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II. 75 22304 o] it
1. AR —H) AR

(1) HER: ABEHE (non -excludibility )

TEAE SAALE FLR AL AL
AVl olE 238 A LA @dE e
Azt Au] 2P0 4wz HE wiAlslE Ao
E7hs @ (FL dicks Eagh) g ou)qo)
22jste] Al B4 S 7HAl A S e A
AH71dd el BE3E Aol Erl5didE AL
Fdsick. Atsl 8 FAFs Erks(EE
=3 Ta)ste] v 8L 34 5 7] W T
olct. whebA] o] 2 gt A B utd FFol W3l
o, A4 2AE Aoz AN FFE S
gtell gl Aofrt

g, WAl bEAe ZlEHe] 2AAE
&gt A= A L5l A3 Y e e
A FA71Ee] v o8 MiAS g =24
ol vtaid +x AL Ho|7] dFoich oF
£9, 229 ¢ Ao 77 (sensor)E
AAAA AEate] B EA, AT Hu Ay

1) Musgrave + ‘Z ® £ 7 (public wants)' & ‘A}3]= &7
(social wants)'s} ‘7}x} & (merit wants)'& ¥,
A4S SR Hol WAl sAelatn Fasla
9l c}(Musgrave, The Theory of Public Finance, pp.
8~9). 27} Bt AslH &7t 719 FFA
& 3l= Rojch

2)'FsA'ete gule 5 Aulx & FelEl A3
ol 28] ‘4w 27} vk 4 Z dhs] o Qlek whebA) A st Al
teded A3 ) e 2'ebe FEE ALE3lE ol W
st ak o] st N & sl dhaly] Qe whad] A (3}
2t 85t

B Al 2elol o3 77 AAF ] EHEE
F-aete S A4 & Aok 22y %o
dAHE AY(E), T A W A e
T2 A48 AL Nz EAA Aot

(2) FE#HA4E (non-rivalness)

FEZAE SRAASE 2shie TR AL
‘ol glolA WEFA0] EAEA @Ecte
Holch F, ol Abgtel ulol o8 g ALY
o vz} 293 74 GEce Holdh
chA] DA, o] RAHE F7HA17)7] A W
A3 4 A 8] &o| zeroo] e},

weta 22 g Aol QoidE APS e
sul (Ao £ o] 1 2 ol FaAE) AHalo]
@2 Aol7} glo] =5 FYste =, Aal g
£¥ S G, B3 493 G} o,

Gi=G(i=l, ---, n) (H1)

2= BAY & YD
ol ol e 8 ALHIRH <] ol AL is] £v]
% Ci, 333 Ce} @b,

SC (=C(i=1, ---, n) (42)

i=1

o A2 FAR LY

3) A%, By A4 20 Ee] AL o) BAG RE
AEAA U Hul s FF55) AEel olme
(ADel 3 Y-t ool o), 22 5o F¢
ol AHelel Aol sla) g ol BehA FE 54
(‘free disposable’s] 7+ 4))e] 171 W Zol, Gist Ge|
A

Gi=G (i=1, ---, n)
2 £449%,

4) stel 7ol A8} 7be] free disposable-&
A A2,

NETECE

2Ci=sC (i=l, ---,n)
& 3AHeh



2w N-Eo FFA AN v AgAHL
A sAl AR &R gect. b T s
it (Pure Public Goods) & Al A 2.+ A & &4
371 AEche Aol olAy WA LS4
WA AL FAlO 2R ot FRME IR
(Impure Public Goods) - #23ti (Quasi-
Public Goods), %=+ #1523t # (Local Public
Goods) e} #-&r} ol & Eof, =29 7S5
B ZAgak g7t Fo1Ed g MFol WAy
ahed siQle) qFdlE ‘EERAYAE FaF
o}, o] 7 %ol FEYRF A 22 vietA
EA 5= gAuk AP wAFAE A
geth F, ol AMale Avjge] o Aale
v ol 28] & et Aol B
B (congestion)’o] A ghe}, wpab7bA] 2 A -
Fo A3 Aol A o] 2 g HAbo] A
gois A 4 F UL, A, A, AP AA
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Hlzoll S5 ATt Ay BEE Pl
He oA BERRC HA¥GL DY 4 Q)
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ol dollA ZlEUd HEE, A8l FA e
Helol 221l Aol M A =A3hd [27
13 2eh® sipeaiep oF Msfev & 22
(A1) (M2)ell A n=29 A$24 HAo
ol & v et BEH R ) B3 FF
A Ml M2 £uje BAlE 289
Bed FE9 ddeoz 5" FAo o)
FEA S 3l

T AHE), S 2 A g v
A olae F7hA A F4lol g g,
PR IERE o MR 2hE A2 ol d R e
2 o] FHA A4AE AT YE AYeta
T+ Ut = BERR LAE T34
Soll 4| A&t vio} 7o) Al 50 xlut v] 7
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5) o] 1§}, Atkinson and Stiglitz, Lectures on Public
Economics, p. 4859 =3l °kzte) 44 & 714 Aol
o}
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A& ddshl A gk w93t
g WA YA o X uk F B A2 A
s 7 polet,

2. M5 AFERS| KR

A} Al g vio} o) F4-3F o] o] FTFA
£ AA dAoME Ao EAEA Yerh 2
f2€ oA #4ERE(joint consumption)
Qg HEA oz ubsl A3t EA g
AAE ek F, 28 AlelEol Y
& ool FFAME 4vldrlE sAG FEFAR

Aol aulAe] 47} FAHES

d

of o2l g BATe) Al & ofwl g A 3o} ¥4
o 2wt 723%4 (only partial rivalness)-g& Z+x
ks AL oulsich = o w3l FFAA = 4l
o] vl % (A}89 9% the intensity of use of
the services of a public goods) 7} 4] #}el| o2}
gazche AAE AHE F A

upebA SRS SR ) 2 A 02 sHAlE
o] A AE AtFFA Ug o] 2 ¥4
< 58 FEY & Acke Fol veA o
ot A=A 2] H A FFoll B3 o] &L oA
B AR Bl Ze AIFE IHII
AR BAofA EAeE AE 4 e
ke AL 7R de Heldh o F F
o FAHer 4s ¥l o 2

A A7 7L FEANY FFol AdElE ol fr 2
A B4 A A = AL ML o2
A FoislE of2izixle Aot oAFE 4,
Samuelson® & 4 v]eo] HM#ES 23,
Musgrave” s} Musgrave & Musgrave® £ u]of|
AotAdel wiATAD AL TN AL

ohi= ol H(RMBRR). 1813}

%0 ] 44l o (market failure) ¢} {218 3=
et 22, ol 2 FEAq $49uE
Zze doeze £33 FoY AL
MR JeRE ol Qloi A o] olot 2L Al FAo
Zrhel A BB ER (S 3] LulA) 9] BFol 5+
o] ezl EAgctE Aol

Al 2E AAMFA QA E & Aol
AAARE A AAAAE ek Fe 49
‘&7 #8% A (Homo Economicus)’ & 714 %
o} Alz A Eele] u| A A gte] 1 B2 Aa
Ae AAE FFAY EHol AL o= 2o
2 g4ElE Aol F3AY At Eeln,
FARARA £ Holch o™ HujalA
Samuelsono 2 48| A|z® FFA9 4L
ALESRE 2] B4 A Stolztn ¥ 4 9
i, wak A BEQL TS 4 Hr (pseudo market
analysis)’ olgti ¥-2 A o] 7} 3t}

6) Samuelson& olellst T wAE M FZAEE

AAYet

(1) “The Pure Theory of Public Expenditure”, Review
of Economics and Statistics, 36(3), Nov., 1954, pp.
387—-389.

(2) “Diagramatic Exposition of a Theory of Public
Expenditures”, Review of Econonomics and Stat-
istics, 37(4), Nov., 1955, pp.350—356.

(3) “Aspects of Public Expenditure Theories”, Review
of Economics and Statistics, 40(4), Nov,, 1958, pp.
332-338.

7)(1) R.A Musgrave, The Theory of Public Finance
(N.Y.:McGraw - Hill), 1959.

(2) R.A Musgrave, “Provision for Social Goods”, in
JMargolis and H.Guitton(eds.), Public Economics
(N.Y.:St. Martin’s Press), 1969, pp.124—144.

8) R.A Musgrave & P.BMusgrave, Public Finance in

Theory and Practice(N.Y.:McGraw-Hill), 3rded.,

1980.



7 FA L A AYe A o2 YF{chn A s
o, FF3AY AE, olol Y 2220 ASE
A 3 A 8ke & §< (incentive) o] &) &
q27t A& 4 st F, Il e v 1
< Y93z Hgukg godtaA st 49
“3-9) % *H(free rider)’ 9] F A7} LA 3= Aol
o} FF3 At AR 7| ok /A E A A7
£ AA A< 82lo] up 2 o] free ridere] FA o]
o} wbd 2k, 7 Sl AAg A FF
Ao 2 FAE AAdE & AR JT
(price mechanism)ell = 34 E& #3% 59
o] glck& AHeldh

o} A7} Z+& ‘Samuelsonian Pessimism( A}
A v@Fel)yE etz flsA 22k o3
YAE] BEA FAol AL, 2 o] &
A ke A Yol 59 37 ¥ +
At

AA, AA71+2 JE=E 7 A4 mecha-
nism £] Yol o]v| free-rider FA) )
AL Erl5dctn B, e 2 WYl
¢l o %4 mechanism& wetsle =3 &
2718k, FFA FFol WA TAL AL
E 371+ (Voting System)E FA oz 3+
7 24 mechanismeol| ¢] &3} ¥ 3fo|c}?

A, olu] A1 A7 Foll 3 FAA AAuka
€ 2715, At FAA A A FGTe) EA4
¥ Az 7AAAYEH approacho] & 7
7N ¢l 9] incentive 2] =5 %8 free-rider T4

9) o Wel £t dBAAZ ol AR $4
9 =i F=%7) vk
G.H Kramer, “Theories of Political Processes”, in M.D.
Intriligator (ed.), Frontiers of Quantitative Economics,
Vol. B (Amsterdam :North-Holland ), 1979.
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£ #A32A gt Ygo|h @

AR, FA ) AS MR ol A A 2
oA, 2 HH FF2AE Tike Wid
£33 free-rider% 4 A< Avlzls 2o
3l A o]t Tiebout-5 T A2 sl& M A3t
5", = Buchanane] 473 ¢l o] &4l ‘Club
A9 o] o] wi2 o] Wpakg M A 2 ATFE
8% Aol

E2E olFolA A P3-g A FFA
o] &-¢ AAstA s+l Tiebout Model
Buchanan$| X W3F A o] o] & FAL 2+
olf& v 2

A A, Samuelson 2] of &o] A FE Heol 44
MpE AR ol 3L, o) & AL Hale] ] 2
Hele] shF =& A sto| e}, o]ol o3 Tiebout
7 Buchanan 9] o] &% Modeloll 5-# 3+ %%
A, 2 dde] SFHHst Ald Aoz fAE
ZhA A shol 2, MRSHELAYRE oF MKEA IR et
B oIkl Ao Ftell H X st Ak

10) 44 *§1%3 4 (incentive compatibility)'& Eef 4
o] &0 o] H}gfo)l 7} 23 Aol £3tet. oo A&
3o =EE H237 v
(1) J.R.Green, J.J.Laffont(eds.), Incentives in Public

Decision-Making ( Amsterdam :North-Holland ),
1979.

(2) J.J. Laffont(ed.), Aggregation and Revelation
of Preferences( Amsterdam:North-Holland),
1979.

(3) JMcmillan, “The Free-Rider Problem: A Survey”,
Economic Record, 55(149), June, 1979, pp.685-
702.

11) CM.Tiebout, “A Pure Theory of Local Expenditu-
res”, Journal of Political Economy, 64(5), Oct., 1956,
pp.416—424.

12) JM.Buchanan, “An Economic Theory of Clubs”,
Economica, 32(125), Feb., 1965, pp.1-14.
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zAel EAE 72 ot Ao EX)
e FE A 2 A MR o] 8 S 9y EAl

ok Aol A3k A4S i
o, AR 2 A A YEFAHE FHN YR
e A & 997t ol

A, AYFFAE BN 2 3t A S
ol & MMMl o= A =
2918 w2 dlo} sl 2 A M FA 7} 27k
AF2 9 o] Folet st FHl A, A WFF
Aol 3t AZE 2UAH 02 HAY 7p54 ol
Atk Aolch. F, ‘ol o] g 5 & (voting with
one’s feet)’ol] o 8} o] &2 o 2 &= A A7
(pseudo market mechanism) 2| z-8-8 A& %
T UA "o,

A, ol M & A 272t A+{t mechanism
ol 2tFgct A4S AR FHAA
Bl A A AN ojul g HHE AA sl of
& A7k FdA o A Ao BA £ ol
slof =7k 44 ANA AT 2| (fiscal feder-
alism) € o{¥gA 3714 5 Y7} o< &4
A 7 system A uboll 3k A 7} Bt A FHA
F7b5] &= Aot

0. %7 2360 o) RhARME M
1. M dtRtol Bl M

(1) Samuelsons] 2L E#HY

Al g de3halr] 9, T3 2 RAR 7}

2t 13573 Aok A ek [232) Ak

13) %ol 73 6) A=

34 APBx o€l g A4tr-554(pro-
duction possibility frontier) & vebfi e}, 213 9]
A 255 MBS A Atel Foqgcid OA
nhF o) M & ALY 4 QA FFA P4
9] Frloll o2l FERF O] YAt Fadel
o] FAY AAY 7erlE FEFAY A4S
A H o 2 15h9] FoHAI Aol o=t L 8 3 #AEY
Aol slA%E ebdch ol ‘LA E(
margmal rate of transformation:MRT)’ )z}
o}, FAUYEE ROHME Az FH
ZEA 2 gAv gz HHY 4 Ut A
FEL F3AY F7toll det FAYHF, FA
APBe 43¥ #8 M)x 7H3 et

ZTEAe magttol B AFEY AEe
FAHFTA o8] FAH} FaEFAY
HA Y 71E7 e FFAY £ E 148 F7HA
7171 98 B¢ #F4E + Yok HrisE
2 F& ZAU o)A E ‘TAHAE
(marginal rate of substition:MRS)e]2} &+}.
A A &2 R E ez ZHL F3A
gAELol A 4 ot @A EL
FEA Y Frtol whe} LR (F, FAEFA
< 9AE 8 M) AP R

@ o] AslE 2919 ez FAEHC
ks sha, sHQlle) E4-8 [”2]e] At
FaE AU, o2 A S vFo2 A
Aok ek 2 F FFAY PAksko] OGepi
3 o] RAYRY o] A ALRE JAtEF AR
e PGE o}, 23ldl sfqlle] & &o] U]t
€ AL 17 QGHHEY MM E vl gk
AL oo|gcth v AQl2rt £6% 5 U=
FLEGRL o) 2 PQ7F et o] A& [2®2] 8wt
ol 4 Rz ZA"g (A7l PQ=RG).
Ze oz FFAY AfFFol g3k
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Mol2e] £u)7bs g 2AEE [272]9] st
o] #4151 T4 CRD7} f=& 7Zolct o] FA
Aol A 2] Nal2el E4E FHEe H2 o
ZA3 Mai2e FadFAe] Fske AA S
ol ejc}

74 &AW &S MRT, Agll, 29 &4
A &8 772 MRS, MRS, 2 39, #5712 9
4o gre A4 CRDe A9 7E7E
7158t H o2 MRT-MRS,0] §t}, 222 A
SeljA o] AA 9 71&7]+& MRS,olct. wabA,

MRS,+MRS,=MRT (43)

2 Ao] FERT o714 YA L BA
el g, AARMBEL AA$E A2 Qs

g elzte A A7 Bk, (A3)2 d&3
ZA2(A4) 5 Kot Akt Aeojrt
>MB=MC" (A4)
(&}, MB+ @A 3o, MCx A0 %)

2d A F7A] AN L ALY 2§
€ 9ASA ET AHRA2Y E8E I 3}sE
7 o] 21}, o] 2 - Pareto Optimality Z 71 ol] t}-&
ohc) 22 AHQlle B84 TS ohddl jte
2 AA s F9ko =2 Pareto Optimality 2 72-&
FFA7 € A e 743 g

Aelle o2 A& 4F o ol Pareto

14) ololl #{ +¥A Aele Pdr)2 ot
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[-2%3] Pareto Optimatity 28 3 1o] ¥4 %4

m
A
2 (A
g]
e
A R e D
HEHsTA B
(Pareto 2432} A %)
C
0 BA L%

Optimality 221¢ W&A)17] & 7A3l29) A g4
T plotdtd [2813]9) ABCs} 2 4§
doill & Qlrh o] FAL ‘& & rH5F A (utility
possibility frontier)’ ol e} ¥a} ¢ A} (2l
EE7bsTAe ajollAl g 2Ho] YA 8
g4 M sigtn @ £ Qo). o] FAAY
A& =5 Pareto Optimality 2A4-¢ wtEst3n
ek ol FANA ‘A 2 LA § H'g A3
7l AWM= ANlle &8 U'st Aql2e] &4
U?e] g2 49 ‘A8 3 A4 (social
welfare function)’ W=W (U*, U?)& = 3} 8} 4
Aok gich [2)3]ell M &, olei g} o],
W=U+4+U* " (A5,
ol ¥ A4F el Y o] A%

15) o|a3q "7 723 Ye ANH ZAg4E
‘Bentham® A13 3 ¥4 34 (Benthamite Social
Welfare Funtion)’'s} 3=} (A.B.Atkinson and JR.
Stiglits, Lectuzes on Public Economics, McGraw - Hill,
1980, p.350).

A2 s g A(F3A N FF)
< Br} "

(2) 22388 BRE Mechanism

o448 ool HE Y AR E AL S
of ¥ AHY FLEF AT Yode HE
AAZ et 2ely A Aol R} ol N Y
A ARE 23 AL Foio) gday
BAEKE Y37 Al E ol P&
Azt AEe] A3 E ZA o} ot

olw] FAI7} Sl AL Al#Eo] FFA
Y AL E A 2@t nal ¥ S+
$iche Abdelwt Fe8tE vlo} o), Il
Azl vzl v g& FdaA S H¢
At gl Al e 2 s A5 E Y shA 358
% ool EAAch 2z o)AF FAlst
FEAY HAQAFE A £dHa
Aozt S Helet. o) stoll & ¢4 AR Fo)
AXE AN 2gse ¥ FEFAY
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gt

7}. Lindahl s

(#}) Lindahl Z¥ ¢} A4

22 Aol BEHolA A HAE
AT olo] B £uFE EFAR 4 e
2374 ¢ 2¥ 4 ek o]+ ERLindahl
o o AR PRo2A oD HAE B
A¥9 7446 § Lindahle] #% =& Lindshl
FYole $ETH

Lindahl W) 24 334 Aol 27
dE g $Uee Yo 2EMS £98
7} AelelA EFAAM, ol AEo] RolAuir
A 24343 E A4ske Roloh &, 2 Aale
At AR 2REE BohEAA TFA
s9%e 44U BE Jslz 430 ¥ E
o zgolmz BEAL +27 % Aete
YAPoHE LF S Aok ol A $HEE
g2l ZRAAA AEA AR5 Aok 2
o RE AR £935 AN A7 ol
@ AAe HABolaA = shtel FYAE
A Hee] 230 vz Lindahl#gel el
.

Lindahl# %4 5] 388 542 ol 3lel 334
o HARAEAE 320 Relth FF
e} A 4bu] &4 C(G), A i(i=1, ---, n)¢l
dolg B(G)2 stn Aq is FREE T,

16) Lindahl ##ei 2& =4 ¢ 4= -2, MilleronJ, *
Theory of Value with Public Goods: A Survey Art-
icle”, Journal of Economic Theory, Dec. 1972-§ A&,

MY HAGIME] R34 S 0 113

(ET=1)3 84, Ad ie TH FoiA Ao
2 WA LA,

NB,(G)=B(G)—T:C(G)

& Foistete G# AWEA Sed & Hd
=728,

B,/ (G)=7TC ' (G) (A16)

olt}, 2#d Lindahl #¥ A& G &
AooA Fddlnz ¥ ZE AEES
P Ao g s,

3B/ (G)=C'(G) (A7)

s} doj Atk ol & FFA S| A Abol B HA=
Az Bk,

(\}) Lindahl &8¢ £A44

Lindahl #4& A4 A4=4& $&A7%4+
HolA olEH oy GUsctE H/HE ¢
Act = FHPAL Bdgo] FFAA Y
Azl oEBmg ‘o)zt olzte Bl
AE ¥& %rHE $§ 4 gleh 22 Lindahl
FYe 23 2L AollM £AAHE 23 g7
= 3fch

A2, v) §EdEol 7 Aol e} 2o
2 o7lo 712% v BA5E AA AU
, ool wE AFAF Fo] it FiatA
€ Ao

17) & 24§ o4 dAA G, e Advig
GE 4 AAY WS E gd AT RALG AR
B¢ FolM IEE o groupe 2 ERART FY
groupell & UL $&€ A83de Y&
2y 4= Y& Aoldh et 2¥A Hd AR
dujofid g HHEAL ot
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EAZ, TYvELLEo] FFA @
A3 ZE(ABE)0 o EF}EE £ 50| Fe
Atgts Estgeo] wA =& FA7 SR
ALEx7 2o 4§ AEE 7FA FZAZA
= BFHA Sl g+ ded olE A
Lindahl# 3 & £ 52w &9 FAlHg*
'S 2k H

(¢}) Lindahl # 9% 7} Free-Rider - A
A Al ule} o] FEA S FFARN
B Aol TAIE AgEe] Aol WY
A% % #9357 ke Aolch, o & Lindahl
FHe B Aodusl, $4 (46)9 T3
Gt BE Aol 258 27lolnz 743
W8 T, gAHe B (G)el vlalgeh. ahe
A BB g BABIE A4 AR
Assch A EgeA S 4FHoz A%
B

2w 29 (0)E 2 R 4 HEA
fe)aiche ol vl ohuleh, sffalal ool wel
33 FHANGo| ZAsA 5] wlEol
o ol 47 2 lo] o] 71 H el g ol gt #hel
PR EDBERE TEERES -t B
Mafeb ol 2 sbH ok whel, BhE Yoz
£ AR £gae e £50 3EAE FEY
2 4 gl 2ol oprl @,

aelu} Absle] FHKe) hael A% FFA

o 24 3 7hzohe MRS o) 7 4o] B &

18) FEAe v gEdol B Ao 2 E o2 ¥H
274 o] 12 o] H|3bsto] gheh shbt g 413 (benefit
principle)’ 2 2 A 4ol wa} Hb-§ Weke ez,
E 3 ‘2594 (ability-to-pay principle)’ ©. 2 A
A g5 ol met £5+¢ Acke Aelwh Lindahl &3
£ olF Aze] WA 7|25 Utk

2 Z%g3A He) A5 HrFo] urt
At ol E4o) A Aolch afrkstwd FFA 9
AAFEL e e Ang FAHA
AAI}ER ojr Aol FAFel AL EY g
= A Al AANE A Jagg nlA=A
Z3t7) wigolct.

& ZE AREo] o|FA Azetn J5a
o Abgle] T4 4] ob-2] HotE FFAlS
AARE A ek I A 2 E A
Tol BAAYLE zeroztn I3 FFAE
A A A &g Holeh by A sl
W82 wkel o ARbEe] A sA A9
AZE 39 8ce AL AA2 dobd, AzlE
Ergo] felaet' e A g Aul g

wets] Abslel 4ol Bl ¢ B8
Atghgel A 3A A S FHE Aoz Iy
st ApAle] AEE A F9 e AAPGEol
A71A 2 Holch, FFA7 7bA FF4vE
AAZRE, oA AYEE ok AFEF R
7HA 2 55t WL & A, RAW
< W3tA "o 22]%e Lindahl #3&
free-rider & ¥ &g rhe Hol A LA 2] FA)
e 7HA 3 gl

v} WEAEARE

FEA NG AREDS FEH WEL
2 Au4Folch B4 o g ez

19} o|21@ Smlal e fal o] ExlEA v A ¢S
‘Nash#¥zo] 2tFHchatn o 28z g
Fdoz AYA Fr A4l BEH ey s
¥t whebA Lindahl #4-¢ Nash #3248 w154
717 Zdehe onelA B Al AL WLEn
Ak & 4 9l
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GAUAE) S ARk A o 5 AA
FEA Aol L75 & BAS(EL R
B she] @8 §8) 3 vl m @k 28 2 AR
$AE 45ohd TIAY A4S BN,
abefol s A7 eh o]l @t A ol 2 A
qarel 270 GHY 4 Uk

4£gzgHR0] Ao A5 HEHLIHE
A Y 4 g s ol 24 BAL B 2ulA
So] e AB(Lu4F)St olo) o
29318 olwA BaIAA Aelske) EAlol o
ol2 3 FAE Fv] FAHeR A3 B3 2
A ee Tase e 2ok

ZEAE CHE TS AT B 8E
C(G)eh s Aal i} B e 22 Dol g
B, (i=1, ---, n), &= Al io] F7& Alf&
Tie} aob.

Baaezd $4 44T 4 YE AL
99 Helol 9o $oe Adche Aol

Z
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e

20) o]#| & mechanismg A Ao +F2FAAAE
A Al Aolch A=A e 7ol A2te] 7HA o]
AA ST 7 AL 2 AAAFEAA Y At +8.3
B 3EHE YAl Aok 2z +9el Fiol FF
o) 2ok Al sk FHA L et s, ddlad A%
ol 7HA o] dttaict. 22l3led 459 FHAAAE
ARG AR AR A Eol 53 Hz
ubepa] 2 Ao 27do) hEE e, o) s} ol AHA
8 A fole A (RALA)E X F2 FH e
Aol vl 3, ZFA e 2P A A€ & FEF @A
Mg IH3A et o T HARAL HA2AH
S E Yzl disl o] A& AABAA A 33}

£ Aol

M5 E iG] AfkAvla HEE EHE 115

284 o] 7AfolEe B (G)—C(G) qtZe
Jodzt WAy sl7] wl-Foll o] A& Fulsok &
ot o714 Ael iol] N dAd FlELS 4
(di=1)e} 3t £A 4L,

Ti=B (G)—d&[Z B (G)-C(G)] (~48)

7} "t

o] ubAl-& ool ubet HAlF et Aol A
Ao Ao Ligchy & 4 Utk = AHF
9] 27} g4 dA gt Holl AA o] Ut
Alct7t dol g Aol Bt AL ASE
AAEA FGA7] = Fdozs 2&A 3t

e} o] WAloll e Ao HaFwel f2
A HE FAA] AAF St AAE
A3l e FARo] vk Wl FFA] THF
T Arle Az 3gdae A FH3HA
AR 4 ez B (G)F RA 343kt
F Aol wolxl £ AL 4 3}slct. ohA] ZE}
o, AAR A& FH L NashF @ 2A L wtF4
712 £34A s Helch

ol g FAAE S8 A& AAd
mechanism 2. 24 &3 g o] Y™
A7) e Aelis) Fetalg elelo]l FHF A S
o o] &A st Zolth F A e AFF Ti

d

!

=
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21) ©]12) %} mechanism-& Dreze$} Poussinel] &} 8] < -5
sl t} : Dreze, J.H. and Poussin, D.V,, “A Tatonnement
Process for Public goods”, Review of Economic Stu-
dies, April 1971.

22) o] ¢} 22 mechanism-& Clarke 2} Grovesel] 2] 3] o7
2 ¢} : Clarke, E.H.,, “Multipart Pricing of Public
Goods”, Public Choice, 1971 ;Groves, T. and Loch, M,,
“Incentives and Public Inputs”, Journal of Public

Economics, Aug, 1975.
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Ty=C(G)— EB"(G)

2 gohe ol

o WAloll o A fofl& Alo] FAF AR
o ¥g B fone Y AL}
Al a&ae A Aoz Bedso YA€
et 22l oA F st ek FF
Aol FHFF I FFE 7] Wi HAA
A Y2 T8l JY& Tt 282 ol
ol A% A A4skd A4Y™ AL
Egol AlellA= #2 o Aol Het o]
A2 o33 e Add o3 R 4
At

FAA A 19 &5 Y2 3 AR
2HY(HES 4oz 34T Q) Us,

U=Y,—T+ B, (G)
=Y+ J‘;BJ(G) —C{G) (A110)

7} fek. chA e, Al is) 2 AR A

A8 ool wa} A ghele oot

ol Al Aol icjole] AgEL AUY AT E
EdQcta stn A9 o] [2g4]e
A1 Doof i8] BEXSE Hog x4 sfq
iE U4 AT E SAeue] YAM A o
A Dtol] o) 8 BAI M b g, oo} FY A
< Port 53 3348 FYAAFLGZ Fo]
A A et

2R ALt AL E A B 33
e FHR AL G2 Wl A Heh 28
aulAgdg At e 2y wEA
T Aetd Fadch g2y (A10
Yol Sia A<l is] Wl s i de}, o] 9} Fo)
Az g9 e A o714 578+
B )M Bots He|8iA Hch & 53 3
= HS HARA Jde A4 E Y £
Aek 22 3te] (A10)ez FHE & Sy
ol & AR AT Fgo| NashF# g =4S
&4 7 A e

[2¥4] v A2 3 9¢ UH3+ 4324 mechanism

DEEE - FRH

fREBAC (G)

D&l
S~ DA
Dott &AL 59
Ao ¢

)
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'
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2z s FFs] AFAE YU A LR
4+ A84I" 4 34 mechanism§ 2P 5
Aok 2@ ol AR W & & FHAM HA
A& 7HA S Yok 53 A Ao} F=H
F WA A R3] Ao A YHo|
tE&E x| Xgdcte EAAE HESA d
= e 7hE Al LY, A4 ALY Ha
Fgolete A $AdGE A€ AANY
4+ gkeb®

2. A AL BB it

(1) Tiebout EiMg

Tiebout Model¢ %A 4= £ Samuelson
Models} 7to] dlatA H4Istd 2d& ofy
g3 & 4 ek o) 2wlo] MM = 7HA
+ 49 i g3 2o

@ # 4l (consumer-voter) 9] o] §¢& W43
Af2da, Fale Ao A F A HF
Al7le Ao g o] F3tet

@ Ful& Ao ric} FEAE3 Rk HE
8] wpolof e GAHE AAlF AR AA
ool el H-¥T.

@ Fdol AFAE ANE ¢ dEe AR
£ olF W

@ 2478 d& ARz 444 g
. £& Fu& sh}iH(divided income)ol
o8| AAE F# e}

® 7 Aol FFHE FHFMv2E FE

23) (41090 9@ FeA sl = shuks] $AAL A8
FEREEEERERENE SRR RS
&l HAE e Rolse A€ A4 4 9
.

My HAENs] Al A EE 117

Aol EAM T2 AX-FAAE 2N A
%t

® 7 AAd FFE = FEMu2 AL
YA A A U, w2hA o S§ HA3E)
£ AFFEA 2 Ady HAFur Hed
.

@ A AF2o| 8o AAs FhE AF+E
FrHAIZl7] A ®En, HAFRo| A
Qo AR AFTE LA A =Y
gt

ol A3 Fe sAE A sid, F AHY
Fale AFA 9 Ad(o)F)ol2tE Pef 2 Ay
FEFA o G AL E A Ha, 2 AH
Ade] HAufEo] FARS F Lol AY
% 3’ mechanismo| A &7]¢9 f413 715 &
st A 5o free-rider £A47 T 852,
Sameelson # ¢l ‘2] A 7] ol 2§} &7} ddojz|
AN =& Holc} o] 7 o] Tiebout Model2] &=}
o]z},

Tiebouts] o] & & #A4-& F3 533l Aol
A ah, o] E4 0. 2 & offvh 3 F-4-o] Bt 29
T 7t E o] B oz 4% nEEE Rl
e ed e a3 FHolAul, HArME
Tiebouto| ¥ ok ol H g vj g AAHA&
43 o2 o] o]Fo] e BH 9 TAE
x| ¥ 81 A e

24) oAl AN E o ¥ EE B2

(1) JMBuchanan & C.J.Goetz, “Efficiency Limits
of Piacal Mohility: An Assessment of the Tiebout
Model", Journal of Public Econamics, 1(1), Agril,
1972, pp.25—43.

(2) EREH, “MHHEME OTLA L7 —7,
MERE R, K418 WM, 1975%F 107,
pp21-37
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3 |, Tiebout Modelo & =] 4} % 9] 8 %7
Toll "2 Al AFH Fel gk Aol
AL et ARH oz E o 4 U+ v
7ol 2 A §-7t A G HF 7 F-E 7HA & 7ol
up2} Fale]Feo| il kg WA Het &
olo} vl g HE o2 AYAFI HE FF

Ao oA AAAAFAA W& =F o
A= dote A A"e] Y™ HoulFFoH
AAASE 73R 3= 3 AN 33 A
ol AR L AAA £ YHHoz FF AA
e el S 8 cheAdolete doz 3
A& o} ddbH ot o] el gt 9]l E o] melo
Ae AAs nHsHT YA ¥ Aol

£ 9] 2 5 & Tiebout Big ol el & A%
oz HE3}nA e AEZFE s
AF41 Samuelsonian Pessimism 2] g}7ll 3 o 2 4]
Tiebout Modelo] % &3t o] ¥ & -5 <l Tiebout
Model-& # f 2t whéfs} &) A4S E2) Yo
A}, 22l b7} Tiebout Modele] o}A] 2L
ubA] & 712 Oates7} Tieboute] 714 -& 4 %3}
27 A =3 o] F AP

AggF Al g Azl waby FH9
ol 5o} vtetrti, 1 A3 o= Aol FFH
£ ARERAY £33 2A8DAe] FYol,
Fa] 2 Foll AFate Fr1 ofol g AAF o}

3]

25) ololl BelA & chgol £FE H2E] wh
J.Yinger, “Capitalization and the Median Voter”,
American Economic Review, 71(2), May, 1981, pp.
90—103.

26) W E.Qates, “The Effects of Property Taxes and
Local Public Spending on Property Vlues: An Emp-
erical Study of Tax Capitalization and the Tiebout
Hypothesis™, Journal of Political Economy, 77(6),
Nov. / Dec., 1969, pp.957—~971.

dA gt Aol Tiebouts] 71Adelgdc}. o &
A F37] 9l 8 Oatest 7 A1 o x| u}FF] 2
FEFEL I8 Ao 229 7pH (i T2
i) oll vk "ot wotel F, FFXE— =4
o] F¥ o] & =] ‘2}+-3}(capitalization)’ gk e}
AAstw Zoleh 2ejn Fale]l F3 A 7to}
o] A#BAF =43 Tiebout Model] e}
Ag At AFAHNE AA A wek
},

ol 9} 72 Qatese] o] &ol cHaA Al
vl o] A=t o] & £, Edels} Sclar”
', Hamilton®-& ¥ %] 7} AL-§-5] 32, A o] 43
AR el A7) Aozt AL} & dod
4 glckx whE& A8k A, Oates7t A8
A& Tiebout2] 7}A o] ol 23]8 = Qo
2 71 - Tiebout o] ‘ol 2] & £ 57} <A
3] A oA ¢ Qgol AFH Aol il
st ol 2 &k vl o] 2R -2 Oatesr} o] &
—>AZ A& w2 gy, ol AFEA
o] wiFof owd o) Ee] AAs Awrlol
B8 =le] A g A 7]alE = Zelqd
o ® ¢ Eppled} Zelenitz?®, Starret® el
Aol oJshd, =l 73, A 44 o3}
of wtel, ‘737t dojvhe 99 dojtA
% A7 28" 4 Atk o] E Aol s A
E dezxE AL w2t 2 Aeg AAHA

27) M.Edel & E.Sclar, “Taxes, Spending, and Property
Values:Supply Adjustment in a Tiebout-Oates
Model”, Journal of Political Economy, 82(5), Sept, /
Oct., 1974, pp.941—954.

28) B.W Hamilton, “The Effects of Property Taxes and
Local Public Spending on Property Values:A Theo-
retical Comment”, Journal of Political Economy, 84
(3), June, 1976, pp.647—659.



ot 714 Zzsof & 2L, Tiebout Mech-
anism & ¥ wi, FUA A PFEFA
Aol ofviel, 7z} A1) 229} e Fo
AAA RS G LA, 329 A5 AAE
zletslx| gfow atglch: Ao|rh

A A, F2 o] &7 Al gtate] o 23 Aol
Z 5k, Tieboute] £ 2] =o€ et &2 22 A
7b e g 4 Uk F, Foll EA T Tiebouts
774 AR Stel A Bl FH o EAE A
of FA|, 22 aafo] A+ A AU T+2E
7R A Qherbel EAl, B FF A SA e
A% 272 73 Tiebout7t 44D A2
Z+-& Pareto Optimality 2] 7 #}etx & 4 U+
7he} A 7F ubE 27l o] etrol 2] g Al ol el g
g2l5 o AL =Alel whel oz io]s}
AR AL AR Y= A= BAY S5
gt 7} A2 718 A 95+31 Tiebout Mechanism

29) ‘A2 F Al B =Ll AT hE =1

A33}7] ulh
(1) H.O.Pollakowski, “The Effects of Property Taxes
and Local Public Spending on Property Values: A

o

Comment and Further Results”, Journal of Political
Economy, 81(4), July / August, 1973, pp.994—10
03.

(2) W E.Qates, “The Effects of Property Taxes and
Local Public Spending on Property Values:A
Reply and Yet Further Results”, Journal of Political
Economy, 81(4), July / August, 1973, pp.1004—1
008.

30) D.Epple & A. Zelenitz, “The Roles of Jurisdictional
Competition and of Collective Choice Instituitions
in the Market for Local Public Goods”, American
Economic Review, 71(2), May, 1981, pp.87—92.

31) D. A Starrett, “Land Value Capitalization in Local
Public Finance”, Journal of Political Economy,

89(2), april, 1981, pp.306—327.

oy FEGEEe AAul L A #4119

ol Y7t A3 ek Aol
# w Pareto Optimality Z71 2} 2ai#ll«] 28}
A, Fa3 Aol Al A AFHal A g
A A3l oo Tieboutz} A4 &k 7} A qte
Hel+ 2 237 Pareto Optimality =7 -&
A7) £kl W A AEL £ 3R
gethe Aol dAle] A &gl Aok ®
Tiebout Zelo] 7}z 9l #HAl <l 2]

fru

(implication) & F<43 Holl &l A2
U E ol EH oz S HolM THA
4 de AU, ol4el wize] v & HHF3
ok, o] o] 2 A S ovj& FeA F3
v A% 2 4= UE Foleh 22 ol
N3 AEE o) FA 253 e A& A3
A3 g dolet ke, AWFFA 2 o Eell
el oAl el o] divtd] B,
o} 2}4] Tiebout o] ¥4 o] Aol 7] 284 dutH
ol o] &% AAMsol & o7} ob2x Hol

32) olell disiA = k5o =FEE A vlgh

(1) F.Wethoff, “Existence of Equilibria in Econ-

omics with a Local Public Good”, Journal of
Economic Theory, 14(1), Feb,, 1977, pp. 84—1
12.

(2) F.Wethoff "Policy Inferences from Commu-
nity Choice Models: A Caution”, Journal of
Urban Economics, 6(4), Oct., 1979, pp. 535—5
49.

33) 53 o ¥ 3=

(1) F Flatters, V Henderson & P Mieszkowski,
“Public Goods, Efficiency, and Regional Fiscal
Equalization”, Journal of Public Economics, 3
(2), May, 1974, pp. 99—112.

(2) J.E.Stiglitz, op. Cit.,

(3) B.Ellickson, “The Politics and Economics of
Decentralization”, jouranal of Vrban Economics,
4(2), April, 1977, pp. 135—149.
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Folgltkn B 7] w) o]}

(2) iE 32> 2 B4 (Congested Public Goods, Club
Goods)

=], 5b ) 73 A (-2 K o 4}13] ) 7} HA] No| 2}
€ Aer FAslo] Y dhah A e
FEAol Nl dAHe ASE 7IR I L, whet
4] Ne| wsloll ulel #iFE (preference map)
off W37} WA Folch No| Foigchad 3
FEFZEAL FA ] ML KEE] N =
54T Holvh &, 25H A2 HFE ¢ty
24¢ odA == GAH A} ool gk A v

£o] A W, HH YArgke] AASA S
ol ¥A19| Samuelson$] FFAo| & 32
W &o] & Hojrt

aejv} oA No| wiztgictad oA €77
olei gk A= FFM 4vAA} FohEel
w& A 2710 wist F FFA (o]l R
2FE) S HA FFol A vindHd 24
(comparative static analysis) o} & 7 o]t} B
2Hare AAL 4vAL FESE VE
av] A7} Foi Al FFA T E AR H R
g ohE Rolvh

Z, Cale 4v| A7t M2 o] o] Al Fo2
A sy JlEe vl ABe F£2F40|
ol 2 o) F3aA ok olsiel MY At
T2 A FE ol F HFHAu] R
7ol wE o2& AsfEtAl Hc} 2ldo

[2315] 4] HA 35

TB C/N




g7l A F3Ae AH o] &A4(optimal num-
ber of users of public goods) ] E#[7} cf-F3}
A A

ol#]§t A4l EA|& Buchanane| =%
‘club¥a@ (the theory of clubs)’el 7|25 A2
et ‘clubA’z Wi A7} 7hs g REAIR o
o}, clubfae & R AR e A4 33 TA 9
A o] 8-xp-2] FAlo] o3 A g A A B
Eob. 23 ofn] ol A o] 24 (N) 7} Fof
A ALY A FF=2AE A9 Bglemz,
A7l A& H A o) &Aoo BFY FAHALY
AL A vy ot

olol & g F37] A 4 =E
o]-& a7} £33 A& (identical preferences)
/MR Y, FAlo FFA ] A Abel FA T
IR = Al S - 02

ol Al FEFAY FoA FFFE(G)IA N
o] F7lol| uhet HEA o] &21e] AHlo] o R A
W 3ksl ] A Bz} g} [195]o4 TB
AL Nl F7lol o}-& F 9 2] (total benefits)
vebdo, o] FAL xr)dlE Frlg49
Fg Boltrt a4 Bge RolA
sled, olv FYd 4o FIFAHE o W
AlghE-o] o] &3HA] Hol whel vtebt= HAbol
ot TBFA 8 71g7]< ol &9 F7holl &
FAH e w3 F, MB=ATB/ ANejt},
olmje] AL wlol o, of <l
o] &atol| Al F-3=l & A E |4 (the mar-
ginal congestion cost) o] 2t 4 9] ¥ 4 gl e}, o] =l
A o] &AL47F Nolng o] a9 F7toll
g FAIEFN L2 HAMH o2 N MBo
sl Moo A4S 2esA

FEFA ALY Eu] 8§ Cel 3l B E ¥R
EFolA FL3A FE AEoid Ade] Ft

gl h

a

#HBEEES] Adtaiu] s ghAME e 121

A =& 8|82 C/No| "c}, 0| 8CE F
A YAFE(G)olAM dAstez HFH]LC/N
¢ A7z Aol A} C/NZFAY 71 &7+
o] &2}9] F ool ubE v B2 Wz F ghA] v
£ (marginal cost, MC)& <] u| g},

MCHA A4 L g42de o] & o] & 2447}
F7h ol whet AH]le] Fbalof Wk (HEH
4)o] A7) wlFolck 2w FrhM Q) o] &
A= C/Nojl shds & v &g FhaiA slzz
71 &9 ol &AEolAE o utFd HsH =
v} -0 FolEA =of, AMle} e C/N?
ojc}. wpekM C/N&j 7127 & MCx —C/N?
ol & o]},

l1a%d £3de (TB-C/N)9 Fdl F,
MB= MC o o~} & Hojc}

uhebA,

MB=-C /N?

ze,

—N-MB=C/N (A111)
o] Hc},

(A111)e A<le} =4 717 (the per—person
tax price) (C/N)o| &A| & 3tu] &(—N - MB)
3 2 = 24 ol &5t AR SE A&
oml g}, o714 C/NE o]l gx42 F7}ol
we} 7|2 4u] A5 o] 24 & (tax savings)
€ A Holl ot "o s, —N - MB
£ o] Ao Folol ibE 71| §, T2 2E
Zv| AE oA F-3ts5] & M EAR] Bl AFTE
c}.

ol Al FEAL HA PAFT2 A o] &2
& A n8dle 2AF TFHEAL °l&
ol A1 ¢] N - MRS=MRT o|el+ =A=A(A1
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1)& EAo FEahE 2AL F3E Aol T+
obuich, ek shaty] o) BA| v S0l WA et
2 #7l, CE G - MRTS} 2 Rolch,

o] £ (A11)3 2 §3h,
C/N=G - MRS=N - MB (A12)

lw

o] "}t F, MU =A7A ] JAaFFel
YANA &S FT A 2w, 222 FAE
el g3 g o clubj o Aa4F 3 o]
Fo| AAHHE Aojch 2 x o] & 2ol &A
9 wHoo] Szt "Heke AE w3t
ol 42 Axz¥H $2lE 74A7F7} club
AN (BHMAL) S 2 F4& 71H & + 9l
= ZAA 7heA S B & U &, v
Aol 2l & Wi Al st w]go] Ex| i, E
A Abw] go] dAstetd AAAH 427 F(the
competitive market mechanism )+ #} 5} 2] 2] =
B4zt 2 A o) &4FE AAAMN F Aok

(3) HHEE & Ldkp

QOakland* Sandmo®% ¥| % & B2 A4S
AbgAbell whel FFA e o] 8-l = (intensity
of usage) 7} et 2 et £ o] FE-& 33 ofof 2
o] &5 AN AAZ FY, 224 (rec-
reation facilities), =2, L& F-& A u]z}d
ula} o] §Hl £} ch2 ke Zlo] o] E9] o] EA
Aol 7127} HYych FFFEL ol g A AE

34) W H. Oakland, “Congestion, Public Goods, and
Welfare”, Journal of Public Economics, 1, pp.339—3
57.

35) A. Sandmo, “Public Goods and the Technology of
Consumption”, Review of Economic Studies, 40, pp.
517—528.

2L Ye FEFAE LYoz FH3IH7 A3
A FFor 4vdche A4 AU 4]
o] thoksiti A T4l Mok F Aol
}.

Avd-g B4 E 8] A8 dollA A Mej &
o] ol 3 7] 3|v]&o] gle Aot BERAR
ol Yt ASE bl Asl MaA g} e

S5 w4 2, [2-)6]dlH 48F4DE
Au)2Xell g s 2%E FAG Auls
o]-&of W& 7|3|u|ge] glomzg uge AY
2719 4] go] & FHelet 2l o] BHlx
7t & FFAY A FFole A ol &
(optimal use of services)2] T A2} A F2
(optimal size of the facility ) 2] 22l gl 27}
2] FHE FAel ZHA " 28 o] 7 -$o
€ REARC] glons Fr1HQ] o] fo
713]u] &2 0] ® Heolx, wha FAIM o]
0ol & wl(Xo)7hA AMuj2e 4v]e A4d
Aol 223l ol2| g A FellE AujLe
A o] &2 1AL F3stA 9A 5 1,
webA o]t 2 vk FAl= F ek ol

olAl A FEe FAE A A4 4
[2&6]ol A vehd AT R} Bl 24+ =
AR E 49 Bolol & Ao} HH o] &4F1l
Xooll o] Fe]e 834 Do off =3
F, OcXpolet. FA Abu]&-o] o] z27]of vepr}
AR = A 9k 3 Fu] &FA4-2 AC9} o] 2| 24
A0 P& HE Aol wlafa] Fu| gL
A4 OabX,7} "t z2lsted FH YL OcX,
7} Ful & OabX,2e} z2A HE o] Avjae
Tl g AlFdctn E 4 k. 2 A A
= FH el g A FAQ sfofe] £l
ZoletE ABETH F& AYdHeoz 34
#of ol AE A "ok
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[286] ALY =7} o2 T34 3 F=

c
b TC
a — AC= X
MC
0 Xo X

A7 s ol A B ALt £H
£ sbec B0 ST AAFEA HA oot
A€ ouae AL otk o YaFest
o2 «dde 7Hd o & 45 QU7 dgel
o} obF et A S 4 LA AR E A¥A
Aol H ol g de AolA Auls AATFE
she A7 9ohT ¥ 4 ok AAFEE
WA BEAEH DA AL ¢ 4+ Y
o ol c}, hed MABR o) Uk NFR 2P
5} ohasbA 2 BEBR ) Sl £F RS aP
Apololl i o] fAS o] QA S HelolA o)
7 1 Aoloh 29 bl BAHR ) Gt A4
gol F22 FEFAUE AANAE AL
Aol b3 EEAY Aolch ks ol
BN A g2 A4 §E HLE 4 U7
A olch 2ejakel 4] FAlE Aoks

A Ab] g3} ol ol wH & BB R AN Hfda
£ wlmalA AAsHA 5 &, o] A7 3o
7R JALFEE FolAl

2458 AAF 2 o] &9 FAE Eof o]
& FAE AN LEF o 24 245220
Kol ft=2 oln] ZAA = et 3t &4 o] &2
A5 Aslnn a8 ofg o4 FE2 Ko
SulE AA F 14 E 20 i EAFF
s A Ecof

2ARu o2y Kot FoAZt 8,271
o] gt & hin] o] FAl F A5 £, A
2 Q¥ £HHq Hz 53 22 A 0] &
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[297] A8 =7 & FFHS Y B3
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SMC(X,K)

C+T(XK)+t"

<C+T(X,K)
D

e 553 7hAE Feidete F, 182 Az
£ eh&E7] S8 ZE o] &AE] FEY
£ 717 0] Ak b gheh, 22| 3 A=
P CERLEE TN SEREERELE
7} EatAl = A 2] &2 T(XK) 2 341
ot olwl T Xeol F7heh4, Kol Zag4 7t
2 Aoty =29 FE7 K& Fozdn 3
i, F7pHu] 82 X - [C+T(X K)ol 53 o
W b 8-8 C+T(XK)e| "rh 23l
[2&7]eM &=z o BHARS SdlE
Gt Xool At ol F- 8 Aok & 4 gl

olA n&x 2 FH| A3 A u]L(the
social marginal cost of a trip)& 4= H A},
atel o] &7t 19 Frhstd o o] fAE
C+T(X K)ol Adste shald - A7 v G5
F-taflof ek 2Rd o] & ER ] B S
AAAAAM bE ZE o] EAENA Fol2

X Xe X

AT(XK) / aXrhE9] A|714 v 48 Heha)y)
Al fet, 22 st Y =paof Frha Q3 iRM
BEe HAleoz F7hs v A3l v &2
C+T(XK)+XAT(XK)/ aX=8MC(X)7}
Heh agelA o 4+ & ulek o], o] X
AT(XK) / aXell #igsle 2bg Fdv &%
253317 =l =H, o] A o] vlR o} 24 2] F 7}
o ¢ & A-&%s| & (marginal congestion
cost) )z} & 4~ Qe

TaFAel DR FolFvd THE2 o A
o] & 4% (the optimal level of utilization of the
highway)-& X*o]c}, 2a8id] 23 el 4 B& uls}
7ol &3 8 v o}-& i Pmechanismo] EA 34|
%A Hled 5 x 29 o] F4F 2 Xeoll A A A
Heh sl 24 fQle AAY T ol B
AtghEol Al w2l 71l v] G R e
82| 7] wWlFolct whebi] nE&E R 9 o]
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T4 ol 23 ARl HEFI olojx 2
olgol Ztx Y& WA FA o ¥4, 22
AP g ¥4 - B shed FH £H4 o
A slct.

aejdte] EFFFAY HAFTFo|EE
Samuelson ¢ ¥HE4 14 & 3l A AES}
i, otol A A upgEA ol A3t A FFo|E
£ Tiebout Model, IR 32 3t BRAR, 2l 2 A
EE7L ohE FFANEE TR A Bk
oh. $A4 ApgFA el 2 ¥EH +EE G
& 4 UAT, o] o]BEe] T e HAH
GAg Tz sty 4 gl 22
HH o 2 & WS LA vl g o] o] &
Fol Z¢ & e dAAUANE HAFHe=
B4 & A AZIZE H A

A upabx) o] A Aok o] Eo] AFTAH HFH
FFEYo Aol A - AAH YL Yo
2 vlg AR e} ol g 4 Ut kA
A Aol ol # AFH MY, 22
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