25 2008 % 6 A ECONOMIC REVIEW No. 6 2008

— — T A RSB
KetE H 18

ASFE T BB AR AR HBUR B SEHE RN — A8 R R, B ML HF
HEFEMMNT RTREEFIR P LA BHWGT DL R B, FREE LR, # BEK
Ao A AR Ae B P B4R 0 B TR M A 3.22 Ae 1. W shok R H BOR R R
FARP otk oy S Fa B Moy S A 38 0T 106.47 Y% A= 57.33%0; BB B ARG S
oty 3 A R dsk ke F b d Ak TR BT 38 e 5| Aead . B g, 8 Rt K B BUR T A
AN R B AR 6% L RS T BAT N, K2 A ZH R HagE 6,

. LEBFEE TS R EFIR ARER

) ( )
(Danziger, Haveman and Plotnick, 1981; Moffitt, 1992);
( . )
(Heckman, Lalonde and Smith, 1999; Grubb and Martin, 2001; Goggr, 2001).
Hausman (1985)
. Blundell ~ Macurdy (1999) )
) . » Meyer (1995) )
Eissa(1995) 1986 , (difference in differences)
0.8. Eissa  Liebman(1996)
(EITC) , 2.8 ,
sMeyer  Rosenbaum (2001)  Meyer(2002) Eissa  Liebman (1996)

b b

*ORRHh, TR S HEBF FR PO, WK, 130012 % F 12 44: shiwei— zhang @email. jlu. edu. cn; BB, F AR K F H &
B HE R P, W K4, 130012 % F 15 44 zhouchuans —020507 @yahoo. com. cn,
AR A BRI FSE LA AE (05BYJ026) . #F FF#7 #2248 H AT £ #F % (NCET—05—0318) Ao F 3F A LA &A%
FE AR AT K FE (05]]D790079) 49 M Btk s K.

23



( s 20006; s 2008),

(2005) s
( ) , .
2006 , , o«
74050 7, . Eissa
(1995) , , 2005 2006
Heckman  Smith (1995) , )
) (
) ( )7 b
Heckman (1993) , ) ( )
. ( ) ®o b
o Py Pau ’ (Pta*Ptb)
’ (Pn_Pi))/Pi) ° Pca Pcb
’ (Pcaipcb) ’ (Pcaipcb)/Pd)
((Puy—Pup)— (Pyu— Pa))s ((Py— Pp)/ Pp—
(Peu— P&/ Pep). s . Ha. Hp
( ) ’ (I'bailftb) ’ (Htai
Hwv)/ Hw . Hea  Heb ( )
’ (Hca_I_ch) ’ (I'Ica_l’lcb )/ch
((Hu— Hw)— (Hea— Heb) ) ((Hta— Hw )/ Hp — (Hea— Ha )/ Ha ) .
) ( )
2005 2006 ,

O FHBELY T EERBERFT HALENTN 2 TFTRAERTFH I TH FAEEREN AR T HH (T8 KL
), FRAENT 5L FEHEENLMKMS. Eissa(1995) FE —FF T4 — A LE2XL A7 3 A5 (5L ey Ab i 42
)., ALBAKLEHRRG HELEEEANF HBEL ) B BT XA BRARYhT S rh R (F i) e 5.

24



2005 2006 s . N
) 9 ( ); )
, 2005 ( )
2006
1 , 2005 , 2006 6.79%,
94.43%; 9.88%,
6.69%. .
2.40%, 107. 46 %, , .
101.22% . 3.18%. 105. 06 %,
1
2005 4 0. 3769 0. 1364 47. 54 49, 89 17.92 6. 80
2006 4 0.3513 0. 2652 52.23 53.23 18.35 14. 11
43 & —0. 0256 0. 1288 4.70 3.34 0.43 7.31
4 3 A —6.79% 94. 43% 9. 88% 6. 69% 2.40% 107.46%
AT E 15. 44 —1.36 6.88
AT ALE 101.22% —3.18% 105. 06%
HAE 390 132 390 132 390 132
2 , 2005 , 2006 3.49%,
52.64%; 8.69%,
3.94%, 4.90%, 58.65%.
s s 56.13% .
4.75%- 53.75%,
2
2005 4 0. 67 0.38 48. 54 51.72 32.70 19. 39
2006 4 0. 65 0.57 52.75 53.76 34.30 30.77
43 % E —0.24 0.20 4.22 2.04 1.60 11.38
4% 3% E —3.49% 52.64% 8. 69% 3. 94% 4.90% 58.65%
A8 2E E 22.09 —2.18 9.77
A8 A AL 56. 13% —4.75% 53.75%
HAFE 426 152 426 152 426 152
, 1 2 , ) ( ) .
3 s
, . , 2005
2006 s , 2006
2005 , 2005 , 2006



2005 2006 2005 2006
F#CF) 40. 54 40. 12 41.17 40.72 42.73 41.75 43.35 42.32
THEF FRCP 9.75 9.52 9.75 9.52 10. 09 9. 77 10. 09 9.77
B ARIBARCEL D 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0. 06 0. 03 0.06 0.03
A IF () 419 322 477 468 507 306 561 501
1 B 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.98 0. 99 0. 98 0.99 0.98
¥ Az £ A D
F s 0.026 0 0. 021 0.008 0.021 0 0.021 0.013
E A 4 0.044 0. 030 0. 036 0.030 0.085 0. 099 0. 063 0.079
F ARk 0.031 0. 008 0. 023 0.016 0.031 0. 013 0.045 0.026
MR I Ak 0. 146 0. 053 0.174 0. 106 0.232 0. 145 0. 286 0.184
Foig 4k 0.044 0.023 0. 036 0.053 0.082 0. 033 0. 096 0. 066
bk 0. 095 0.023 0. 059 0.053 0.228 0. 086 0.122 0. 1782
R M AE,
H AR R AN 645 317 626 474 585 368 559 404
A BT 0.17 0.18 0.17 0.18 0. 17 0. 18 0.17 0.18
o b
pi; =z 1 uy
1 pit > 0 @
Dir = x
0 pit <0
s P lt) l t s Pit (1 . 0
)9 Zijt s & s Uit ~N(09 1)
I t
Pr(p; = 1) = P(z;0) )
L) .
hie = xi3+ et 3)
s hi t s Xit , & ~ N0, o)
o uit Ei[ ’ (1) (3) o (uit, eit ) ~N(07 ()9 19 GE, p)9
E (h[[ |pj[ =1 = X[IB+ PGJ\['Z @
’ B s Oc [} p Py >\it
¢ (Zita)
it — ®(Zita) (5 )
E (hit) = P(zia) (xif3 1+ Coehir) ©6)
Ui Eir ) V) 3 (two part model ),

3

EChy lpi =1 = xif+ oy

(truncated normal model ),

D)



_— P (xif3/ oc)
e D(xief/ o)

E(/’l[z) - q)(Zj[O()(XitB + Gski[)
Pr(py = 1) = ®(ap+ a1 Z;;+ oy Target + a3 Post + a4 (Target X Post i)
hiy = Bot B1Xy 1 B2 Target + B3 Post + Ba( Target X Post)iy + €

, Target s ) I; ) 0.
(ay B2 . Post
2006 1, 2005 0.
B3) Target X Post  Target  Post , 2006 L,
(g By
>0 B0,
’ Z[t
, ( )N ( ). ( ,
0. ( , 1, 0).
, 1, 0) ,
b 6 ( b
)
(1979)
2005 2006 s Heckman
@
4
U ;
’ 3 ’ b
; . Post
; Target R s Target  Post ,

O & F At ey FRFl, ALRA %t Heckman 7 Iy Bufb 09 258, RLABRYEH T BAEH KA,

®)

©

(10)
an

L,

Heckman

10



S 0.3618 " =321 0.1179 " — 0.4407
FeF T —0.0050 0.0425 —0.0020 0. 0054
HEH IR 0.0914 4.8734" —0. 0555 0. 6490
HEH FRFT —0.0018 —0.2376 —0. 0028 —0.0353
HARIRAR 0. 9654 —1.5521 0. 1948 — 1. 8559
1 0.2328 * 10. 4164 1.5022° 11. 2365
HA R N —0.00039 " 0. 0021 —0.00058 " — 0. 00003
F AT 7T —0.1066 —2.3696 0. 0732 — 1. 4499
Far ¥y
EA 4% 1. 6355 1. 0064
E AR 1.4238 — 1.0679
MK I ok 5. 4982 3.9231
Fhig Aok 3. 2867 6. 9564
Fr R B N 152747 3.8994
% HOon —7.768 7 68. 4065 —1. 1471 39. 9585
Target — 10577 2.5790 —1.1795"" 3.5633
Post —0.0712 4.2368 —0. 0937 4.2910 "
TargetX Past 0.6768 —0.2084 0.7197 — 2.3986
6 11. 9554 12. 4929
LR chi2 169. 16 263. 52
Wald chi2 44,96 02.73
2 XL X kxS EFTRA 10% . 5% A2 LU KFTFTRF, T AL
b b
b °
b . N
. ; larget
. POSt
,» Target  Post )
o , U ’ b
U ’ H
. Post 3 Targe
POSt . o
’ b
2005 2006 s
, . 5 2005 2006
, . 0.03%,
96.12%, 96.15%; 9.49%,
10.10%, 0.61%.
. 106. 47%. 2006 2005
3.63%, 2006 2005 36.64 %, 33.01%.
b
3.22,
b b b
2005 2006
, . 6 2005 2006
. . 0.33%,
51.43%, 51.10%; 7. 67%,
9.20%, 1.53%.
s 57.33%., ,



1.94.,

5
2005 4 0.3628 0. 1391 48. 1821 46. 1781 17. 4797 6.4236 2.20 1. 61
2006 4 0.3627 0. 2728 52. 7558 50. 8423 19. 1324 13. 8701 2.28 2.20
4 3% E — 0. 0001 0. 1337 4. 5737 4. 6642 1. 6527 7. 4465 0.08 0. 59
4% 3T LE —0.03% 9. 12% 9.49% 10. 10% 9.45% 115.92% 3.63% 36. 64%
02T E 0. 1338 0. 0905 5.7938 0.51
AT AE 9.15% 0.61% 106. 47 % 33.01%
6
2005 4 0. 6636 0. 3772 47. 5609 48. 4987 31.5616 18.2919 2.61 1.77
2006 4 0. 6658 0. 5711 51. 2102 52. 9599 34. 0954 30.2477 2.65 2.32
% 3% E 0. 0022 0. 1940 3. 6493 4. 4612 2.5338 11. 9558 0. 04 0.55
% 34T LE 0.33% 51.43% 7.671% 9.20% 8.03% 65.36% 1.53% 31.07%
A8 3T L% 0. 1918 0. 8119 9.4219 0.51
A8 T ALE 51.10% 1.53% 57.33% 29. 54%
. Pobit (
. . . ) ( 7),
b ( ) b
. , ( ) (
) , ,
7
IR chi2
St 0. 0932 —0.0108 —0.0124 0.2117 —0.7891 7| —0.0019 31.85 522
R 1.390  |—0.0233™ | —0.0756 " | —0.2173 |—0.8943 ™| 0.2129 58. 63 578
3.22 1.94,
106.47%  57.33%, ;
M
b b
b
, ( )
, ( ) ,
1 A » L », 2008(2).
. A » K« », 2005(7).
3 A » L », 2006(1 D).



4. Blundell R. and Macurdy, T., 1999. “ Labor Supply: A Review of Altemative Appmwaches ” in O. Ashenfelter and D. Card eds.,
Handbook of Labor Economics Vol. 3. Amsterdam: Elsevier Science, pp. 1559— 1695.

5. Danzige, S.; Haveman, R. and Plotnick, R, 1981. “ How Income Transfer Programs Affect Work, Savings and the Income
Distribution; A Critical Review.” Journal of Economic Literature, Vol. 19(3), pp. 975— 1028.

6. Eissa N., 1995. “Taxation and Labor Supply of Mariied Women; The Tax Reform Act of 1986 as a Natural Experiment. > NBER
No. 4325.

7. Eissa N. and Liebman, J., 1996. “ Labor Supply Response to the Earned Income Tax Credit. ” Quartedy Journal of Economics Vol. 111
(2), pp- 605— 637.

8.Groggen J. s 2001.“The Effects of Time Limits and Other Policy Changes on Welfar Use, Work: and Income among Female— headed
Families. ” NBER No. 8153.

9. Gubb, D. and M artin, J., 2001.“ What Works and for Whom; A Review of OECD Countries Expetnences with Active Labour Matket
Policies.” Swedish Economic Policy Reviews Vol. 8 pp. 9— 56.

10. Hausman J., 1985.“Taxes and Labor Supply, ” in A. Auetbach and M. Feldstein eds., Handbook of Public Economics. Amsterdam;
Elsevier Science, pp. 213— 263.

11. Heckman, J. , 1979. “Sample Selection Bias as a Specification Error. ” Econometrica, Vol. 47(1), pp. 153— 161.

12. Heckman J., 1993. “ What Has Been Leamed about Labor Supply in the Past Twenty Years?” American Economic Review,
Vol. 83(D), pp. 116— 121.

13.Heckman J.; Lalonde, R. and Smith J., 1999. “ The Economics and Econometrics of Active Labor Maiket Programs” in
O. Ashenfelter and D. Card eds. ;, Handbook of Labor Economics Vol. 3. Amsterdam: Elsevier Science pp. 1865— 2097.

14. Heckman J. and Smith J., 1995. “ Assessing the Case for Social Experiments.” Journal of Economics Perspectives Vol. 9(2),
pp- 85— 110.

15.Meyer, B., 1995. “ Natural and Quasi— experiments in Economics.” Journal of Business and Economic Statistics Vol. 13(2),
pp- 151—161.

16.Meyer B. and Rosenbaum, D., 2001.“ Welfare, the Earned Income Tax Credit and the Labor Supply of Single. ” Quarterly Joumal of
Economics Val. 116(3), pp. 1063— 1114.

17.Meyer B., 2002. “ Labor Supply at the Extensive and Intendve Magins: The EITC Welfare, and Hours. ” Amerncan Economic
Review, Vol. 92(2), pp. 373—379.

18.Moffits R., 1992. “ Incentive Effects of the U. S. Welfare System: A Review.” Joumal of Economic Literature, Vol. 30 (1),
pp. 1— 61.

(FTHE it TRAK )

(E&% 870) ; .
. . ( »2002).€ »2003).€ » 2003)

(FUAEG 4, o AT TR F)

30



