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Abstract: In a democratic country, it is not easy for a government to adhere to a public policy when public criticism of its 
effectiveness is mounted. However, the Moon Jae-in government in South Korea formulated a housing policy based on its 
ideological goal of pursuing “substantive equality” and adhered to such policy despite the ensuing social discontent. Because 
policy autonomy is a prerequisite for a government to stick to a policy, this paper aims to analyze this case, focusing on the 
relationship between the policy autonomy that the Moon government possessed and its adherence to said policy. It presents a 
theoretical framework that shows the political factors that affect policy autonomy, analyses the Moon government’s housing 
policy based on its ideological goal, and examines relationships related to the government’s adherence to the policy and the 
factors discussed in the framework. Based on the research findings, the paper concludes with the theoretical and practical 
implications of the study.
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Citizen participation in public policy is often 
regarded as the cornerstone of enhancing the quality 
of democracy (Morlino, 2009). This implies that, 
even though a government coordinates interventions 
from society during policy processes, the deepening 
of democracy increases the possibility of limiting the 
government’s independent policy role. Under these 
circumstances, the Moon Jae-in government (May 
2017 to May 2022) of South Korea’s (henceforth, 
Korea) adherence to its housing policy is notable. 
President Moon came to power when many Koreans 
were proud of having developed their country’s 
democracy to the highest level through political 
participation. Even as Moon declared the expansion of 
participatory democracy, his administration adhered to 
its housing policy despite growing social criticism. As 

such, this case did not conform to conventional wisdom 
and was not theoretically expected, thus requiring 
further study.

 Since the start of modern politics in August 1948, 
Korea experienced the deterioration of democracy 
in the first government (1948–1960), the political 
chaos of the second government (1960–1961), and the 
military government from 1961 to early 1988. Finally, 
Korea carried out procedural democratization in 1987, 
and since then, democracy has been steadily developed 
in the country. In particular, citizens’ political 
participation was expressed through candlelight 
protests in 2016 that led to the impeachment of former 
President Park Geun-hye (February 2013–March 
2017). This event has been hailed as “the victory of 
participatory democracy” and “an honorary revolution” 
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(M. Lee, 2017) by citizens and scholars, revealing 
Koreans’ pride in their democracy. Moreover, in his 
100-day inauguration speech, Moon hinted at his 
pursuit of participatory democracy: 

“The citizens, as sovereigns, usually just watch 
politics, and are not satisfied with this indirect 
democracy…. I will make an effort to constantly 
communicate with them regardless of [being] online 
or offline” (Moon & Han, 2017, par. 1). 

Accordingly, after Moon’s inauguration, it was 
expected that his government would increase both 
answerability and responsibility to citizens, particularly 
in the policymaking process, which will have a quick 
and direct impact on their lives. 

Amid this expectation, the housing policy was one 
of the Moon government’s newly launched ambitious 
programs. Korea is a representative country with a high 
population density of 510.4 people per km2 in 2021 
(https://kosis.kr). Moreover, more than 50% of the 
population lives in Seoul, the country’s capital. This 
has resulted in housing polarization, which refers to 
the widening gap in housing service levels and housing 
assets between high- and low-income groups. This 
situation has been steadily worsening in Korea and 
has spawned various socioeconomic problems, such 
as the decrease in the size of the middle class and 
young peoples’ avoidance of marriage and childbirth. 
It has also created a sense of social discomfort due to 
differences in educational and cultural levels (Oh et al., 
2023) and inhibitions against social integration (H.-C. 
Lee et al., 2020).

Under these circumstances, past presidents have 
made various promises to attempt to stabilize Korea’s 
high housing salience through effective housing 
policies. The Moon government also formulated a 
housing policy to stabilize housing prices by preventing 
speculation, withdrawing unearned income, protecting 
end-users and tenants, and reinforcing publicity 
surrounding housing issues. During the early stages 
of policymaking, President Moon displayed a strong 
sense of confidence, stating that “we will surely 
stabilize the market… we are absolutely certain of our 
policies… nevertheless, if there is a sign that the price 
will rise further, we will implement stronger measures” 
(“Full text of press conference,” 2017, par. 24. It 
must be noted that the housing policy was promoted 
according to the government’s ideological goal of 
“substantive equality,” as supported by the discourses 
of “big government” and “fairness.” To this end, the 

government developed a strong regulatory policy (Oh 
et al., 2023), announcing 26 new policy measures over 
four years. 

Various opinions were expressed within the country 
regarding the direction and content of Moon’s housing 
policies. As Korea’s political landscape alternated 
between a progressive Democratic Party and a 
conservative People’s Power Party, there has been a 
strong tendency for sharply conflicting views to be 
expressed on national issues. In terms of the housing 
policy case, there was a possibility that conflicting 
views would not be identified given that interests on 
the subject depend on whether one owns a house, the 
price and location of the house, the area of residence, 
and more—all of which are intertwined in complex 
ways. Nevertheless, previous research noted that 
conflicting views were found at the early stages of the 
policy: Hankyoreh, a representative progressive media 
outlet, showed a tendency to provide expectations 
and simple forecasts regarding the policy, whereas 
Kyunghyang, another progressive media outlet, had a 
tendency to exclude judgments as much as possible. 
Meanwhile, conservative media—such as Chosun, 
JoongAng, Dong-A, and Korea Economic Daily—
revealed negative evaluations and critical outlooks 
(Chae & Jang, 2018). 

Despite this difference, which is to be discussed 
in detail subsequently, as housing market instability 
increased and prices soared, negative social evaluations 
of the policy spread. Even J.-U. Park (2020) went 
so far as to say that “policies speak of results, not 
intentions” and that Moon’s policy had “clearly failed.” 
Nevertheless, the Moon government consistently 
maintained its policy line and its confidence in the 
policy itself. Moreover, with approximately one year 
remaining in his term, President Moon claimed that he 
would maintain the existing policy, even though the 
people had judged it as having low policy effectiveness 
(“President Moon reflected on the failure,” 2021). 

Hence, it must be asked what political factors 
enabled Moon’s government to maintain its housing 
policy despite social criticism and dissatisfaction. 
Focusing on the fact that adhering to a policy is 
untenable if the government does not possess policy 
autonomy, this paper aims to examine the political 
factors that offer policy autonomy to the government. 
Thus, the next section theoretically discusses the 
political factors that affect the government’s policy 
autonomy. The central section examines the Moon 
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government’s ideological goal and the housing policy 
that has been formulated under the goal. Per the 
framework, it then analyses relationships between 
the policy autonomy secured and the government’s 
adherence to the policy. Lastly, this paper concludes 
with some implications of the research findings.

The Government’s Policy Autonomy

In a democratic country, if a government adheres 
to a certain policy and refuses to revise it despite 
negative opinions, it means that it has a high degree 
of policy autonomy. Generally, a government’s policy 
autonomy implies the influence of the relevant actors in 
the policymaking processes. Moreover, a government’s 
policy autonomy can be understood as its ability to 
formulate, implement, sustain, and pursue policies 
that reflect their preferences, independent of external 
pressures and interventions (Heo, 2019) because 
“autonomy” is inseparable from “self-determination” 
(Míguez, 2021). In addressing national pending issues, 
a government intends to secure policy autonomy by 
utilizing policy instruments, such as taxes, interest 
rates, public spending, formation of institutions, and 
more. However, they do not always have full control 
over them (Akyuz, 2007). 

Then, what are the political factors that contribute 
to the enhancement of the government’s policy 
autonomy? As there is a sort of dialectic pattern of 
interactions that exists between government and 
society during the policymaking process, political 
factors affecting the government’s policy autonomy 
exist both inside and outside of the government.

Inside the government, cohesiveness among 
policymakers is a favorable condition for securing 
policy autonomy. If policymakers, who have the power 
to influence the tone, goals, and content of a specific 
policy, share the same values and career trajectory, 
there will be a high degree of solidarity among them. 
This situation is highly likely to lead them to quickly 
promote policy formulation and implementation based 
on their beliefs. A strong homogeneity among members 
often leads to “groupthink,” producing a lack of fair 
leadership, a lack of suggestions and evaluations 
being sought from outside experts, and a lack of free 
discussion (Janis, 1973). It is impossible for outside 
actors to clearly confirm the existence of groupthink in 
the government. However, if the conditions that make 

groupthink possible exist, and if the government is 
indifferent to external voices due to its self-confidence, 
groupthink is highly likely to occur and might serve as a 
factor in increasing the government’s policy autonomy.

Outside the government, if the government receives 
a high approval rate, it produces favorable conditions 
for gaining policy autonomy. Approval rate and policy 
autonomy are highly likely to be proportional because 
citizens’ evaluation of the government is explained 
through a reward–punishment model (Ramirez, 
2009). In this context, numerous studies show that 
public approval is an essential resource for leaders to 
advance their preferred policy agendas by persuading 
parliaments and gaining public support (Clarke & 
Stewart, 1994; MacKuen et al., 1992; Norpoth, 1996). 
Specific factors related to the government’s approval 
rate, and thus affecting policy autonomy, are as  
follows.

The first factor is the degree of external pressure 
that affects the government’s policy line. One of the 
major external pressures since the late 20th century 
has been the economic liberalization and globalization 
(Akyuz, 2007) that make governments face the difficult 
task of properly blocking or selectively accepting 
external pressure while also entering the globalized 
market to promote investment attraction and expand 
trade opportunities—all of which limit their policy 
autonomy. Transnational actors, such as international 
credit rating agencies that announce each country’s 
credit rating or international organizations that 
critically review other countries’ systems to induce 
improvement, might also limit policy autonomy. Their 
activities are related to a country’s external credit 
rating, which affects the ease of financing and the 
investment potential of foreign investors, which in turn 
affects the degree of policy autonomy.

The second factor is the nation’s domestic economic 
indicators. As economic factors have a decisive 
influence on the evaluation of leaders in capitalistic 
countries (Weatherford & McDonnell, 1996), the 
main pressure factor constraining the government’s 
policy discretion exists in the economic realm. If the 
unemployment rate, inflation, real income growth rate 
(Hibbs, 1979), and consumer sentiment index (Erikson 
et al., 2002) are stable, there is a positive effect on 
the government approval rating. A stable domestic 
economy also allows the government to selectively 
accept the external economic pressures mentioned 
above.
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The third factor is the strong support base in civil 
society. In the early days of power, there was the 
so-called “honeymoon effect,” which occurs when 
the media and public opinion tend to refrain from 
criticizing the newly launched government, which 
strengthens the support base (Erikson & Tedin, 2010). 
However, it is unlikely that they will satisfy all the 
citizens’ expectations. Accordingly, as time goes by, the 
possibility of dissatisfaction, especially from those who 
did not enjoy the benefits of the policy changes, breeds 
disillusioned voters (Norpoth, 1984; Stimson, 1976), 
and the honeymoon effect is generally short-lived.

Nevertheless, considering that the personal 
factors of the leader also influence the evaluation 
of the government (Miller & Borrelli, 1991), there 
is a possibility that government support will remain 
strong. If the leader can overcome the country’s long-
standing difficulties, the approval rating will likely rise. 
Moreover, if the leader tries to increase the approval 
rating by expanding favorable public opinion, it will 
help gather existing supporters and expand to new 
supporters. For example, if the president raises the 
public’s interest in his national agenda by appealing to 
and persuading the public, it will help to increase the 
approval rating (Cohen, 1995; Edwards & Eshbaugh-
Sola, 2000). It is uncertain whether individual citizen 
support for the presidential speech will rise, but the 
president’s efforts are at least trying to provide a place 
for direct communication with citizens, which is a blind 
spot in the representative system. Furthermore, at this 
time, if the president emphasizes issues in which he 
has strengths through the agenda-setting strategy, it can 

be expected to increase the approval rating. Regarding 
this issue, Druckman and Holmes (2004) showed that 
U.S. President Bush, in 2002, in his joint speech to 
both houses of Congress, drew general support from 
the citizens by addressing the security issue as a top 
priority.

Thus, if a government, like the Moon government, 
shows a strong drive to implement certain policies 
even if adverse side effects occur or the policies’ 
effectiveness is questioned, the government is mostly 
likely situated in a place where favorable political 
factors for policy autonomy, as depicted in Figure 1, 
exist.

The Moon Government’s Ideological Goal: 
Realization of Substantive Equality

Since the inauguration of the Moon government, 
the “frame”—a mental system that structures the 
ideas of people and also determines the way they 
think and act (Na, 2019)—that not only the president, 
ministers of the administration, and major politicians 
in the ruling Democratic Party had, but also many 
everyday Koreans, was “the liquidation of the deep-
rooted evil” (Oh, 2019). “Deep-rooted evil” in Korea 
at that time referred to various types of corruption 
and unfair practices. The government defined itself 
as “the candlelight government” and argued that the 
“candlelight spirit” was the eradication of those evils 
(J.-D. Lee, 2018). Accordingly, the new government 
designated the complete liquidation of the evils as the 

Figure 1. The Political Factors of the Government’s Policy Autonomy

factors that contributed to the increase of the 
government’s policy autonomy

internal factors of the government

cohesiveness among policy making actors 
and/or the possibility of groupthink

support for the government
– �lack of external factors that affect the 

government’s policy
– �stabilization of domestic economic indicators
– �strong support base in civil society
– �the leader’s direct effort to receive citizen’s 

support

external factors of the government
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first task among the top 100 national tasks, and this 
was accepted as a sacred act to bring peace to peoples’ 
lives (National Planning Advisory Committee, 2017). 
A famous Korean writer’s comment, that “They are 
deep-rooted evils, and we are the revolution. They 
are the discarded past, and we are the future. They are 
the remnants of a declining era, and we are the eternal 
light that illuminates the darkness,” directly supported 
this (H.-Y. Jung, 2019, par. 37).

The social support for the slogan to eradicate evils 
was largely attributable to the fact that Moon took office 
after an early election following the impeachment of 
former President Park. In December 2016, the National 
Assembly of Korea passed an impeachment bill for 
Park, stating that her close friend had committed bribery 
and abuse of power. In March 2017, the Constitutional 
Court decided to dismiss her from office. In a country 
with dual democratic legitimacy like Korea—a country 
in which the head of the executive branch and members 
of the legislative body are both directly elected by the 
people—the legislative body’s resolution to impeach 
the president chosen by the citizens might have been 
difficult to succeed if it went against the will of most 
citizens (Heo, 2019). In this case, Park’s dismissal was 
possible through the large-scale candlelight protests. 
Citizens who participated in the protest showed high 
support for Moon, who was defeated by Park in the 
2012 presidential election. Finally, after taking office 
in May 2017, Moon pursued public policies under the 
slogan of the liquidation of “deep-rooted evils,” which 
can be summarized as “realizing substantive equality” 
(Kim & Park, 2018).

Before discussing substantive equality, it is 
necessary to understand who has primarily discussed 
equality in Korea. As a result of the victory of leaders 
pursuing Western-style liberalism over communists 
(who intended to establish a Soviet country after 
Japanese colonialism [1910–1945]), Korea was 
established as a democratic country in 1948 (Scalapino 
& Lee, 1973). However, various historical events have 
prevented the country from steadily developing its 
democracy, including the 1950 North Korean invasion, 
a military coup in 1961, and the long-term authoritarian 
rule of Park Chung-hee (1961–1979). However, as 
considerable literature shows, rapid industrialization 
was achieved during the Park period when Korea 
became a representative East Asian developmental 
state, with this material affluence nurturing democratic 
forces with a desire for political equality (Kim, 2007). 

Their discourse on equality naturally brought about 
discussions on equality in the economic realms, such 
as economic growth centered on large corporations, 
conflicts between employees and employers, and 
insufficient public welfare services. In this context, 
Moon and his colleagues, who have said that their 
activities are an extension of the democratization 
movement (J. Lee, 2017), have consistently informed 
the public how they understand the issue of equality:

[himeomneun saramege gwandaehago him 
inneun saramege eomgyeokan jatdaega 
jeogyongdoeneun sahoe] “We should be tolerant 
of the powerless, and apply strict standards to 
the powerful.” –Moon, a leader of the opposition 
party in 2012 (M. W. Lee, 2012, par. 26) “

Not everybody can be dragon… what’s more 
important is to make an environment where fish, 
frogs and crayfish can live happily in the stream 
without becoming a dragon and flying into the 
sky.” – Cho Kuk, March 2, 2012; Cho became 
a minister of justice in the Moon government 
in 2019 (S.-Y. Lee, 2019, par. 4)

“Scholarships should be awarded based on 
financial need (not grades).” – Cho Kuk, April 
15, 2012 (S.-H. Kim, 2019, par. 5)

In this context, the ideological goal of the 
Moon government can be summarized as realizing 
substantive equality beyond formal equality that 
focuses on the providence of equal opportunities. In 
reality, some individuals lack the foundation to lead 
free and independent lives and secure basic rights as 
human beings, even if their own efforts are sufficient. 
Therefore, those who advocate for substantive equality 
aim for the socioeconomic equality of outcome. As 
this requires the government’s financial role and may 
partially constrain the principle of equal opportunity, 
individuals must tolerate government intervention in 
the private sphere.

Based on the above discussion, the Moon 
government aimed to realize substantive equality 
by formulating policies that reflect this. Moon 
argued that the elimination of deep-rooted evil was 
to “eliminate inequality in all areas of economy and 
society,” “promoting socioeconomic equality,” and 
“reinforcing support for the underprivileged” (National 
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Planning Advisory Committee, 2017, p. 42, p.144). 
The government also stressed that vested interests 
inherited wealth and honor, taking privileges and fouls 
for granted, and that the dictatorship (related to the 
previous government) carried out structural inequality 
(S.-D. Kim, 2019). This showed that the government 
aims to step in and balance the consequences of 
the inequality experienced by people with innately 
different starting points.

Thus, the Moon government intended to reduce 
the existing benefits enjoyed by individuals and 
groups with relatively more wealth and provide 
more socioeconomic benefits to those in the opposite 
position. To this end, it produced quite radical policies. 
Immediately taking office, Moon argued that because 
one in three people (32.8% in 2016) was a non-regular 
worker, the hourly wage was only 65.5% of that of 
regular workers, and 37.4% compared to regular 
workers in large corporations (I. Heo, 2019), this 
should be corrected and declared “the age of zero 
irregular workers.” (“Irregular works account,” 2017). 
Moreover, the government decided to abolish special-
purpose high schools and private high schools, which 
are known to have relatively high numbers of students 
from wealthy families (M. Lee, 2017). They also made 
policy efforts to strengthen the tax burdens of large 
enterprises and tried to close the gap between large 
enterprises and SMEs in terms of employees’ welfare 
service level and productivity gap (National Planning 
Advisory Committee, 2017).

While carrying out the above policy efforts for 
substantive equality, the government presented 
discourses on big government and fairness. It did not 
propose these discourses as a formal way to realize 
substantive equality. Nevertheless, considering 
that these discourses were presented in the process 
of expressing their strong will for the abolition of 
inequality under the recognition that inequality was 
widespread in previous governments (B.-C. Lee et 
al., 2021), the discourses and the government’s aim 
to realize substantive equality were closely related as 
follows.

First, Moon revived the big government that had a 
negative image as it was reminiscent of authoritarian 
regimes. Of course, big government cannot be equated 
with authoritarian government because the former 
refers to the scope and intensity of the government’s 
role, whereas the latter refers to the nature of a regime 
that seeks to prolong its power. However, because a big 

government is a necessary condition for maintaining 
an authoritarian system, after democratization in 1987, 
it was considered part of democratic reform to pursue 
a small government and expand the autonomy of the 
market and civil society (Heo, 2019).

However, Moon, taking office 30 years after 
democratization, said that the blind faith that big 
government is bad should be abandoned (E.-H. Cho, 
2017) and that Koreans had a stereotype that small 
government is good. Moreover, he criticized the 
previous governments for neglecting their fiscal role 
and argued that he would make the government play 
an “active role of finance” as a “working government” 
(“Transition to big government,” August 13). Under the 
motto of “an inclusive welfare state enjoyed by all,” 
he tried to put a lot of money into the health, welfare, 
and labor sectors (National Planning and Advisory 
Committee, 2017). Accordingly, the combined budget 
of the main budget and the supplementary budget 
increased to 432.7 trillion won (2018), 475.4 trillion 
won (2019), 546.9 trillion won (2020), 604.9 trillion 
won (2021), 679.5 trillion won (2022), and during the 
same period, the national debt was 680.5 trillion won, 
731.5 trillion won, 846.9 trillion won, 965.9 trillion 
won and 1068.8 trillion won (Hwang, J. H., Jung, E. J., 
& Doh, B. W., 2022 )Second, Moon presented fairness 
as a topic. In his inauguration speech, he declared that 
“everyone will have equal opportunities, the process 
will be fair, and the result will be righteous” (D.-H. 
Ko, 2017). Because fairness, a highly abstract term, 
is affected by variables such as personal experiences 
and social contexts, it is difficult to derive an agreed-
upon concept. The Moon government seemed to have 
recognized that it was fair to intervene directly and 
correct various aspects of inequality. This recognition 
was revealed in the following remarks by Moon that 
the government must close the gap between the weak 
and the strong:

The candlelight protest was a forum for public 
debate that revealed the contradictions of 
Korean society all at once....It was an accusation 
against the reality that no matter how hard we 
tried, we could not get out of a hard life with 
our own strength alone, and these individuals 
should not be discouraged anymore. (T. Kang, 
2017, par. 2)In a similar vein, the government 
said that discrimination, which recognizes the 
differences between people as making them 
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superior or inferior, has resulted in unfairness, 
and the government would correct under 
the slogan “people come first” (National 
Planning Advisory Committee, 2017). Thus, the 
government’s fairness discourse was presented 
to justify its intervention in realizing the goal 
of substantive equality.

The Moon Government’s Housing Policy and 
Its Adherence to Policy

Korea’s housing polarization problem has steadily 
worsened. Comparing the self-ownership rate by 
income class between 2006 and 2017, the Korea 
Research Institute for Human Settlements (2018) has 
found that ownership by low-income class decreased 
from 52.6% to 49.3%, middle-income class ownership 
increased from 61.0% to 63.8%, and high-income 
class ownership increased from 76.8% to 79.9%. 
Moreover, the number of houses owned by the top 1% 
of the population’s earners was 910,000 as of 2018, 
an increase of 543,000 from 2008 (Korea Research 
Institute for Human Settlements, 2019). These statistics 
clearly indicate a deepening of the housing polarization 
problem. This phenomenon was the key root of 
various socioeconomic problems noted previously, as 
it widened the asset gap depending on whether people 
owned a house and how many houses they owned 
(Korea Research Institute for Human Settlements, 
2018; Park & Kim, 2022). In this atmosphere, the 
Moon government’s ambitious housing policy 
measures were announced 26 times, with confidence 
that the measures would definitely be effective. Key 
policy objectives and measures are shown in Table 1.

The above policy measures strongly reflected the 
government’s will to realize substantial equality by 
securing fairness in the housing market through the 
role of big government. First, the government intended 
to pursue substantial equality by directly intervening 
in the housing market. It defined people who made 
a profit through housing transactions or who owned 
more than two houses as “speculators,” calling them 
“the main culprits” who overheat the housing market 
(J. Lee, 2019). Accordingly, the government raised 
the acquisition tax, property tax, and transfer tax and 
announced that owners of multiple homes would be 
subject to heavy taxation.

By changing the result of housing allocation 
through tax increases, the government’s preference 
for big government was found in the policy. Because 
huge fiscal expenditures are inevitable for supporting 
and regulating the private sector, increasing taxes 
is essential for a leader who believes that a bigger 
government is needed (Feldstein, 1997). However, 
because the tax increase target is the voters, it may 
cause political backlash. Accordingly, a government 
that aims for big government should present a 
legitimate need for tax increases. In the case of the 
Moon government, in response to criticism from the 
opposition party and some citizens who argued that 
“punitive taxation” was unreasonable because owning 
multiple houses was not a crime, the government 
stressed that the tax increase was justifiable as it would 
protect the end-users of housing (C. Lee, 2020).

Second, the government tried to realize substantive 
equality by insisting on housing as a public good and 
applying the concept of fairness to the market. In a 
capitalist country, it is inappropriate to regard housing 
as a public good. However, considering a government 
official’s remark that “housing is not a subject for 
speculation but a public good, in the sense that it is 
a residential space for life” (J. Lee, 2020, par. 2) and 
the remark of the Deputy Prime Minister of Economic 
Affairs, who said, “Housing and land are the commons” 
(K.-M. Noh, 2021, par. 1), the government seemed to 
emphasize that housing was a basic commodity that 
was essential for survival, distinct from products traded 
in the market. This view justified the idea that the 
government should directly intervene in the housing 
market and should contribute to the stable maintenance 
of the community. From this view, in housing 
construction, private companies needed to pursue 
profits by investing in places with business potential, 
so government agencies should supply public rental 
housing for citizens living in areas where there was 
no business feasibility. The government should also 
activate the housing construction sale plan that supplies 
houses to the elderly, newcomers, and newlyweds at 
lower prices. Accordingly, the supply of public rental 
housing played a key role in the Moon government’s 
housing policy. As shown in Table 1, the government 
announced a plan for 139,000 units, an increase from 
the Park government’s plan to supply 112,000 public 
rental housing units (Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, 
and Transport, 2019).
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Table 1
Moon Government’s Housing Policy Measures (June 2017–2021)

Objectives Relevant policy measures

Blocking 
housing 
speculation

Reinforcing regulations in areas where housing prices are rising.

Designating speculative “overheating” area: if the price increase of housing in the area 
continues, impose restrictions on housing transactions, strengthen regulations, and strengthen 
verification of loan repayment capacity.

Strengthening financial regulations: strengthening LTV (loan-to-value) and DTI (debt-to-
income).

Withdrawing 
unearned 
income

Increasing multi-house owners’ acquisition tax, general real estate tax, and transfer tax. 

Increasing comprehensive real estate holding tax: 1.652 trillion won (in 2017), 1.8728 trillion 
won (in 2018), 2.671 trillion won (in 2019), 3.32 trillion won (in 2020), 5,113.8 billion won 
(in 2021).

Protecting 
end-users and 
tenants

Implementing the upper limit on housing prices.

Reinforcing reconstruction regulations.

Implementing “Housing Lease Protection Act” (2018): extending the rental guarantee period, 
limiting deposit increase upon contract renewal (5%), guaranteeing a one-time contract 
renewal claim if the tenant wishes, and prohibiting the leaseholders from rejecting a request 
for contract renewal if they do not have justifiable grounds.

If the tenant does not give notice of refusal of renewal two months in advance, the 
leaseholder will be deemed to have re-leased under the same conditions as the previous 
lease; and when disputes between them occur, the dispute mediation procedure must be 
initiated without delay.

Reinforcement 
of publicity of 
housing

Developing new housing sites for housing construction.

Providing public houses (supply 139,000 units of public housing by 2028). 

Selling public houses to newlyweds, young people, the elderly, and low-income families at 
low prices.

Source: Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, and Transport (http://molit.go.kr), accessed on January 10, 2021; Korea Legal 
Research Institute (https://elaw.klri.re.kr), accessed on January 10, 2021

By providing a vast amount of public rental 
housing, the government’s preference for fairness 
was found in its housing policy. Choo Mi-ae, who 
served as the Minister of Justice (January 2020–
January 2021), mentioned that “a small number of 
individuals and large corporations monopolize real 
estate, making Korea a real estate republic that collects 
huge unearned income” (K. M. Noh, 2021, par. 7). In 
this vein, the government believed that undue power 

relations existed in the housing market, where the 
strong (the homeowners) exercised power over the 
weak (the homeless)—a state that should be eradicated. 
The government also believed that to eradicate this 
relationship, it was necessary to limit the power of 
the former and increase the power of the latter. Thus, 
it criticized homeowners’ wealth that increases when 
housing prices rise, which was unearned income that 
should be eradicated (Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, 
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and Transport, 2019). At the same time, to provide 
direct benefits to people who were homeless, the 
ruling Democratic party, which won 180 out of 300 
seats in the general election in April 2020, enforced 
the Housing Lease Protection Act in July 2020, as 
explained in Table 1. For a bill to pass in the National 
Assembly of Korea, it is usually discussed at a plenary 
session and then referred to a subcommittee for review, 
but the ruling party skipped this step. Moreover, 
the ruling party passed the bill in the absence of the 
opposition party, which did not agree to the bill. This 
bill process reflected the president’s intention that the 
Act is absolutely necessary to protect tenants.

During the early part of the Moon government’s 
term, civic groups and experts, including professors, 
real-estate researchers, and ordinary citizens, presented 
diverse opinions regarding the above housing policy. 
According to the results of a public opinion poll 
conducted by Hankyoreh and Korea Research in 
August 2017, 71.8% of respondents were in favor of the 
policy, whereas 19.15% were against it (Choi, 2017). In 
other words, ruling party supporters, tenant households, 
and progressive housing experts overwhelmingly 
supported the policy. Although house prices have 
continued to rise since then, some have argued that 
this was due to factors such as exaggerated survey 
results, low interest rates, and the entry of speculative 
forces into the housing market rather than a policy 
failure (“Real estate market is unstable,” 2019; K.-H. 
Yoon, 2021).

However, negative evaluations increased since 
the second half of 2019. According to Gallup Korea 
(2021b), negative evaluation levels were at 57% on 
December 5, 2019; by 2020, it was at 64% (July 9), 
65% (August 13), and 68% (November 5); by 2021, 
it increased to 74% (March 4), 78% (July 1), and 79% 
(September 30). As the negative evaluation of this 
policy became overwhelming, even the President Moon 
officially said that “we failed to achieve the goal of 
stabilizing the real estate policy. ” (Lee, J. 2021, May 
11,  par 1) Considering that the original mission of 
any policy is to address pending issues effectively, the 
concerns were focused on the question of the policy’s 
effectiveness. There were criticisms about the problems 
that the housing policy created or may cause in the 
future. If the transfer tax was raised, multi-homeowners 
would not put them up for sale but would rather donate 
the house to their children to strengthen the inheritance 
of wealth. The loan regulation would make it more 

difficult for homeless people to purchase a house. The 
expansion of public rental housing to people excluded 
the natural process of starting with a small house and 
gradually increasing the size of the house according 
to the money they earn. Strengthening regulations on 
redevelopment and reconstruction in high-demand 
downtown areas would distort the principle of supply 
and demand in the market (S. S. Lee, 2021; Y. Park, 
2021).

There were also criticisms of the Housing Lease 
Protection Act. Because this law granted the tenants 
the right to apply for contract renewal, the leaseholder 
might greatly increase the amount of jeonse (long-term 
rentals with a lump-sum deposit, a system known to 
exist only in Korea) lease money or convert the jeonse 
to monthly rent, exacerbating the economic burden 
on the tenant. Some criticized the policy based on the 
Korean Constitution. As housing traders were regarded 
as speculators and transfer taxes were intensified, it 
might become difficult for people to move to where 
they wanted to live, which restricted the freedom of 
residence and the right to pursue the happiness of those 
who wish to move (Roh, 2020)

In the process of presenting these critical views, 
ordinary citizens also expressed dissatisfaction with 
the policy. According to Gallup Korea (2021a), 
respondents who negatively evaluated the president’s 
work performance pointed to housing and real estate 
policies as the number one reason. At that time, it was 
the 18th consecutive week that dissatisfaction with 
this policy was cited as the number one reason for the 
negative evaluation of the president (Shin, 2021).

What should be noted here is that the government 
did not revise the existing policy stance despite the 
voices of citizens and constructive criticisms from 
experts. Confidence in the president, government 
officials, and the ruling party was maintained. The 
Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, and Transport said 
that they were stably managing the housing market 
by eradicating speculative demand and protecting 
end-users, and housing sales prices rose only slightly 
despite the previous government’s deregulation (M.-I. 
Kim, 2020). Above all, the president strongly expressed 
trust in the existing policy through several statements, 
implying that there would be no policy revision:

[Munjaein Daetongnyeongeun Tebudongsan 
Munjeneun Jasin Itdatemyeo Jeongukjeogeu-
ro Budongsan Gagyeogi Anjeongdoego Itdago 
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Pyeonggahaetda. ]“In real estate matters, our 
government is confident….We have been 
holding real estate prices most of the time.”  
(Joo et al., 2019, par. 1)

[Jutaegeul Sijangeman Matgyeoduji Anko 
Sejereul Ganghwahamyeo Jeongbu-ga 
Jeokgeukjeogeu-ro Gaeipaneun Geoseun 
Jeonsegyeui Ilbanjeok Hyeonsang … jeongbuga 
chaegimjigo jugeoui jeonguireul silhyeonhae 
nagagetda] “It is a global phenomenon for 
the government to actively intervene in the 
housing market by raising taxes.…We will take 
responsibility and realize the justice by ending 
real estate speculation.” (The Blue House, 2020, 
par. 3, 6)

As discussed previously, the government believed 
that realizing substantive equality is indispensable in 
eradicating deep-rooted evil; thus, it seemed that the 
government had made a full commitment to realizing 
this aim by exercising big government and fairness 
discourse. This served as a strong foundation for the 
policy and provided it a driving force.

Contrary to the government’s expectation, however, 
Korea experienced market turmoil, rising housing 
prices, and unexpected adverse effects of the policy. 
Housing prices under the Moon government were 
1.4 times higher (34%) than the 24% of the previous 
governments from December 2008 to March 2017 

(Cho, H. H, 2020 August 03) (ccei.or.kr), and the 
price of a 1,245-foot apartment, a preferred choice of 
citizens, skyrocketed by 93% between May 2017 and 
May 2021 in Seoul (Oh, Lee and Heo, 2023) (). This 
was also supported by the fact that, when comparing 
the Moon government to previous governments, the 
number of acquisitions decreased from 978,000 to 
952,000, whereas the acquisition tax surged from 
5,723.1 billion won to 9,797 trillion won (T.-I. Kim, 
2021). There was also an unusual occurrence in which 
house sales and rental prices skyrocketed at the same 
time (Jeon, 2020). In August 2021, one year after 
the enactment of the Housing Lease Protection Act, 
the number of apartments in Seoul for jeonse was 
21,141, a decrease of 84% compared to a year ago 
(37,107 cases), and the rate of increase of the jeonse 
price reached 27.2% (W. Kim, 2021). Nevertheless, the 
government consistently justified the existing policy 
stance, as discussed previously, which signifies that 
the government has a high level of policy autonomy.

The Moon Government’s Policy Autonomy 
and Its Insistence on the Housing Policy

The high degree of policy autonomy demonstrated 
by the Moon government resulted from the high 
approval ratings secured by the president and the ruling 
party. Moon, who started with an approval rating of 
80.6%, much higher than the 54.8% approval rating of 

Source: Realmeter (www.realmeter.net), accessed on Nov 10, 2021.

Figure 2. Changes in the Approval Rating of President Moon, the Ruling Democratic Party, 
and the Opposition People’s Power Party
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former President Park, has maintained a consistently 
high approval rating (Figure 2).

Moon has maintained an over 40% rating even 
after June 2021, with less than a year left before 
the end of this term, which is unusual compared to 
other governments for not experiencing a lame-duck 
presidency (Chang & Yun, 2022). This contrasts with 
previous presidents after democratization, who became 
lame ducks as their approval ratings fell below 30% 
in the last year of their term (S.-J. Yoon, 2021). Per 
the theoretical discussion of this paper, the high social 
support formed during the early and midterm of the 
Moon government was possible primarily because of 
various political factors.

First, no external pressure affected the domestic 
policy path, largely because of stable economic 
indicators. In 2016, at the end of the Park government, 
Korea’s short-term external debt to foreign exchange 
reserves remained low, maintaining good foreign 
exchange soundness, and the account surplus continued. 
Accordingly, the current government was at a time 
when Korea’s macroeconomic stability was expected 
to remain stable (Korea Development Institute, 2016). 
Despite the COVID-19 outbreak, the Organization for 
Economic Cooperation and Development forecasted 
that the Korean economy would continue to recover 
faster and stronger than initially expected, supporting 
Korea’s relatively stable economic situation (Ministry 
of Economy and Finance, 2021).

Second, the government had supporters in civil 
society who gave their unconditional support. Some 
citizens formed a passionate fandom of Moon and 
were called “Moon Fans” (Jin, 2020). They shouted, 
“Do whatever Moon wants to do!” launching “Moon 
goods” (So, 2017), posting an oath of allegiance on 
a billboard, creating a situation in which even ruling 
party politicians have no choice but to leave the party 
if they are critical of Moon (Jin, 2020), and attacking 
the media that published critical articles on Moon as 
“garbage journalists” (Oh, 2021).

Third, expectations that Moon was the right person 
to solve Korea’s critical pending national issues were 
widespread within society. Internally, he was expected 
to alleviate the inequality problem effectively. Many of 
the candlelight protesters complained that the previous 
government lacked the ability to solve socioeconomic 
problems, particularly economic inequality that 
accompanied increased polarization in unemployment, 
wages, education, culture, and housing (M. Lee, 2017). 

They thought that this problem got worse because the 
previous government offered a marketist solution—
trying to create investment and jobs by guaranteeing 
corporate freedom. In this atmosphere, citizens 
had high expectations of Moon, who proposed a 
governmental solution—the government intervened in 
the labor market to reduce non-regular workers, ensure 
job security, raise the minimum wage, strengthen the 
burden on large capitalists through tax reform, and 
correct the income distribution system (Heo, 2019). 
In addition, after the outbreak of the COVID-19 
pandemic, the positive evaluation of the government’s 
quarantine measures was maintained at 70–80% in 
2020 and in the 50–70% range in 2021, which also 
contributed to maintaining support for the president 
(Gallup Korea, 2021c)

Internationally, Moon was expected to enhance 
the relationship with North Korea, which has been the 
main enemy that has caused the sacrifice of the South 
Korean people through intermittent terrorism since it 
invaded the South in 1950. From the beginning of his 
presidency, he demanded that the United States declare 
an end to the Korean War, which ceased to exist in 
1953. Meanwhile, North Korea, which declared the 
completion of its nuclear force in November after a 
breath-taking nuclear test in 2017, changed its stance 
rapidly from the beginning of 2018 and participated 
in the Winter Olympics, held in South Korea; invited 
Moon to their capital city; and participated in three 
inter-Korean summits, all of which drew favorable 
reviews that Moon was creatively pioneering history 
(Yang, 2019). During this process, North Korea’s 
announcement of the closure of the Punggye-ri nuclear 
test site and the withdrawal of guard posts from the 
DMZ in 2018 contributed to the government’s high 
approval rating (Y. S. Lee, 2021).

Although the government maintained such social 
support, there was a high possibility that cohesion 
existed among key figures who exerted influence 
on housing policy. At the time when the housing 
policy was actively announced during the early- and 
midterm of the government, the figures who directly 
or indirectly influenced the policy were the president, 
the longest-serving Prime Minister, Lee Nak-yeon 
(May 2017–January 2020), and the longest-serving 
minister of the Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, and 
Transport, Kim Hyun-mi (June 2017–December 2020). 
They shared political experiences in the Democratic 
Party. Moon was the leader, and Lee and Kim were 
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legislators in the party. Also, they were all related to the 
Roh Moo-hyun government (February 2003–February 
2008), which had the same political power base as the 
Moon government. Moon served as the chief of civil 
affairs and chief of staff in the president’s office, Lee 
served as Roh’s spokesperson, and Kim was the deputy 
spokesperson. The fact that they were in the same 
political party and government means that they shared 
similar ideologies. Ideology is one of the critical factors 
providing a theoretical basis for solving problems 
and expressing it as a policy (Peters, 2002), so it was 
highly likely that the same beliefs about housing policy 
existed among them. This suggested that groupthink 
might have been at play, both among them and in the 
policymaking groups surrounding them. External 
actors cannot clearly know whether or not groupthink 
existed or what mechanism there might be. However, 
they maintained the policy and strongly promoted it in 
spite of various critical views, which made it difficult 
to rule out the possibility of groupthink (Kwon, 2020). 

Thus, despite the rapid increase in negative 
evaluations of Moon’s housing policy, his government 
maintained high social support, thanks to stable 
economic indicators, some citizens’ unconditional 
support, social expectations of the government’s ability 
to solve national pending problems, and high cohesion 
among policymakers. Finally, we can say that the 
Moon government’s long-standing high approval rating 
offered policy autonomy and the ability to adhere to 
its housing policy.

Conclusion

At the end of January 2021, Moon lowered his 
rhetoric a bit, saying, “I am sorry about the people who 
are very discouraged by housing difficulties” (T.-K. 
Kim, 2021, par. 4), and the ruling party remarked that 
it would seek to revise the policy (H.-J. Lee, 2021). 
However, in the absence of a clear policy revision, 
citizens’ dissatisfaction with the policy increased. This 
was reflected in the March 2022 presidential election, 
won by the opposition Party candidate Yoon Suk Yeol. 
Several facts support the idea that social criticism of 
Moon’s housing policy played a role in this result. 
According to the 2022 January opinion poll, 51.8% 
of respondents said they would choose a candidate 
prioritizing real estate and residential stability and 
that Yoon would be better suited to resolve the issue 

than the opposition party (40.4% > 29%) (J.-H. Lee, 
2022). In this situation, and in light of Kang’s (2002) 
research targeting citizens who withdrew their support 
for the ruling party, the correlation between responses 
highlighting Moon’s failure in terms of the housing 
policy as an influence in voting and those who indicated 
that the election served as a means of the judgment of 
the Moon government was high (.387). Moreover, 
the correlation between the responses indicating that 
the Moon government’s higher taxes related to real 
estate and the sentiment that the election was meant 
to serve as a judgment of the government was even 
higher (.709). As housing prices soared nationwide, 
even in Jeolla Province—the Democratic Party’s solid 
support base—showed a highly negative evaluation 
(72.0%) of the Moon government in the July 2020 
opinion poll (P. Cho, 2020). Finally, Lee Jae-myung 
apologized for his party’s failure to control the housing 
crisis during the 2022 presidential election campaign, 
differentiating himself from Moon (J.-T. Ko, 2022). All 
of this indicated that Moon’s housing policy, although 
not the only factor, critically affected the shape of the 
2022 presidential election. 

This study offers a theoretical implication regarding 
policy autonomy. In many democratized countries, it 
has been conventional wisdom that the government’s 
policy autonomy has an affinity with past authoritarian 
states; thus, as discussed, democratic development 
seems to limit autonomy. As democracy deepens, 
social actors have the ability to exert policy influence 
by identifying social problems, gathering policy 
information, suggesting alternatives, and evaluating 
policy measures (Heo, 2013). However, this study 
shows that the government’s autonomy can be 
advanced even in a country that prides itself on its 
democracy, specifying the political factors making 
this possible. 

Moreover, this Korean case is significant in that it 
shows the danger of excess belief or ideology in public 
policymaking by implying that the government should 
not adhere to the policy (or the specific belief that 
underlies it), but should try to make the policy effective 
first. In reality, the government cannot be a flawless, 
rational actor that produces optimal alternatives in a 
timely manner and can prepare countermeasures against 
side effects. This implies that in order to accomplish 
a policy’s innate mission—thus effectively achieving 
what is in the public interest by the best possible 
means (Yadav, 2010)—a government should respond 
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to social voices by gathering non-governmental actors’ 
experiences, information, and knowledge, all of which 
are indispensable to making a policy effective. If a 
policy turns out to be ineffective, the belief that the 
government seeks to achieve through the policy can 
hardly be achieved. Considering that people’s trust in 
their government is related to what it offers to them 
(Petrovsky et al., 2017), strongly adhering to a specific 
ineffective policy is likely to reduce trust in democratic 
government and the quality of democracy. 

Declaration of Ownership 

This report is my original work. 

Conflict of Interest 

None. 

Ethical Clearance 

This study was approved by my institution. 

References

Akyuz, Y. (2007). Global rules and market. TWN Global 
Economy Series.

Chae, Y. -G, & Jang, S. Y. (2018). An analysis of newspaper 
reports on government real estate reform policy in Korea. 
The Journal of the Korea Contents Association, 18(8), 
446–458.

Chang, W. -Y., & Yun, S. -S. (2022). South Korea in 2021. 
Asian Survey, 62(1), 43–52.

Cho, E.-H. (2017, July 20).  [jageun jeongbuga 
jotaneun maengmokjeok mideum beoryeoya mun 
daetongnyeongui keun jeongburon] “We should discard 
blind faith that small government is good” -President 
Moon’s ‘big government’. Financial News. https://www.
fnnews.com/news/201707201749484899 

Cho, H. -H (2020 August 03) [gyeongsillyeon, gjeongbu 
3nyeon, seourapateu 509jo 52% ollatda] The Citizens’ 
Coalition for Economic Justice reported that Seoul 
apartment prices rose 52% during the three years of 
the Moon government. Media Today. https://www.
mediatoday.co.kr/news/articleView.html?idxno= 
208530

Cho, P. (2020, July 27). [munjaein jeongbu, budongsan 
jeongchaek nakjejeom, dajutaekja boyuse deo nopyeoya] 
Moon government’s real estate policy got a failing 
grade: ownership tax for multiple homeonwers should 

be increased. Newsbrite. https://www.newsbrite.net/
news/articleView.html?idxno=139900

Choi, H. (2017, August 14). [gaehyeokjeongchaek chanseong 
70% utdora, mun daetongnyeong jijiyul gogonghaengjin] 
More than 70% is in favor of President Moons’ reform. 
Hankyoreh Daily. https://www.hani.co.kr/arti/politics/
assembly/806663.html

Clarke, H. D., & Stewart, M. C. (1994). Prospections, 
retrospections, and rationality: The “Bankers” model of 
presidential approval reconsidered. American Journal 
of Political Science, 38(4), 1104–1123. https://doi.
org/10.2307/2111734

Cohen, J. E. (1995). Presidential rhetoric and the public 
agenda. American Journal of Political Science, 39(1), 
87–107. https://doi.org/10.2307/2111759

Druckman, J. N., & Holmes, J. W. (2004). Does presidential 
rhetoric matter? Priming and presidential approval. 
Presidential Studies Quarterly, 34(4), 755–778. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-5705.2004.00222.x

Edwards, G. C., III., & Eshbaugh-Soha, M. (2000). 
Presidential persuasion? Paper presented at the annual 
meeting of the Southern Political Science Association. 
Atlanta, United States.

Erikson, R. S., & Tedin, K. L. (2010). American public 
opinion: Its origins, content, and impact. (8th ed.). 
Pearson.

Erikson, R. S., MacKuen, M. B., and & Stimson, J. A. 
(2002). Macro polity. Cambridge University Press.

Feldstein, M. (1997). How big should government be? 
National Tax Journal, 50(2), 197–213.

Gallup Korea. (2021a March 7). Gallup Report. no No 
486. https://www.gallup.co.kr/gallupdb/reportContent.
asp?seqNo=1277

Gallup Korea. (2021b, Sept). Daily Opinion. No. 466. 
https://www.gallup.co.kr/dir/GallupKoreaDaily/
GallupKoreaDailyOpinion_466(20211001).pdf

Gallup Korea. (2021c, Decemberc). Daily Opinion. No. 
472. https://www.gallup.co.kr/gallupdb/reportContent.
asp?seqNo=1248

[jukbi majatda,budongsan jeongchaek silpae banseonghan 
mun daetongnyeong] President Moon reflected on 
the failure of real estate policy. (2021, May 10). 
Hankyoreh Daily. https://www.hani.co.kr/arti/opinion/
editorial/994609.html

Heo, I. (2013). Changing aspects of government-society 
relations in South Korea. Contemporary Politics, 19(4), 
459–473.

Heo, I. (2019). The revival of “big government” 
discourse in South Korea, 2017. Journal of Asian 
and African Studies, 54(6), 913–929. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0021909619848075

Hibbs, D. A., Jr. (1979). The mass public and macroeconomics 
performance. American Journal of Political Science, 
26(4), 705–731. https://doi.org/10.2307/2110803



14 Asia-Pacific Social Science Review  |  Vol. 24 No. 1  |  March 2024

Hwang, J. H., Jung, E.J. & Doh, B. W. (August 16, 2022). 
[idaeroneun gamdang motae chobisang, munjaein 
jeongbu saeobe kal ppaedeunda] We can’t handle it like 
this. It’s in a state of emergency. Hankyung Daily, https://
www.hankyung.com/economy/article/2022080873681

Janis, I. L. (1973). Group think and group dynamics: 
A social psychological analysis of defective policy 
decisions. Policy Studies Journal, 2(1), 19–25. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1541-0072.1973.tb00117.x

Jeon, K.-S. (2020, December 10). [munjaeinpyo budongsan 
jeongchaegeun silpaehaetda, ije nameun geon igeotppun] 
Real estate policy of the Moon government has failed. 
Now this is the only way left. Ohmynews. http://www.
ohmynews.com/NWS_Web/View/at_pg.aspx?CNTN_
CD=A0002700302

Jin, J -K. (2020, March 19). [munpaeneul yokboin joe, 
geumtaeseobi beoryeojin iyu] Insulting Moon Fan: 
Why Keum, Tae-sup was abandoned by the Democratic 
Party? Hankook Ilbo. https://www.hankookilbo.com/
News/Read/202003180907062326

Jung, H.-Y. (2019, October 6). [gongjiyeong jeodeureun 
jeokpyeigo urineun hyeongmyeong, yeongwonhan 
bit] Kong Jiyoung said that they are evils and we are 
revolution. Seoul Daily. https://www.seoul.co.kr/news/
newsView.php?id=20191006500026

Kang, T. (2017, November 1). [mundaetongnyeong 
jeokpyecheongsan iyuneun gongjeonghan gyeongje 
gyeongjetpsahoeneun ttaroga anida ] Moon, “The reason 
for the liquidation of evils is fair economy. Economy 
and Society are not separate things.” JoongAng Daily. 
https://www.joongang.co.kr/article/22071942#home

Kang, W. -T. (May 2, 2022). [ 2022nyeon daetongnyeong 
seongeoeseoui isyu, munjaein jeongbu budongsan 
jeongchaek pyeonggareul jungsimeuro] Issues in the 
2022 presidential election: focusing on the evaluation of 
the Moon government’s real estate policy. Working Paper, 
East Asia Institute. https://www.eai.or.kr/new/ko/pub/view.
asp?intSeq=21236&board=kor_workingpaper&keyword_
option=&keyword=&more=ute. 

Kim, H. & Park, Y. (2018). A critical review of the 
constitutional amendment proposed by President Moon, 
Jae-in. Comparative Legal Studies. 54:, 255–285.

Kim, K. -H. (2007). Democratization and republican 
democracy. The Review of Korean and Asian Political 
Thoughts, 6(2), 95–110.

Kim, M.-I. (2020, November 9). [jipgwon 4nyeonchae 
ttobudongsan bakgeunhye taseuro dollin janggwandeul] 
They did it again in fourth year in power: Ministers 
blamed former President Park for the real estate 
problems. Hankyung Daily. https://www.hankyung.com/
realestate/article/2020110997117

Kim, S.-D. (2019, September 23). [munjaein jeongbuui 
gongjeongiran mueosinga] What is the Moon 
government’s justice? Dong-A Daily. https://www.donga.

com/news/dobal/article/all/20200923/103071496/1
Kim, S.-H. (2019, August 20). Corruption allegations have 

Cho Kuk in a corner. The Korea Herald. https://www.
koreaherald.com/view.php?ud=20190820000520

Kim, T.-I. (2021, July 16). [seoul jutaek chwideuk 
geonsutwichwideukse hyeonhwang] Number of 
housing acquisition and the status of acquisition tax 
of Seoul. Yonhap News. https://m.yna.co.kr/view/
GYH20210716000100044

Kim, W. (2021, August 1). [uri bubu maeil ssaumnida 
imdaechabeop dwi jeonsesari 40dae jeolgyu] 
My wife and I fight every day after the lease 
act. JoongAng Daily. https://n.news.naver.com/
article/025/0003123400?cds=news_edit

Kim, T.-K. (2021, June 4). [munjeongbu budongsanjeongchaek 
silpaee jasingameseo sagwaro mal bakkwo] The Moon 
government apologized for policy failure. Newsis. https://
newsis.com/view/?id=NISX20210624_0001488060

Ko, D.-H. (2017, May 11). Moon Jae-in’s inauguration 
speech. The Korea Times. https://www.koreatimes.co.kr/
www/nation/2023/08/113_229150.html

Ko, J.-T. (2022, January 13). Lee Jae-myung apologizes 
for real estate ‘failure’ and promises deregulation. The 
Korea Herald. https://www.koreaherald.com/view.
php?ud=20220113000709

Korea Development Institute. (2016). Economic outlook. 
Korea Development Institute.

.es?mid=a10Korea Research Institute for Human Settlements. 
(2018). [jutaeksijang yanggeukwa haesoreul wihan 
jugeojeongchaegui gonggongseong ganghwa bangan] 
Measures to strengthen the public nature of housing 
policy to resolve polarization in the housing market. 
(Issue Paper No. 678). 

Korea Research Institute for Human Settlements. 
(2019). [jugeosiltaejosareul tonghae bon choegeun 
10nyeon(2008~2018)gan jugeoyanggeukwa chui ] 
Trends in housing polarization over the past 10 years 
(2008-2018) (Working Paper No. 19−24). 

Kwon, H. -J. (2020, August 21). [eolmana deo gungmini 
oemyeonhaeya hana] How much longer do people have 
to ignore? JoongAng Daily. https://www.joongang.co.kr/
article/23853406#home

Lee, B -C., Kim, T -D., Cho, D –M, & Jeon, K -S. (2021). 
[dasi chotburi munneunda] Candlelight asks again. 
Seoul: Dong-nyeok.

Lee, C. (2020). Critical assessment on Moon Jae-in 
government’s housing policies. The Korean Journal of 
Public Administration, 29(4), 37–75.

Lee, H.-C.., Song, H –S., Oh, M, Kim, J -H., & Choi, S. 
(2020). [sahoetonghabeul wihan budongsanjasanui 
bulpyeongdeung wanhwabangan yeongu] Policies 
to reduce inequalities in real estate assets for social 
cohesion. Sejong: Korea Research Institute for Human 
Settlements.



15Asia-Pacific Social Science Review  |  Vol. 24 No. 1  |  March 2024

Lee, H.-J.(2021, April 18). Is the Democratic Party going 
to revise their real estate policy? Sedaily. https://www.
sedaily.com/NewsVIew/22L4SXLCON

Lee, J.-H. (2022, Feb 21). [ ijaemyeong, gukjeongneungnyeok 
itda» 56%... yunseogyeol, budongsan haegyeolhal 
geot 40%] “Lee Jae-myung has the ability to run 
the government” 56% … “Yoon Seok-yeol will 
solve real estate problems” 40%. Hankook Daily. 
https://www.hankookilbo.com/News/Read/A20220
22109190002311?dtype=1&dtypecode=07c04d35-
2423-457d-89ed-9f37749dffae&did=DA&prnewsid
=A2022022110400000226

Lee, J. (2019, March 25). [dajutaekjareul hyanghan 
baeapeun siseongwa jeokpye sai] Between the jealous 
gaze toward those who own multiple houses and deep-
rooted corruption.  Chosun Biz. https://biz.chosun.com/
site/data/html_dir/2019/03/25/2019032500667.html

Lee, J. (2021, March 22).[mun, choegeun jutaek gagyeok 
sangseungse kkeokkigo budongsan sijang anjeongse] 
Moon, “housing price increase has slowed down.” Asia 
Economy. https://www.asiae.co.kr/article/20210322145
23828740&mobile=Y

Lee, J. (2017, May 18).[munjaein daetongnyeong 5.18 
minjuhwaundong 37junyeon ginyeomsa jeonmun] 
Full text of the May 18 democratization movement 
commemorative speech. Hankyoreh Daily. https://www.
hani.co.kr/arti/politics/bluehouse/795228.html

Lee, J. (2021, May 11). Four years in office, President 
Moon has “Nothing to say” when it comes to real 
estate. Kyunghynag News. https://m.khan.co.kr/politics/
president/article/202105111903487#c2b

Lee, J. (2020, August 4). [gimtaenyeon, jutaegeun 
gonggongjae sijang gyorane eonjedeun chuga ipbeop] 
Kim Tae-nyeon said that housings are public goods. 
If Market disruption occurs, additional legislation 
will be enancted.  https://news.einfomax.co.kr/news/
articleView.html?idxno=4100971

Lee, M. (2017). Issues and challenges over the policy of 
abolition of high school division. Journal of Korean 
Social Trend and Perspective, 101, 62–67.

Lee, M. -W. (2012, June 7). [munjaein minjutonghapdang 
sangimgomun daeseon chulma seoneonmun: 
g y e o m s o n h a n  g w o l l y e o k  t t a t t e u t a n  n a r a 
mandeulgetseumnida] Moon’s presidential campaign 
statement, “I will create a warm country with humble 
power.”  https://www.newspeak.kr/news/articleView.
html?idxno=21828

Lee, S.-S. (2021, January 27). [jingbeoljeok yangdose, 
1jutaekjarado wanhwahae budongsangeorae sumtong 
tuiwoya] Punitive transfer tax: even for single home 
owner, taxes should be eased to promote transactions. 
Dong-A Daily. https://www.donga.com/news/Opinion/
article/all/20210127/105126012/1

Lee, S.-Y. (2019, August 28). Understanding young Koreans’ 
rage against Cho Kuk. https://www.koreatimes.co.kr/
www/nation/2023/08/113_274736.html

Lee, Y. S. (2021, May 8). [jijiyul byeonhwaro salpyeobon 
munjaein jeongbu 4nyeon] Four years of the Moon 
government: analyzing from the changes of approval 
rating. Newspim, https://www.newspim.com/news/
view/20210508000037

MacKuen, M. B., Erickson, R. S., and Stimson, J. A. (1992). 
Peasants or bankers? The American electorate and the 
U.S. economy. American Political Science Review, 
86(3), 597-611. https://doi.org/10.2307/1964124

Míguez, M. C. (2021). Autonomy in foreign policy. 
International Studies 28 June 2021. Advance online 
publication. https://oxfordre.com/internationalstudies/
display/10.1093/acrefore/9780190846626.001.0001/
acrefore-9780190846626-e-647 

Miller, A. H., & Borrelli, S. A. (1991). Confidence in 
government during the 1980s. American Politics 
Quarterly, 19(2), 147–173. https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
1532673X9101900201

Ministry of Economy and Finance. (2021, December 
2). [OECD, olhae hanguk seongjangnyul jeonmang 
4.0% yujittjuyogugeun hahyang jojeong] OECD 
maintain Kores’ gwoth forces for this year at 4.0%.. 
major countries are downgraded. (Korea Policy 
Briefing). https://www.korea.kr/news/policyNewsView.
do?newsId=148896315

Ministry of Land, Infrastructure and Transport. (2019, April 
23). [po-yong-jeog ju-geo-bog-ji, sil-su-yo jung-sim-ui 
an-jeong-jeog si-jang-gwan-li-leul wi-han 2019nyeon 
ju-geo-jong-hab-gye-hoeg bal-pyo] Inclusive housing 
welfare: the 2019 comprehensive housing plan for stable 
market management. Press Release. https://www.molit.
go.kr/USR/NEWS/m_71/dtl.jsp?id=95082188

Moon, B., & Han, S. (2017, August 21). [Munjaein 
Daetongnyeong “gungmindeureun Jeongchaege 
Chamyeohaneun Jikjeop Minjujuui Wonhae”] President 
Moon said that people wants direct democracy. Dong-A 
Daily. https://www.donga.com/news/Politics/article/
all/20170821/85904994/1

Morlino, L. (2009). Legitimacy and the quality of democracy. 
International Social Science Journal, 60(196), 211–222. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2451.2010.01717.x

Na, I. (2019). Metaphors for morality and a framing war: 
centered on the etlement of deep-roted evils. Discourse 
and Cognition, 26(2), 1–25. https://doi.org/10.15718/
discog.2019.26.2.1

National Planning Advisory Committee. (2017). 
[gukjeongunyeong 5gaenyeon gyehoek ] Five-year plan 
for state administration. (Accessed on 3 March 2021). 
Retrieved from https://www.korea.kr.



16 Asia-Pacific Social Science Review  |  Vol. 24 No. 1  |  March 2024

Noh, K.-M. (2021, July 29). [jibeun sayujaesanindett’ 
gongyujiui bigeuk’e bitdaen hongnamgi] House is 
a private property but the Deputy prime minister 
of economic affairs mentioned tragedy of the 
commons. Hankyung Daily. https://m.news.nate.com/
view/20210729n35606

Norpoth, H. (1984). Economics, politics, and the cycle 
of presidential popularity. Political Behavior, 6(3), 
253–273. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00989620

Norpoth, H. (1996). Presidents and the prospective voter. 
The Journal of Politics, 58(3), 776-792. https://doi.
org/10.2307/2960444

Oh, H. C. (2021). Dual characteristics of Moon Jae-in’s 
fandom. Civil Society and NGO. 19(1), 3–38. 

Oh, Y (2019). A study on politics of liquidate of ‘deep-
rooted’ corruption in the past seventy years. Economy 
and Society, 121: 37~–60.

Oh, Y., Lee, C., & Heo, I. (2023). Partisanship, regulation, 
and volatility in South Korea’s housing market. World 
Affairs, 186(3), 776-–805.  

Park, E, & Kim, D.(2022). The analysis on the dynamic 
relationship between housing price and income 
inequality. Journal of Korean Economic Analysis. , 
28(1): ), 119-–164.

Park, J.-U. (2020, July 27). [munjaein jeongbuui budongsan 
jeongchaegi silpaehan daseot gaji iyu] Five reasons 
why Moon’s real estate policy failed. Hankyoreh 
Daily. https://www.hani.co.kr/arti/economy/economy_
general/955346.html

Park, Y. (2021, February 13). [jinanhae jutaekjeungyeo 
15mangeonttsangsokjeungyeosesu 10joro sasang 
choedae] 150,000 acquisitions…inheritance and 
gift tax revenue reaches 10 trillion, the highest 
ever. Yonhap News. https://www.yna.co.kr/view/
AKR20210212025100002

Peters, G. (2002). The politics of tool choice. In L. M. 
Salamon & O. V. Elliott (Ed.), The tools of government: 
A Guide to the New Governance (pp. 552-564) Oxford 
University Press.

Petrovksy, N., Jue Young Mok, J. Y., and Filadelfo& Leon-
Cazares, F. (2017). Citizen expectations and satisfaction 
in a young democracy. Public Administration Review, 
77(3): ), 395-–407.

Ramirez, M. D. (2009). The dynamics of partisan conflict on 
congressional approval. American Journal of Political 
Science, 53(3), 681–694. 

Roh, H. (2020). Examining the constitutional issues of 
the revised housing lease protection aHousing Lease 
Protection Act. Ilkam Real Estate Law Review, 21, 
201–229. 

Scalapino, R., & Lee, J. (1973). Communism in Korea: The 
Society. (First edition) University of California Press. 
Dolbegae.

Sejong, J. A., Joo, A., & Song, C.-H. (2019, November 19). 
[jeon-gug-jeog-eu-lon jib-gabs ha-hyang an-jeong-tss 
bu-dong-san mun-je-neun ja-sin iss-da-te] “House prices 
are stabilized nationwide. I’m, confident in real estate 
problems.” Dong-A Daily. https://www.donga.com/
news/Economy/article/all/20191120/98446529/1

Seo, Y. (2020, August 9). [mun daetongnyeong, chammodeul 
sauie tjanggotttjeongmutmminjeong deung meonjeo 
bakkul deut ] President Moon was lost in thought as his 
staffs wants to quit their jobs. Hankyoreh Daily. https://
www.hani.co.kr/arti/PRINT/957089.html 

Full text of press conference on the 100th day of President 
Moon’s inauguration. (2017, August 17). Seoul 
Daily. https://www.seoul.co.kr/news/newsView.
php?id=20170817500087.

Shin, H. -B. (2021, March 7). [seomindeul ppullatda. mun 
jijiyul harak iyu apdojeok 1wineun?] People are angry: 
the overwhemlming reason for Moon’s decline in approval 
rating? Hankyung Daily. (2021 March 7) https://www.
hankyung.com/politics/article/2021030571417

So, M. -Y. (2017, May 26). [ini yeolpung. munjaein 
sindeurom] The Moon Jae-in syndrome.  https://www.
sisaweek.com/news/articleView.html?idxno=91693

Stimson, J. A. (1976). Public support for American 
presidents. Public Opinion Quarterly, 40(1), 1–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1086/268264 

The Blue House. Korea Policy Briefing (2020, August 
10). [mun daetongnyeong budongsan gamdokgigu 
seolchi geomto seje ganghwa segyejeok hyeonsang] 
President Moon plans to launch real estate watchdog 
organization (Korea Policy Briefing). https://www.
korea.kr/news/policyFocusView.do?newsId=1488757
63&pkgId=49500748

The Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, and Transport. (2019, 
December 19). [jutaeksijang anjeonghwa bangan] 
Measures to stabilize the housing market. http://www.
molit.go.kr/USR/NEWS/m_71/dtl.jsp?id=95083268

Weatherford, M. S., & McDonnell, L. M. (1996). Clinton 
and the economy. Political Science Quarterly, 111(3), 
403–436. https://doi.org/10.2307/2151969

Yadav, S. (2010). Public policy and governance in India. 
The Indian Journal of Political Science, 71(2), 439–457.

Yang, M. J. (2019, July 1). [yeoksajeok nambungmi 
jeongsang panmunjeom hoedongtthanbando pyeonghwa 
sae ijeongpyo ] Historical Inter-Korean summit meeting 
at Panmunjom: a new milestone for peace on the Korean 
Peninsula. http://webarchives.pa.go.kr/19th/www.
koreasummit.kr/Newsroom/Opinion/94

Irregular workers account for 33.6pct of public sector 
employees: data. (2017, May 14). Yonhap News. https://
en.yna.co.kr/view/AEN20170514000600320

[keunjeongburoui jeonhwan: ilhaneun jeongbu jacheo, 
jeoseongjangtpsyanggeukwa haegyeore apjang] 
Transition to big government: working government to 



17Asia-Pacific Social Science Review  |  Vol. 24 No. 1  |  March 2024

resolve low growth and economic polarization. (2017b, 
August 13). Yonhap News. https://www.yna.co.kr/view/
AKR20170811133900002

Lee, J.-D. (2018, May 10). [keunjeongburoui jeonhwan: 
ilhaneun jeongbu jacheo, jeoseongjangtpsyanggeukwa 
haegyeore apjang ]“Embracing the candlelight spirit”, 
“Ask a question” President Moon’s first year of 
quotes. Yonhap TV. https://yonhapnewstv.co.kr/news/
MYH20180510004300038

Yoon, K -H. (2021, November 22). [gjeongbu jipgap 
pokdeungi tugikkuntpgihoekbudongsan ttaemunilkka] 
Is the surge in housing prices due to speculators? 
Seoul Economic Daily. https://www.sedaily.com/
NewsView/22KXXCEB5Q

Yoon, S.-J. (2021, August 25). [5nyeoncha ‘jijiyul 40%’, 
reimdeok eomneun daetongnyeong?] Moon, with 
40% approval rating in 5 years, a president without 
a lame duck? Nocut News. https://www.nocutnews.
co.kr/news/5613264 [jeongbudaechaegedo budongsan 
sijang deulsseok. munjeneun?] Real estate market 
is unstable despite government measures. (2019, 
December 4). YTN News. https://www.ytn.co.kr/_
ln/0102_201912041456308966


