaluations WP-08-07 

George Alessandria, Joseph P. Kaboski, and Virgiliu Midrigan 



3 

Working Paper Series (continued) 
 

School Vouchers and Student Achievement: Recent Evidence, Remaining Questions WP-08-08 

Cecilia Elena Rouse and Lisa Barrow 

 
Does It Pay to Read Your Junk Mail? Evidence of the Effect of Advertising on 
Home Equity Credit Choices WP-08-09 

Sumit Agarwal and Brent W. Ambrose 

The Choice between Arm’s-Length and Relationship Debt: Evidence from eLoans WP-08-10 

Sumit Agarwal and Robert Hauswald 

 
Consumer Choice and Merchant Acceptance of Payment Media WP-08-11 

Wilko Bolt and Sujit Chakravorti 
 
Investment Shocks and Business Cycles WP-08-12 

Alejandro Justiniano, Giorgio E. Primiceri, and Andrea Tambalotti 
 
New Vehicle Characteristics and the Cost of the  
Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standard WP-08-13 

Thomas Klier and Joshua Linn 
 

Realized Volatility WP-08-14 

Torben G. Andersen and Luca Benzoni 
 

Revenue Bubbles and Structural Deficits: What’s a state to do? WP-08-15 

Richard Mattoon and Leslie McGranahan 
 
The role of lenders in the home price boom WP-08-16 

Richard J. Rosen 
 

Bank Crises and Investor Confidence WP-08-17 

Una Okonkwo Osili and Anna Paulson 
 
Life Expectancy and Old Age Savings WP-08-18 

Mariacristina De Nardi, Eric French, and John Bailey Jones 
 
Remittance Behavior among New U.S. Immigrants WP-08-19 

Katherine Meckel 
 
Birth Cohort and the Black-White Achievement Gap:  
The Roles of Access and Health Soon After Birth WP-08-20 

Kenneth Y. Chay, Jonathan Guryan, and Bhashkar Mazumder 
 

Public Investment and Budget Rules for State vs. Local Governments WP-08-21 

Marco Bassetto 
 

Why Has Home Ownership Fallen Among the Young? WP-09-01 

Jonas D.M. Fisher and Martin Gervais 

 

Why do the Elderly Save? The Role of Medical Expenses WP-09-02 

Mariacristina De Nardi, Eric French, and John Bailey Jones 

 

  



4 

Working Paper Series (continued) 
 

Using Stock Returns to Identify Government Spending Shocks WP-09-03 

Jonas D.M. Fisher and Ryan Peters 

 
Stochastic Volatility WP-09-04 

Torben G. Andersen and Luca Benzoni 
 
The Effect of Disability Insurance Receipt on Labor Supply WP-09-05 

Eric French and Jae Song 
 
CEO Overconfidence and Dividend Policy WP-09-06 

Sanjay Deshmukh, Anand M. Goel, and Keith M. Howe 
 
Do Financial Counseling Mandates Improve Mortgage Choice and Performance?  WP-09-07 
Evidence from a Legislative Experiment  

Sumit Agarwal,Gene Amromin, Itzhak Ben-David, Souphala Chomsisengphet, 
and Douglas D. Evanoff 
 
Perverse Incentives at the Banks? Evidence from a Natural Experiment WP-09-08  

Sumit Agarwal and Faye H. Wang 
 
Pay for Percentile WP-09-09 

Gadi Barlevy and Derek Neal 
 

The Life and Times of Nicolas Dutot WP-09-10 

François R. Velde 
 

Regulating Two-Sided Markets: An Empirical Investigation WP-09-11 

Santiago Carbó Valverde, Sujit Chakravorti, and Francisco Rodriguez Fernandez 
 

The Case of the Undying Debt WP-09-12 

François R. Velde  

 
Paying for Performance: The Education Impacts of a Community College Scholarship 
Program for Low-income Adults WP-09-13 

Lisa Barrow, Lashawn Richburg-Hayes, Cecilia Elena Rouse, and Thomas Brock 

 
Establishments Dynamics, Vacancies and Unemployment: A Neoclassical Synthesis WP-09-14 

Marcelo Veracierto 

 
The Price of Gasoline and the Demand for Fuel Economy:  
Evidence from Monthly New Vehicles Sales Data WP-09-15 

Thomas Klier and Joshua Linn 

 
Estimation of a Transformation Model with Truncation,  
Interval Observation and Time-Varying Covariates WP-09-16 

Bo E. Honoré and Luojia Hu 
 

Self-Enforcing Trade Agreements: Evidence from Antidumping Policy WP-09-17 

Chad P. Bown and Meredith A. Crowley 

 
Too much right can make a wrong: Setting the stage for the financial crisis WP-09-18 

Richard J. Rosen 



5 

Working Paper Series (continued) 
 
Can Structural Small Open Economy Models Account  
for the Influence of Foreign Disturbances? WP-09-19 

Alejandro Justiniano and Bruce Preston 

 
Liquidity Constraints of the Middle Class WP-09-20 

Jeffrey R. Campbell and Zvi Hercowitz 

 
Monetary Policy and Uncertainty in an Empirical Small Open Economy Model WP-09-21 

Alejandro Justiniano and Bruce Preston 

 
Firm boundaries and buyer-supplier match in market transaction:  
IT system procurement of U.S. credit unions WP-09-22 

Yukako Ono and Junichi Suzuki 

 
Health and the Savings of Insured Versus Uninsured, Working-Age Households in the U.S. WP-09-23 

Maude Toussaint-Comeau and Jonathan Hartley 
 

The Economics of “Radiator Springs:” Industry Dynamics, Sunk Costs, and  
Spatial Demand Shifts WP-09-24 

Jeffrey R. Campbell and Thomas N. Hubbard 

 
On the Relationship between Mobility, Population Growth, and  
Capital Spending in the United States WP-09-25 

Marco Bassetto and Leslie McGranahan 

 
The Impact of Rosenwald Schools on Black Achievement WP-09-26 

Daniel Aaronson and Bhashkar Mazumder   

 
Comment on “Letting Different Views about Business Cycles Compete” WP-10-01 

Jonas D.M. Fisher 
 
Macroeconomic Implications of Agglomeration WP-10-02 

Morris A. Davis, Jonas D.M. Fisher and Toni M. Whited 

 
Accounting for non-annuitization WP-10-03 

Svetlana Pashchenko 
 

Robustness and Macroeconomic Policy WP-10-04 

Gadi Barlevy 
 

Benefits of Relationship Banking: Evidence from Consumer Credit Markets WP-10-05 

Sumit Agarwal, Souphala Chomsisengphet, Chunlin Liu, and Nicholas S. Souleles 
 

The Effect of Sales Tax Holidays on Household Consumption Patterns WP-10-06 

Nathan Marwell and Leslie McGranahan 
 

Gathering Insights on the Forest from the Trees: A New Metric for Financial Conditions WP-10-07 

Scott Brave and R. Andrew Butters 
 
Identification of Models of the Labor Market WP-10-08 

Eric French and Christopher Taber 



6 

Working Paper Series (continued) 
 

Public Pensions and Labor Supply over the Life Cycle WP-10-09 

Eric French and John Jones 

 


	2010FrenchJonesPensions.pdf
	Introduction
	Why do public pension programs affect retirement?
	Overview
	A detailed example:  public pension programs in the US
	Public pension programs in Europe
	Labor supply over the life cycle
	Life-cycle profiles
	Fixed costs and life-cycle labor supply elasticities
	Estimated life cycle labor supply elasticities
	How sensitive is life cycle labor supply to changes in public pension programs?
	Non-structural evidence
	Structural evidence
	General equilibrium analyses
	Conclusions and recommendations


