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HWHHERE @42 5 (Tiebout) FEk *

0| =2 #H LR ZFol thE EIF 7Hd(Tiebout Hypothesis)O| AlA D&
ofjat ZHnYoilM HAYE XUEXIE 0I2 7232 i (school district)d
Az olEsto] aAmEct £ FHol Cist JSRMAD Wik st 8
4 1219 1Re| XjFTFEO0| BFol ME Vi M A% E F ritdsl F& o gt
8101, FEERAT i Bhatel HPolE NRL| X|ETE0| BEFX| gke 0lx]2) 2
25T A AES o F Uch £33 TAX|AD H[TAIX|A Zhofl IRER2| B
BEHMo| 2 XjolE 22 FE5E ot o2iE +25He Aol FFH
HE Dg ZFol 2ot B LYY Act AFEMEN TAXY g2 ER
BEn e MR XIX|sh=d| g5l diTAIX|Y B3te| ZBRols Bh) 4
18 BERE XIXIslLl Uct £3 ZFEUE DAY BP, LT AKERY
B ZARIYY B|TAX|H0| Ao B|RE +EAUT &G £ Act HRHR
0] Yi7= WRO|2H= X|UBZA2 Bigol AUXHAM TAIX|AD} v TAIX|A e
Aot #2&0ECk SEEHNAM & R HEc2M, Ml S92
AUB3LAe] ZX0t & chAlEel ZYA YAE R EEM XUSBHUS
20l U EEME HIAMH T Ucke EIF KRS AN REME 2ol A

=3

HAFHO: XNYISM, EIRHY, ug+29 Fd7Hd
ANEBHSR FHER: HY

* ol =ES A d1 =3E dFY e dAde F B =y
R AATY AEATHY
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1. A&

ulZoA 2FFRRE 7P B AFFAelch ALFFAel it A
A BAo gloiA gnbAQl FFAo] U@ £43 sl 53] AL sixor &
84e FUE A9 AFAGE AT A/71 dvke ook olaldt A7t
ol 53} B3l Tiebout(1956) & A HFFAel I8 vl 7IdEo] dnt A3t
AgolA e FEvhe A48T Bkt Z2oR /538 F Uvhe FEE 3 uk gl
th & ANTIEAEY AGTFA FFL AT AFY FERE v FUE
ZolEo]7] Y3 xFo B FF F Jon, 2HAR FHEY AFAY Hyge
opx] Aol AEE Al A FARBIE AL 8§ gtk Flolth Tiebouts
ALFFAAE Alelole i A9 Woll -3 9] FU& A3 $3 234
o] & Aoln, ol&3t Aol AL AEFFA T U] AEYPLE o|F
F otz FE3ch

Tiebout?] 93 e w=Fo] EHH °]FE Tiebout 7Hdel| e 333 B
AZH 9 AFE0] glo] gtedl, A RolMe ¥ 7R Wkl A=t &
& 9leh. ik AEEAY Fael FEHE F A TR O AR A v
sl g dde) AFEANECY, & dhhe aSolv F3A A3 o
AgY 2 FRlEo] 7 (sorting) Hl& 4] derte ke AFEA ST D
AxY 735 ALEEAt A AR Alelole AR LR fKolFt wAE F
< F Utk 4F2%EC] Yom o 1 HAE N E e gRE
AEHe AsEe] AriHn e Ao, FAe AS AqER FUE0] EF/
He 84S Fopd B2 A3so] Eauxa Uk

o] =FoME ol2idt 7|&e] AFEHE thE WM Tiebout 7Hde] A
3 52 AEs) Bz gk TieboutZ} AAF 7HIEE 1eid o Sl o
Fo| FETHAE Axg dEAIRGo] Tiebout 7Hdol @A vl 220 &
IRtk AL E ¢ ok o] =RolAe vl o] Hol| FEI] TA|IAHT H]
TAIX|H o] Aol ZRE] Tiebout7Hde] FHEIZY HE HESH Eux ok

1) Tiebout 7Hdol] i@ 2 Fotel F8 HAFATFEE AT H29 B934 382+ Dowing
et. al(1994) & ¥=3l7] nigh
2) dEAQ AFEE Oates(1969) & & & Utk
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@{o] Mg T88 AUTITAZ A=gs e vIFe B¢, A% 89
FE 3ol EAA G B =R H e Alole Bl 7o) EAOM o= F & BT
A& 7HIEAE HEY & JE 88 FEE & T 31 Aol o] =EdME
4 289 89 FH 3l EARH T HEAR] H3ho 2po]7} ST HE Fot
B3y 1 o7} #A Tiebout?t 37 3hs 2 AFTFEA S AN 71dste
RARAAE A EA & Holch

FlUgdME A 2F3F525S AWFTTAHI e BL =oEl IPHn
Aot Ft AEFLE FFAI] A A9 FHEH| 1 LAY 7
o] Al eAolghe 4ddlA T =ogtn &) ol F WM o
=2 AFEAL =3 RN FF mfo] AYFTTAS 2 A7 Lo
g AN @Yol did FRE AT Erhe vz et

o] w2 vt go] PAEY. OAN afgTagse] AY $42 3l =
ARG BIZAIA Atolo] FZAQ Apel7t S-S HolE F, MEcdX e =AM
-HEAIAY T m&ae] £ASuHY] Ajold tig Yol Tiebout fRF =&
AAE FEFH. NVEAMe FEFEE 2d 2¥e &dsta 34 37
7HdT) AR FEVHEE AAT F, F 7K 4AREE BARIGH HEA
Aol & 44 FAHeZ e VAN 2ES WU &5 I8
ol i3l Azt 2ot

I.71¢ 293 4
1.712 28

o] AolMe AFEN 712Ut He 2L MEn o8 EUE AZENE
AEgch ele] 712 BYe AR I v =AIRH3Ee] Aololy,

4 JiQlel B85 EalolN 212 sk Mz e A p'e A
Aol &3] Qe L] w{AHE ol 2 H&E Aol SEd
ot & o 2433 BAle v o] EHY + 3tk
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max  ufb;, 8 s.t. y;=b+tH; 1)

A7I y2 aBlAL i8] 250l e T AFEhe gl AHeHe WERE
olm] Hye 2HA o ZAIUHA FHe| 71Ho|r. 3

olA] & Bl HHdte A e Az ®Bal wEAH| 2T 7R
FEHe A o8 AFErta i, wEAH|x & 99T ¥eE g
1 B0 msAE EE OeT 2o E¥E £ AUk

E=cgs® 2

e} Aol s T W B9 ole, geke ApiE 2 T Y AdE =Y
et Tef g grol Oolgtn FTE w&E oFFFTAVL He AHoln, g9 ol
loj2hd & FAo2 FHEE AH At € Aotk

olAl & gzo] FHAME FARTIT TP Hah aFoE g g9 ot
AFe o3t ol EHY 4 31E Aotk

cgs?(l—m)=L+Gr 3

AN L B8 Yol AFolEcle Fdoln, Gr& FHRAN & gl
AFH e BxFe] dfold, me B oK AFojEole 9 vl#slo +
oA & FALE HEC|h o] wEdM nAHe FEF A m %L 092
2 goud Eooy Bzge 1si @472

oAl A9 o] He ARFe 7EXol B s BRI ) W &
A BRBZR At N E wekn dx AAZE FEasE] 29E AT
SU3F ZAFRolgta IR L= w0 BA AYE Aotk O o] BAe)} 7
F=2o) d4tAkE o] 83t thEF o] AlgE EE T Utk
3) oj2olN TRagol g AYRY SEdN Rise YMAE U2 ol RolWtke

AHd g 4718

4) HAZ RR 8 AP vlF Rl FlA Feol} AUAE FapHe AWML B
T Wolld 2 249 {UE 3ot
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é_
f = cgsWd Gr @)

o]A] ol fel7t Y ALIHE Falve Ho FAFo R gL gol
28 4 A €ch

. drr
max u,‘(b,‘, g) s.t y,+_WI!1/—S(G7’/S)z CSI/VHZ g—+ bi (5)

9] ZEShEle] EAle 7HER 259 g o1te] o] Had B, o
3 2ol &3 FHg2 2PE F Uk

max uflb;, & st Y, =pg&tb; (6)

o714 .37i=y:'+—“[;}§(cf/3)‘€: FA R B2 8 X3 AHHAE (fiscal income) ©]

Bn HFY & UL Aolol, 7 =S mgMuIL @ B Foly] el
Yo zAsldelen AT & U Roln,

oA X (6 LIS EAE FoldozH 2MA io WAFRYFE &
2% & ok AZH L wgANlE $20) tes 22 2a3S FHE HY
S 7hg e,

o~ d’Hi a [}
2= V() ™™ )

& wsAH| 20 i@ FoE AFLE 39 AN (es*HY W)l Faeln,
F7102 WE X, 2 FUSHe g9 A FAA # 539 Feolrle st
o] WEF AT ZAHL nEMYLE AHPH o2 2HY 7} givke A
oy, At R (2) 9] BAE o] &ITHA A9 & theF 2ol 19T A8H]
&g 2AZ EEY 5 Utk
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8
1~ H; - DX X
__E_ By + (y_)ﬁl( : ) s(¢ (8 + )e f1:2) e B (8)

o|A] #e] BAE ulRoE W& E T vlolElE o] 83 FYstmal §
ok $9} ol =&H Uil F8E T ASE ol &M FH A 1] 9
3 Ha3gl o] 8o] ‘ifEHEER (median voter theorem)’ ©|th FYET A g
o o3t g el AFFAL e ;M RG] F MTE 71 AR
o] #80 oA AFHEh o] FE o] &t iy b o] AlFgEA o]
7Fsd BAA S gold & Uk

log(E;/S)) = ay+ alog ¥+ aylog p* + aslogs+ AX,;+ ¢; 9)

A7 A jE G2 UlET foIM AFVUZ e jEe TN
SRS AL, e o, & BEH] A2} £5VY40] @ Aolth, B
FALSA) 2N pre O 197 A2E 199 227] A9 FAREA)
yoelol skt ZARReR FAREAS FA/MIL HPelda @ W,
r=EY(Wis)Z ASE & UATh9 B8 oF /AREEo2 N + U
Aol

2. Dol X=X

FH AMEE A8 19909 % v]=9] &+t 283 (School District Data Book:
go 2 SDDBE A FolA viF 7&Fd dBshe &7 79 agdat #
d FUER 228 AFT 28tk vx9 507 F FAME wEFE B
EHo] Hidhe & 20% 33 Utk w&F9 746709 T ARG
HZAIR ol 1§ EXHO 3lo] BEAAY B3 HEARY EE 25 g2 @
5 BE d9 ¥AE HUANNAT FUSEA} HF AGoN FHLEA N, FHAFEA}

A3 A dollN 3 Axe] FHE 243w ke Ayt Yasi) o Mg s BFa)

1 AF7H] PR AFA e AR X O 2 938 geprt #3422 AHEEHT
k.
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E 1D F2 #He SAX ¥ dyREE

H ol & e g PF | EEHUI | HAA | HOA | A FE
EXPEND | 197 &S] 8176.51 | 250139 | 4175 | 18923 | *
YES TrEE 58.58 | 13.13| L26| on.43| ¢
TURNOUT | F#& 13.43] 7484 | 1o7| eesa|
INCOME | SHFEARS. 4130104 |14766.63 | 21156 | 112543 |  +
TAXPRICE | FAFEAEAA 0.438 | 0.1725 | 0.0126 | 11546 | -
FAIDN 197 AR PRz 204.01 | 133.47 ol om8| +
coL HEEA} ¥ & 0.1403 | 0.0853 | 0.0268 | 0.4839 | +
NONWH | U HE 0.0618 | 0.0946 0l 0.9541| -
OLD 272 BF (654 ©1Y) 0.1330 | 0.0398 | 0.0380 | 0.3442 -
POV W2 74 0.0790 | 0.0456 | 0.0130 | 0.2332 -
OWN afA 7h 0.7754 | 0.0825 | 0.2629 | 0.9538 -
TEACHER | 7FP% mAk: 0.0863 | 0.0340 0] 0.28%9 | +
PRIVATE P A aSEAS 0.0712 1 0.0458 0] 0.5064 -
STUDENT | 2ysta S2842 1961.79 | 1893.92 13 15623 -

ZX8 BF3ta sl7] WEolch 6 olE FE FAX 7&A Wi Sle T E
T}, AURA m&H) 2 Eo] & SEolv (10 2% g o)) 7, 4R AEst
ge g, aea AYAIR RS A g T2 At 60571 &
o] deth Y AR diide] 8 FTE F 389 EAAF 2167
v AR o] &3 gich
nj3e] o o] ¢ vV A 2 w839 H4E 4 g7 nfdiiehe
AH)ZQ] FHIE9] TRl osiA A At 2 gl wsHYs]e sl o4kt
& FUEBAA ALE=FE Hof Slrh olFA AME diiie] FUFERHAA TR
zle] k= o] 4e] FJRE AA HE Agd b Fdite R A=A
dc}, whef b SHol| AdEtH He 2 njHE ¥]ddAbe] HEHAY S
37} 2L AARME AQtEld 23} BXE &HA Frth 23 FEA IANE
EX3HA = AR AAIE cldiete] EEo] HYHY I SRHE B T
) =AAT MEARge] e ool AME A E) EARAG. AHE 24 7]
of oJ&bH EAIAY (Metropolitan Area) & (i) =AZA e 1F7F H4g 59 H&
o, (i) Al FHX Y (sub-urban area) 74 & wf HA 109 JAFE 3HE Fojth

7) @HH A& SFe] Hitol vigh 250 ol VF £ & T U ourliers L o]
So 740 TPE A% A% L /4 WHYFP WIS Yod ATE fA.

2
a
o
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€ Hddaite g FYAY 33 FEV AgE. dHHCoR 33 FHE vpA
gog ¢ o] T A "o
ol AMES mBFt] wiY] A& L PF F8 HFES 2 FAXNE
2 (E DE aod + gink. gt 889 A5-9 R R £5FE
o] #€5 181 A7l ¥EFE 1919 18] A&FEe] 52 J2E 49
3 T 3k olYelx A Fe BHago] BEFE, e diAd assE
o] #&5%, AgTEo] vlud 52 WA FRo] BEFE, g ol At
Bo] H1 UEFE 1UTuHL £2 AL 43 + A iR =8 F
A7t S5, Af AlES d¥shke AVHAF 7197 825, Agad &
wahe o] BETE 197 w{H7E @E Aol
EDe R 9F 7&F A I B2 3 AF 43 = A} v =N
AHo 2 oM AF BAS usrafs FPEHUE HAFEH. 0 £589
A3t FHAREAE S EPE B2 AlFEc] 4% dAse FIE Zn Jen

(B 2 IRX@HT FY (Z4ET log(EXPEND))

Whole Sample MA Non-MA
Constant -5.539* (6. 24) -7.051*(6.51) -6.872% (0. 55)
log INCOME) 0.724*(8.37) 0. 863" (8. 34) 0.290* (1. 79)
log (TAXPRICE) -0. 198" (8. 80) -0, 207* (7. 02) -0.319* (4.11)
FAIDN 0.497% (3.57) 0. 462% (2.74) 0. 436" (3. 35)
log (STUDENT) -0, 053* (4. 22) -0. 045% (2. 98) -0. 065% (2. 63)
TEACHER 0.177(0. 55) 0.737(1.54) -0. 255 (0. 65)
PRIVATE -0.327(1. 38) ~0. 052(0. 20) -0.964* (2. 49)
COoL -0.092(0. 38) -0,539"* (1. 86) 0.175(0.37)
NONWH 0. 382* (3. 76) 0.217*(2,09) 0. 846 (3. 60)
OLD -0.077 (0. 29) 0.098(0. 29) 0.105(0.27)
POV 0.706* (2. 15) 1.292* (2. 60) 0.191(0. 46)
OWN -0.013(0.11) -0.113(0. 76) 0.015(0.07)
Adjusted R* 0.575 0.618 0.328
Obs. 578 389 216

i 23 ket EA%e] Adigh
*5%dlA f23 *tr 10%9M feldh
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BAXCE FYEE B Utk RIeE BEtS u A% 2 71 3k B4
= Yehjie ¥l usY X9 AA gL FE-g A9 F1 gtk 28R
Rl de] BAfoe 3 AgTt 3T O9E R3E Zu g olEHw
NONWHW POVel & We o33 @8] 9 ¥38 2tx Sled, ol 3#
o7 olgslrle o $u} thET 2L olRES HES B "aUl A& Rl
A o xdo] FYE wf H)UAA FRlo] BAY BIZA ol&te) 717t B A
Holl thaiA HFe] HaFo] Bol] Foid 7FeAde] ok EF Z8Fo] ¥ ¢
F B]lA FRlojut R olste] 7ot dFe] T 52k} (free-rider) 24 1
S8 A& £F0] 52 FE A /I E Ug Aotk BE ol AV
2 vt gle 9 BAA ARTAY A AT £ glg. §9 B4R
o9} COL A9 Ag7t &9 F3E 21 Y& A= didae =% ged,
ol WEFE] L FUYFE B{TTo] AUAA a{HAEE Fole AL
AN A AR H¥E = & Heldh

ol21g x| X¥ Ao i FF e FF JAH 2 AT ZE lx o] =i
233 Bdsted FEE U AKL AR 39 B¥e] A5l H|EA|R]
el AtEn 25 Eohe Aotk 53] A5RFH M & 2po|=(0.86 ¥
0.29) FEE Baich. £F F-A4 27 AL 2.252 1% FAFEAAM TA|
293 HEARY  Ateld] F2AHQ Zort e BEAFm UoH(YAN
F(12,545)~=2.10).

olA] 71& HATAMZEAE B oE EAAFT HEA|RX G Alelof] tie] Hr}
AFAQ 4L & Wi .

I. Tiebout {Ef&F (Tiebout Bias) oJ¥-o] HE

AigiolA & uie} 2 A5eE oM & Aol Tiebout fRfF (Tiebout Bias) &
9l & 471Xt} Goldstein and Pauly (1981) o) <J#] A& A|71€ Tiebout 1RfF
=old W29 P A8 E Fé nETaPrE F8E AT L5UEA 3
ANx LEMRAEE & 2E eVt Joh F g ARE B T =AAY
9] A5eEA L Ayl € 7ol Aoke Aolth 1 ¥UR1E Tiebout 7Hd o]
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<23 1> Tiebout™e|(Tiebout Bias)

Expenditure

A Estimated
. relationship
» Income
Median Median Median Median
Voter’s Income Income Voter’s
Income Income
Low-spending districts High-spending districts

AA e vl 2 3FA 80 wel FRIE] AFAE 2 E 75 dHAAEANA
AT RTIEE o} PATIREE 7 AXEA] A e d ok Bo PAFeRE, o
F9] gq7E TPk 3 BARGo] tiA Y ASREE L & W w8 A
Zo] EARAY AA e PFEL} e FFEY HPole FALEAY L5 T
Exze AEHT EAEY B2 ARt aguREe] g2 oM F
EgAe A5HG o gAED gEbd FALEAY 25 2 FAREANY &
Solglam 7HYdte 7189 FH L AA 45 - afH|AEe] #AE AdHrt &
Acke Relh

(¥ 1>& ool =& Tiebout fRfFel =d& 2oFsta Urh. fAAM AF
g ule} o] Tiebout (R} FA 3 €S 8okt FAFEAY &5 FY
A 48 FEdhe el ok zElu o] = A FEnA = FL
Tiebout {RFFS] ¥lelglrl Brhe Tiebout {RFS w27} RHdhe nojch

Tiebout | =olo)] oJ3tH FEo] FFA g Aool wat AFAHE A
gale 292 T3 MIET £ AYdMe L5EX 9Fe 2 AwAA H
o (left-skewed), WHHZ ME=7 $E& AGeoMe £5E8F7 E8FLE A 94
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Al ©}(right-skewed).

o] =9 WA A 3 A oM mE{H|RAFo] g FTEEY LER
¥o} W2 FEEY L5EE AloldM e xjolH & AAT 5 ojok it ol F
AAR Ol FE3l 785 F8 tAlA 8] Tiebout {RfF =27t AlAlske
S WHE ¢ JeXE AMER & 3D FEF e 670 thEA] (Albany,
Buffalo, Long Island, New York, Rochester, Syracuse) @ ASE ¥ ol EX L H
FE 4F ARE KT Aok a&AE| 2] 1A dhedhs 7HES 2
g 3 Blle 7HEolehe Aol F8319 5~17419] A E 3P
o Bl 7HE Aleld ASEEE AHESItE E DME 4 dEAEE 1
o] 2 &o] FHFET R 7T & §7OR Ur, I HEEY ASEY
3 B4E Ul AREY HIgE At vk AEREe BTFAE, FH4
5, AUAF, Bd/FA% 8l8, B4 A= (skewness) 5-& ©]&3th. SDDBe
7o 25F SRR 25709 A5F (income bracket) 22 Uil 2 A5T
&3k 798 AAlEtL dedl, o] FEZRE fEle 4F AFES =28 F
At AE Bl &5 HEo] p, 4 AEFU 0] vEln & o B

2 (v, AEE B(v,- w52 7 4 Utk AEE 25RE hH

FE Bdshe AU, ElFHe wold 2w miu] x| &o] FH B}k 2
ool e d=rt S FEE 7H Aoln, vHiR A &o| FHHRETG F2 T
dMe Fel §2E 7HE Zolot. WA o] ARXZFE E|FHS =oj9] AR
€ dader Add F Aok

it o 2 (& 3)9] FAANEL 254 e FUEY E/7t o= A= o] Fo]
A3 YaE BAFa ok ol =AY A FgFATHE 2ohe g
o] £258WETEI Fvhe A & =2vn ok a3y (& 34 Tiebout
e A E 7l oldde & + AUtk 4 9iFd &5 BHsot =
ARYGe] grhe A ol9dle EAIRYF v AR H 9] FF xjo]|E WEL] o]
gislen, 53 = AEL B3k W 23]8] Tiebout Hjel AAE e Wiye
A7t gt v G332 £ R ARE AT IF 2Al9] B¢
wEH) A 20| gL TEY PTAFo] B&H AEo] e e FIELSE
o 9 dehd Aolt}. 1 99E HAH oz ofFshy] oy, & =R
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Bt 7 83 BRl &F ¥ 285Ut A% 252 3 7B 2]
A& ¢Fo] & £F e LY F e 7R AT e e Ao
Belt}, ol &go] AAZ dojuheAle] o gt 12 IF ATHAR F
AS712 Jh

(& 3 HITAXAR THE HEAX|A 25EZ XeE

B/ 54
B2y | HEd S ZRIAE | AUASF OB];{ BA A=
k)
Non-MA 37529 33100 0. 416 1.134 6.2%108 2.7°1013

Exp<med 6259 36701 32601 0.321 1. 108 5.2*108 | -1.07*108
Exp>med 8739 38762 32614 0.322 1121 5.5"108 | -4.22"108

Albany 49256 41000 0.454 1.219 9.3*108 | 3.24*1013

Exp<med 6263 49229 40492 0.299 1.094 6.5%108 | -2.71*1021
Exp>med 9154 42856 39767 0.310 1. 104 6.8%108 | -1.12*1021

Buffalo 39548 35100 0. 508 1.127 8.4*108 | 4.04*1013

Exp <med 6537 47249 41873 0.287 1.103 | 7.0"108 | -2.83%1021
Exp>med 9010 31880 36507 0.297 1.090 51108 | 6.53*1013

Long Island 68116 56000 0.558 1.216 1.5*109 | 4.0471013

Exp<med 9388 61946 55525 0.293 1.114 1.1*109 | -8.54*1022
Exp>med 15000 82404 50705 0. 288 1.198 1.7*109 | -8.55%1022

New York 53907 31000 0.739 1. 285 1.2"109 | 6.52%1013

Exp <med 10014 37134 65343 0.318 1.221 2.1*109 | -8.82*1023
Exp>med 13791 90766 68306 0. 300 1.245 2.6*109 | -1.70*1022

Rochester 46005 42000 0.463 1.095 9.0"108 | 3.68*1013

Exp<med 6430 47524 39666 0.296 1.077 5.9*108 | -6.3071019
Exp>med 8227 45391 44820 0.291 1.099 7.3°108 | -1.89*1022

Syracuse 43776 39000 0.441 1.122 8.2*108 | 3.67*1013

Exp <med 6145 45708 40253 0. 308 1,102 7.1%108 | -1.14*1020
Exp>med 7852 41976 39647 0.310 1. 120 7,6%108 | -2.08*1020
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o #ie] AN RRUAE] BA - MIEAAAZ PRAL Fol7} A,
2 998 59 PelA WlE ol ee BTk T FINE FFRES
nejsplz g,

o H —1‘3:‘-’] J—E:]
1. 2%

o] fidMe MRS BYE At FFEUL LFLEN EA] - HEAA]
A7+ zlolol] tigh W thal B} thEQ EAE & EI|Z g}, o] REdA
E 25 X E5F0] AGFRe] £H| ojsix A Erie A E Hoh BAH L
2 a3 €k

o]22] 23L& Rothstein(1994) & ¥4& wam gich 8 ¢4 FFEHE 117
& g x v 2 ol &F s BANA FHdch jETd AFde AR
w8HAE ES A B b0 AHIE B3 8-S deth

el 833t FA9 ﬁléﬁ%’—a oS3 Zol 71 A5 T8ln w8uR &
Zo)| &l HELTSTE 78 5 Uddn saL o] HELErE FolF &
E3 71Z3lA A9 —I%HIXI% $22 Asle FARE 212 = Aok

max V(E;;y', P)=U(E;,y'— p'E)) (11)

olA] ZFRELETE Akoln Eoll thaflA 58#E Q& (strictly quasi-concave) ©]

8) Rothstein (1994) 8] E=2oME o7 AAHE YL vigo g dggt FH/HEEE A4
1 PEHD 9oy, Bl FH gL A9 uleAR gzl Alelo|n, 2zt F&7}
AER olg WA HEsA ¥ Relth
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2ta 3k ol H&¥re] o] $FEYH Sl fUP HE 48 4 Utk
ol Mg—f# E;'E AM|A} o] HAREL (ideal point) ©21 A} & Ele 78l
AFshe &8|Ab 7t 7P sl Eita Azshe 28H|AE $Folt}, dukdoe
2 o] £Fo| AA j&e AEFE YA ¥ Aot} e EAEELo]
27 2o| B &E4 (non-random) FEI} BEAH (random) FELE e $ gl
ot 7kt

E;'=FEj+u (12)

& Ejt /8T AFdte Z€ 2HRENA F5E FRola, wjie a¥R
AAT AFle FELE BT HEELILE zhethn /Mgshe Aol

olA] 7§ ot} 7] o} YIHTES (cut-off point) &7} Yo AMA = BT
o 4W Ej7t Eolobtt 4HE date] AHREE Fctm izl oy} BARELT)
TRV E A9 o= HEER FEY 84 FRoz Jdoa dxl £§ ¥
83 FEL vl E 9 A dARE ELol EEta PR Bl
AR AE ddte] FHAM FHEA| & A FHYE it "ty F
FEAHEO] AL ANl Wi FHE gl W, ol 28] AR udAte
AA g AL Auidich, 280d ddie] o]F7) tigko] s T d4iia of
= FHEE BAE 22 Zoln JMgske dde & FE7t gl Rolth ok
9] =9E F4oE A oL 2o

a}(E,,,E,,)——-a(E,,, Ep,)+v; (13)

SolM AR FU 7 BYRE DF 2UL o do] AYHEY £ 7
Folth. mebd tgdt 2 B4 2R e FYEE G A "ok

E}'> a(E, Ey) & E}— afEy, Ey) > vi—u (14)
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Aol HBEH o tsire g3t 2ol vldditat Altd ot
AdyZages ¥R & Uvn Psial. & Adge v R A ot
A9 Alelell FolA €rh.

a{E,;, E,) =(1—8)E,;+ SE,, 0<d8<1 (15)

o[l EelE 2 WFENS BAE vhee) aYOE 8F 4 ek o4
& A% FEANA 713 B BEE FE Agdolnz YPEEYFY AhAo|
dgdth 9B ALY kel igelehn & # gl MAANE ArE
HTHE WE Rolth R (159 H3e FEAVL ALY ekl i B4
F St Helel AFo] By ajelod, o WeHHol Acke oJAehucke AT
Hlgeluehithe 8 AYE onlg,

(Od 2> TRESETot Aol Hldojitel o|atd, HEd

BT

DR X &N

oAl BEA Ko gt =98 HPAIA BAL ujt vj7} vlo] B B (Weibull
Distribution) & W&t 783t} o8 73S F 71| Hollx] B2 E ¢ 3l
o} 9 o] EX FHER vjsle melrt FEE EXRA gkl HARE
o Ee BEEA B BEAHE 25E¥e O e} vkt gl tid A
T= ¥} ASE¥ A t2x] gy o] BXE Mshs o] IA R
£ obg Aotk =& Bt 44 A o] EXE /T AL /A9 o
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238 429 £08 S $F w7l 2 7 glol YW £ ok g8
& 72 g% Be Y4E AL W Hol¥ RITE wEdn g,

Pr(Z<{z)=exp[—e “(1*0)/!] ”

o] BX9 FAAF}L Z"=0+c tolT, HAL ED=0+c0lH, LS
W(2) = cytolth.9)

olA] 2¥|A} 7t FYERE VA FEL 2 Bal o] HEL YoM AFE
g dddoe] o] el ¥Y §Eoloh

" E,;, E)=Pr(E!') a)) an

¥i% o7k wlolE REE tETE SN S Bedt 2 4 =2E
% glek.

" E,, E,) =PrlEi'—a(E, E,) > vi— u]]
= 1
1+exp{—(1/D 8~ 6.4+ E; — a(E,;, E,)])

(18)

g 2IMHo2 g,=0,, 0,-0, t=t e 7F8E 3 HRE $ele AR
TE o] 43 AFEN S & 4 YA "ok ol JIFES ulEo g e oA
E;' =3 ulo]E B E ul2n], E;9 v FH3e 23 228 ¢+ ok

E"=E}+0,+ct

(19)
V"= 0,+ct

olA] AN AIEE FH logit(voting logit) & FeJeHH o3 2l

9 c<cz<csia=In(n2) =0.366, c2= Y A4 =~ 0.577, c3=7/6 = 1.645
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By, E=tn| T2t (20)

AT E logits] % Thedt ol ol 4AQ dacka Agkd elakl, 12l
u)galaiele] B4 ERE 4 ok

IKE; E)=(1/D[— o™+ E;"~(1— 8)E;— 6E,] (21)

a% A7) RS ulte 2 FEol U /S MSn 1 e A%E
Moz ZZd ¥r|2 Yok BadNE T ixe BF/ME e B sy
£ 28| B2AQ o8l Al 8l WENE B+ oW TA ke B
S BHAERCID, 10 O shhe 28930] FUSc] 7b¢ oldaloz Wst
E 520 ZSuE FIUHE HEH SRR

534 /M0 da2d 2992L 7Rsd @ 7H 2o dilkhg E0A7)
T BT ol FUEE 50%E XY o /Fsel BT S BE logite Eol ©
CH(IKE;. E5) =0). °lo) wtet A ciiehe g==L lp-lodp 2 B
g 4 9 Folrh AYH oJucke ulgeiigle] 48 2/ L F2RL

FH AAH FF/MO] Bad FFe FUge| M ol o Azteke o4t
%k TL ZTEAY ol 3HE T T Aok & EG=E" o A A
Y3ty olo] Wt £ logitd TIE;, ED=01/D[-v"+(1-OE"—(1-E,;] &2
FEE 5 A X logit® F4 ¥ %S 7IH vlAdaklo] 248 ZolE
o FUREAY ol &S FHEE TR

olgA M2 thE FF/HEEIN ALE oAl B logite 2] TE 43
£ 712 Roloh theAoNE NFR AR 2Ys IS viees 7 @
F7Mol @ AR AFE 2 P

% FFHE 247 SAA AR v AR el tiald HES 2] A8 E At
g Al BF logitd FEMSE sk AARHNL slokath 4 Aol &

10) Romer and Rosenthal (1978, 1979b) & ¥ @9 =FolN A4EFAe 3§ @98 E=
E34 3L € FsAdol de-E ol8d, d33es ¥ v Ytk
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FH & FHER logitd o]83 SH logito] o BAE 7HAA ] &) Bz
B el 2Rl Jelfog 2&E AGEC] Tl ddA =z Azile]
FYFREE & §80] nr=a(E,;, E I F4E #;3] Aljdo] £Xo 3G S
W HYFRE p=pE,, Epv Aol ;9 TIE5AG (binomial distribution) &
neA do. 9 dd IPFEL logit AE,. En=hlp/(1—-p)]E T3
25S BY 4 Y (Zellner and Lee(1965) =),

PE,; Ep)=IKE,, E,)+y;
1
o~ Mo =) @)
et BYSTe SEE Aolo] BAVE YT THeW Be BAE AR 5
& Aotk

P(Ey,', Epj)=H(En'n Epj)+f(q)+vj (23)

A71A g HFE (urnout ratio) ©1 Ag)e 9] Ferolth. goo AZE
MolMe X logitd] S FEEY 4%E ¢ £ glvke AHE 338 R
(228 (23) ¥ 7A%E =T nB3Y|R Pk

A FHAREAY o34 T2 Al EAE Alolole o] A¥ AL AY
Soka 3 gl

E;™=B+ X8+, 7; ~N(0, 0% (24)

A7 XjE FNESH 24714 L Toehe 2ol Al - A A SAsE
o]l Welolch. e} EHoME VAo BETE BEHNZ0] X9
Frekn ARen, of Ao BNeAE FATEA o4l X9 Paan
4R drhe Fol 328

AF7AS] B EUZ A BYSES logit® T3} Lo| AL & YUtk
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KE, Ey=/)[=o"+b+ X8~ (1= OE,~sE,)+ )+ Z +v)
(Z+0)~Mo. G +5=d=ry) 25)

olA] AB7Hel BAE vigto s EMFF/MTY AAH FIVMISHIA At
iRl Epst BAYER logit MEp, ExpE FEldl BW oS3 2

1) 583 38

— "+ _
By=—t Py 8 1=8p B

P(Eﬂ'v E;i)zv/
2) 3N 32
Eji= B+ X8+ n;

P, By=-—tTUm0 g 120) (1=8)p 4 (1=8), 4,

9o = Jpde g F Rol (FE Do 2L AGS & Aoy B S gt

E,-_—' 70+X;F+ ‘)’IE,,"f' @;
P= (7“ + 7’0712) +X,P')’12" 713Erj+ (R)+ TRW;+ v, (26)

=

N
Pt

B2 AFEN] M NI} FHASE (Y U FE logid
o) BAE Aelel B okt ek () 594 $F /M) 2w Ak o
gt ulgdaiclo] S48 Aom EF logit BRI o}RE BAS 2X)
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(& 4) 3d7Hdoll g 2tofe] Mot

243 3¢ A3R 38
™ Yo=Fo
=Lt B r=(8,....8
r=(....8/8 n=o .
=_d=d 7’11=‘:‘“"
o2}l el n=ETTS t

7|1=8 712="LLT‘§)’
e —_
ry=0 7’l3=—u_t‘§l
@=7,/8 o=
n=r=ra=0 n=0, m=—m

et (i) B FF 7K d2Y APE o4k v dd iz o
BAE Z2A govt BR logitd H]ddiikte] 845 1 fko] ol

T Fa7bdel Ui Hrke v ddalkte] AlgE AR g o2 o] Foid Rolth
H)ddd Aol mf$- F83% Wolrle sht B 7k1] #A1A-e] Utk e RE
&l i3l H)doiite] i ARE 7 & oke Holth 60570 st &
B el Al 24g 7t PHlE SHE 85700 BT ol #¥sted Munley (1984)
9] AT e A dald] AA2 AP dite] FL& diedsrt € 4 A ¥
A ouk gl webd ASEA M 90d xS vt aRE & F Sl el diE]
Me 89dxe] AA ol iREE SR AN R Fith

T8 3t Al viidaAiin At diail Aloldls A%t Kol FHEA st
ZAE Foltk F /3 T 735 vldd T AtE dilkte] BF &
£ Zoj7] Wiol vjdeldijlel] tig HHG 2H L 7184 & A5 AR
oA v FefAgle] Alde T ¥ A 49 ARATE =l Roln, A
gHoz & 9u|E ZtA] £ 471 Qi) o] EAlY AAE H3 vddAtE F
WL 3ta AGH e EYPSE B i3] AR S ta AV
ol BEE Y oAt ¥ REVE 47|12

E e R 269 A4 H TR logitE 242 OLSSH WLS (FH logite] ol
o] £8) 2 URAR D HRAIXHG LR o] 33T AIolH, (K 6)v
7} FF7Mdol sldshe Al st dEAA G v =X ol i & (26) S
222 (Full Information Maximum Likelihood: FIML) &2 333 Zulo|t}, &
E logitell thgt WLS 339 7% FX& EFE a8idlen Ag7t 2xdsee
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7188l A 33316 E. DEXPE 899 E A& iz 90 At o4iete] A}
ololt}y. Adaje] HIE AUAA L dARIE AFE A¢ AP BRI} FoE
T Qlthe d&o| /Fe3RR o] Mg 7RI

Rk oz Hola Htd wfH] A& 2le] FAA e o] dEARHe
A Be s BAZe R foldtn Rl Aygo] g vhA HEAR]
oL mdxiAe A9seo] ¥ Holqith Ert Faste dEAIR T ¥ EA]
A Alolo] B zlol7} 1S-& FAY F Ak A4 (E 5ol EAAFE
A% AR FF 7HdoIAN F43Re ule} 2ol dibiE Aol v ddlalkte] A
$7F 05} ZA k2] gon, EX logit WA ME &5l 10% 5T &

(E 5 dizAXIYn glzAX|Y 28271 vl (Equaton-by-Equation)

Large MA(N=301) Non-MA (N=216)

Proposal Equation| Voting equation |Proposal Equation| Voting equation
Constant -10. 845" (10. 92) 1.584(0.65) | -4.837**(1.70) -4, 455(0. 97)
log (INCOME) 1.228* (12.75) -0. 061 (0. 26) 0.695" (2. 49) -0.342(0.77)
log (TAXPRICE) || -0.319*(12.00) -0.080(1. 02) -0. 176* (5. 33) -0.153(1.41)
FAIDN 0,732* (5. 16) 0. 564 (1. 51) 0. 686" (2. 26) 0.272(0. 86)
TEACHER 0.577(1.39) 2.645* (2. 69) -0.674(1. 22) 2.8347(2.20)
PRIVATE -0, 258(1. 13) -3.332"(5.59) | -0.923"*(1.81) -0. 760(0. 69)
CoL -1. 182" (4. 25) 0.994** (1. 66) 0. 483 (0. %) 2.572"*(1.90)
NONWH -0. 003 (0. 03) -0. 107 (0. 35) 0.720(2.16) -0.067(0.11)
OLD 0. 283(1. 02) 0.872(1.11) 0. 219(0. 55) 0.342(0.28)
POV 1.536* (3. 12) -3.251% (2. 18) 0. 491 (0. 82) 0.021(0.02)
OWN -0. 264" (1.67) 0. 403 (1. 25) 0.036(0.19) 0.698(1. 14)
log (STUDENT) -0. 039" (2. 92) -0.077* (2. 08) -0, 114* (3. 32) -0. 111 (1. 50)
log (REV) 0.051*(0.62) | -0.730**(1.79) 0.277(0.69) -0. 136 (0. 34)
DEXP -0.431(1.13) -0.153(0. 52)
TURNOUT -6.028" (4. 22) -3. 789" (2.93)
TURNOUT? 9. 256 (2. 34) 0.436(0. 15)

R 0.793 0. 367 0. 395 0.368

7 23 Qe egtel AuAY.
* i 5%oM e, ** 10%M fel
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otk ¥ BlEAIA|Ge] 74 vAddiikte] AFRREE & M RRE o)
Y 4 Ak

Y FIML BAoME (E 6)olla] o] tiEAIAE] A9 50| Oolghs
& 7174 & gt v, H2AIAFe Apolle BAIRCE Rt 5=
et =44 g9 7ME AAska gl

A ¥ RAR o] HEAFERE] 59% o8t & nElE o 53
A I /M-S R Wolsolrle ol drlel tishA Sk Go] oAk
50% SEZ FRAIIIEDE o 2 SEER 9% v (margin) & F3 59
AZ1E ke 7HEE AfERL 23 EX83 ALE ikl diside ohge

(& 6) TAIX|D} BITAIRI 8|R(FIML)

Large MA (N=301) Non-MA (N=216)
Monopoly Model | Competitive Model | Monopoly Model |Competitive Model
70 -10.838* (13.59) | -10.785*(13.93) | -4.797**(1.79) -4.583* (1. 46)
log INCOME) | 1.226%(16.37) 1.223* (16. 81) 0.691*(2.57) 0.670* (2. 13)
log (TAXPRICE)| -0.322*(13.28) -0.319013.28) | -0.176*(3.02) -0, 162* (2. 35)
FAIDN 0.746 (1. 84) 0. 724* (6. 62) 0. 684* (5. 51) 0. 613* (4. 20)
TEACHER 0.621** (1. 84) 0.374**(1.75) -0. 6810, 74) -0.702 (0. 68)
PRIVATE -0. 370(1. 60) -0. 351 (1. 50) ~0. 931 (1. 26) -0. 642 (0. 75)
COL ~1.138* (5. 66) -1.162* (5.99) 0. 489(0. 58) 0. 501 (0. 50)
NONWH 0. 003 (0. 03) -0, 005 (0. 05) 0.723* (2. 08) 0.626(1.39)
OLD 0.298(0.97) 0.313(1, 04) 0.220(0. 35) 0.096(0. 13)
POV 1. 446* (3. 52) 1. 464* (3.56) 0.484(0.75) 0. 488 (0. 65)
OWN -0. 262" (3. 41) -0, 257* (3. 35) 0.038(0. 11) 0. 033 (0. 08)
LSTU -0. 035* (3. 15) -0.039* (3. 47) -0. 114* (2. 98) -0.108* (2. 32)
71 -0. 065 (1. 10) () -0. 277 (3. 40) ©
71 © 0.175(0. 80) (o) 0. 1610, 43)
712 (0 0.132*(0.13) ) 0.240* (1. 38)
713 0) (-0.132) )] (0. 240)
likelihood -910. 22 -864. 68 -636. 21 -607. 89

F1 2F R t-ghe] AL
* 1 5%0A fel **: 10%elM fel
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A7 43E Reloh

H(Erj, Epj) =

/9[- v"+E"—(1—-DE;—

OE, 1=k

é

o7 kE EF marging

(FE 7L ols} o] ‘s Y o]gn

o tial & (27 &

2otA ¥& Frold, FH8E e ADE

é
epdd,

FIML ¥jo2 F33 Agolt), $+3EH [
53R logitd] FA o X3

& 7 HITAXIYe $HEH 28
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(27)

B @ 5 e 7MiM B ZAIR Y
g ApE
73$-0]

al

Modified Monopoly Model 1 Modified Monopoly Model 11

7o -4, 744** (1. 74) -0.812(0. 39)
log (INCOME) 0.675* (2.52) 0.501* (2. 86)
log (TAXPRICE) -0.175* (2. 93) -0, 127*(2.07)
FAIDN 0.679* (5. 38) 0.200(1. 15)
TEACHER -0. 691 (0. 75) 0.735(1.03)
PRIVATE 0.924 (1. 23) -2.933* (6. 05)
COL 0.494(0. 58) 1. 244* (2. 54)
NONWH 0.719* (2. 04) -0. 198(0. 84)
OLD 0.210(0. 34) 0. 626 (1. 05)
POV 0.478(0.73) -0, 1760. 22)
OWN 0.041 (0. 11) 0.610*(2.51)
LSTU -0, 114*(2.93) -0. 080* (2. 81)
log (REV) 0. 557* (3. 06) -0.634** (1. 87)
k 0.199* (5. 64) 0.583* (8. 15)
TURNOUT -2.433*(7.01)

Income Elasticity
Price Elasiticity
Estimated yes Vote

0.85 0.87
0.22 0.22
54.9 56. 3

%‘-' B3 e t- %M HehA 9.

D 5%AA fel, *

D 10%A f4.
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o 3 23 Fr|2E ARe] EEn. /MM 23 E HlEAIR g &
S5€E/0] 0.85 £ 0.872 E 29 =AY 25634 0.862 A2 4AF
the Aoldh. A P98 nels ¥ 3¢ &&ﬂc LEHR SN &5
g34e -r@z} A A8 X FHAE L& F UFE BAFE Aok

oldel 4 A3t T wetA ot dntd ARE E°l7lr‘:- A E’\l
A9 A BEH TH7HE Fol 45| e W, HEAIR G Ao &F
¥ S37He] o 4582 71 &2 B AT 53] 2AAYT HEA|
Aq3o] mgrae) A5RHAY] A tEA 4L FE UL FEE U Z
B2 EARGY L58HP0] E o1f7t TieboutHlo g & ohjeke MA
o BAAE d#gE et

V. 4E

A F7HA vl &) ArE B3l n&dLHEE A oNA Tiebouts] 7Hdo]
HEAY A9 e AUeAE duEstth 2 2% 2882 E HEd] Slo] =A|
A} U ZAR ol BB Apol7t EAEHH, ol @ ol n.-%f‘it'l* Gl
Ao FF TS AoldlM 710¥ 7hs4ol o€ AT 4 AU FHUE0]
AEE ghrol B AEA A{EA o15E F Atke AL asAux FF
A9 533 PAE AE 7 e P HojFEvke ot

oby 2yt X e ATAAIGA7F L& M| FFol g A4S B
st SR R gege HA Aede e Ud oz AdEnh m&o
oM ABPRY 2 vt ARG 2§ FAE dY N A
OMPAIR, w&o] AYIFAMEE 5 threl E (Fe 712X GA) & X
HEAIR e ASolle FUEC] Gshe $59 28] xEo] o] F01A 7Hsgo]
ETHE olfollM I a4 Axd 71 Aoz Btk E& AN H 2
o] FFTA BAo] o] FoljA xZo] FHHA R HI=AAG e 5
3 AAA zeirt oy Aelvh E3 Tiebout 7Hd-& FH Al g 0w}t =9
= EE JA d2E 2 d4sior & Aolnt. o] =#9 HY meti e op AT
Z2FERE oM FBAYY FAle F7HHLER % S8 A ofdo]
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g ol itk wHAE| 20 lo] EA] - HI=AIM THAY Ae dogk
F¢ B9l diigdol sejo & Aol

¢ o] =RdME n{HAEE wEMHE FE dishe ¥R Ao 84F
goul, ol M Bt Ak He 4F5H FEV 48 Aotk wy] A&
ol M&e] AL Y 7 JEX N HES} wsAH| 20 FE oA o5 ©
T8 gole =83 3 £2 288 3T &MHl2 FEAe] 89 €
h-g3he anlAte] 9o g d7e AFHeR 879 Aotk

3 279 =oofA B =afube AMIL m&AH|2e] FF S U
ZAGA olai7} ok FE3A Rdtvhe Motk ¥ @AM m&e FESHA
@t 458 3lE ol&d o U 43H FEe AY fittx = #do] opY
ot FFER @ ol & HIReE FFF 589 FEAE0] AFA o] FA]
Ao gk £40] gkog T o]Foxo} st £
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