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BoT5 oY Aeold o] 7t
- Borjas and Hilton(1996): %7] o|RIAte] Fafrdo] 2 57k 2419 At o|iAe] a3
o] Y= HA.

O Manski(1993, 2000), Brock and Dulauf(2001), Moffitt(forthcoming) ¢ A& Z{endogenous
effect), 248 &Hexogenous effect), "B THcorrelated effect)



- WEs SN0 Eshe TiRle) AR Aol bE A el os) d=

O
o= vno.

o azk Ao fHedS sk oA 540 S e} BEo] FEFe B

E s m )

ROk B P AASE AR AN AL FE AR Aokl JRFol whe}

# AHOIHE AT 3F

Aizer and Currie(2004)= ='dH|o]E(Vital Statistics data from California)& AM&-sto] 9 &3}

o 7okl FAAEY SAPEE A H X (prenatal care service)E o8-Sk Aol F T

>
o\
o
%
i
A=)
o
2
é
1
1o,
e
rf"
O\PN
d=)
Y
—o
rE
T,
1o
i
>,
4|
|
)
o
O,
o
o

O Ao} Fol(+H)

Duflo and Saez(2001) 24+ retirement plan option29] 470l UoiA AR} vlA= 4
32 43

Tl #S FRE AFohe Y2l PR 22AE
g iRIA Fold ARI} e FERAA TS PIAEA
Ak wjn|gk g5 WA

O{N

SEAE RA9I2 4%, Ao

w3 2

|

il

=)
of
)
2
@
Jo m
1o,
ofr
ol

[] “2)5 73 A8 (behavioral economics)”] <+

(D O'Donoghue and Rabin(1999)

B 928 532 53] AgEe] vigu @A) 6 AEAE Refsithe Folrle) AR}

HA5AY A 232 A5 (exponential discounting)ol] tidt IRH 78S sl JTtal

-
o
gt
rot
=
ro
o,
1,
o
=2
=

St Al(at an earlier date)®} Wlef(at a later date)S] Jthd A




(i
i
o
et

)

UX(time  inconsistency) T e, o A AFERlo]l obd  hyperbolic

discountingS &

>,
ol
Y
Fr
ol
i
9,
o
=0
o
=)
(o]
=
o
n
rlo
of!
2,
—{E
m[o
of¢

fokstAt a2 Yo dAt= A

MM AZHELA ASE 7 e AlE %—%—% UFaL, Yo Fejgo =y ag=tielrt

- 24 A7u3n 2o] vjd 247352 health shockjo] ] WA Tk BaH ke A

(2 Madrian and Shea(2001)
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#3307

o B9 72T FEE 280 tig ARKS Gr1dle TS oflE
(E) 33528 599 53T AHE @ FHERTTS)
O:ﬂ /1\1-/\]—% & = 0, = (0,
T Ax @, 1, %) 2174 & (%) FHE(%)
AZAG 2006 625,278 - 612,756(98.0)
o2t 2006%) 299,294 - 346,024
cnTe 2007 506,861
2006 16,426 16,606 (101) 14,2623 (86.8)
HolH H x OJ}\ e8| 4 ’ %
T 11,693 9,657 (82) 4,428 (37.8)
2007.5 24,97571 4,06471(16.3) 2,61871(10.5)
=OE R (FA) | 2007.6 24,9757 7,89471(31.6) 6,06371(24.2)
2007.7 24,97571 11,76471(47.1) 9,58071(38.4)
2007.5 16,000 4,266 (26.6) 3,662 (22.8)
SR EQ | 2007.6 16,0007 6,052 (37.8) 5,396 (33.7)
2007.7 16,000 7,581(47.3) 6,877(42.9)

= 2006»4 ﬂoH? oﬂ*&@ﬂ 111,931 7k / o 2ks ol 124,840 wk9) /
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=
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» lEEEAT et AR S0 & FHo] {ItH39.0%), =1 4] fl= A LTHe3%
50l & A 1%7.4%, 43| Sof HrH17.3%)

o AAHZ : TV(0.9%), A1 (24.1%), 71EN25.0%)

o Q] WIZRA SAFT et A wl > G} S Ao|th83%), vt Y Aol
(434%), HEolth2.2%), &7} & Rolth29%), A 37}t P AoITh3.2%)

o Q1 WIEEA g ek A% vl a3t ole 7401%3‘)) a3t g Aol
(434%), HEolth22.2%), E37} 9 Aolth29%), A 37}t P AoITh3.2%)

o 29l Y A AR(EEWEA =) ool 2 AeZ F11(269%), tHdel 2 3
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%), Alzel thaf & Eepx(57.5%), L
A g o] HojA|(1.1%), 7HEH6.9%)

o = FhsAle] AL HY(103%), Tho]l 2

A AK701%), 29 #A AFsY
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(] W=} Aptzat 2209 24558 2 89
Z2 9 FATHE THEd PXE sl
+ 198090 &, EAAR g FHAURE We| o EARE 3 3% x5 WA g RS
b5 AF ABHOE medicaid TEIHY| A AFE S SATHUASL AUH S, J
FAAAE =T, oeg okFsEe] A iR Hl"é?}—, ZJJr% —‘?—1 7b a7Enh aga, A%
o] 4 (take-up)S LTk of # FHYAFS AZHoRith %}3 FoAe= 11
© 199%60E oFsY] 31%7F FEAA »15’131/} A5l NFs Zﬂgok AR T, 4
9] 26%9] ol TFo] HAUk F, Hit AE2 AF o] JEF] Safof gtk 4 7§le°]
FE(takeup rate)o] 73%E I%E}”I‘J(Gruber, olgigt PHAA 2TES AYE oY3pA K]
2003). mZo] Medicaidt 2178<19] 1/4 o)de Aol AR
¢ Cutler & Gruber(19%a) 9} Currie & 2O : F AHIELS 11]‘5}-“4 A7kl Bo3 HFES
Medicaid Gruber(1996a)“ At AYARD oFsH dabe | AEIA XIAY F& a7E JERY BF A
g AR APE 47| FFol ©A B%, 34%| A XY HASER OJoH AAo] FoAA ZF
2 Agupdel B& T 28, o £F|  Th(GAO, 19%).
As F YRR o b B Az s F| « A& (coverage)s " 6L viTh AF viHEE
LUk L7E ORI
o mlEeA EAbERte] e 3B%olde] A o tiFRe] S-S e RS uiEe] FAHRY
Medicaidel] 2-8-ETHNGA, 2002). o 7198 AL X8R =th
o 2903 ARl - Medicaid A&9] 2/301 » H0F 3RS Medicaid Z-8-2 o1 3t}
S AABARL, o]Ed] g FFFELE 7Fes o Al APAELS 25 %0401] s & &R Rai,
A otk E3] wlef o]5o] ofHe] FFHE ZEIY o]
Aol e Afehd v% :LEME}

State | * LoSasso & Buchmueller(2002)= Al ZI4AR] 7| « A9t QAL 259 Fofol tha) 2 &A] FshH,
Gﬂﬂleﬁetffs FE(takeup rate)BYE  81%0IN UUAAR| B3] WOk o]So] oo FFRE Tz o)f
fsurance | T 9T 7Ado] QE A9 oS 188t
Program
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Daly & Burkhauser(2003)= =QIRIES 5 FHof| « =959 50| Az 2 Z2adld figh x4
B2 19749 785%014 19829 53.6%% 7As  BEZF AAVE W 2E|ank AEulge 2E9)
202 TN olF 2 Fge dmitt wiE| WEY F otk
HAou, 271 319 A 718X Boke ok §| « ZERIF(E T oFs F F(participation)= S5l
o2 A=A o} AAE e ZEadel Fd A A He W)
Suppleme| * TEUTE AT TN FEulEe 1974d] FRAN ) FF2 L Tk ik
nt 14.8%914 1998 20.7% % 35313tk
Security | « AA5 oFFES] FEUIE EF 1989 21%04]
fneome | 10083 6.6%2 1990l Wh=A| Z71iAn: o
Q)| € 199040l Sullivan vs. Zebley7t oF5 olel
Aolg W] |k
=1 FA FHE FoHlgE 45~60% W
A2 UERITE  (Menefee, Edwards  and
Schieber(1981); Warlick(1982); Coe(1985); Shields
et al.(1990); McGarry(1996)).
Scholz(1994)ell w29 1990'del EITC 5AHA0]| « goa7e FAARI Folase] A1, TR ]
A= FAAE T 80-86%7F HAE - A=A e EAEBAfiler) o] SAFEC] 2
EITC HZZAHIRS, 2002)0] WEW ETC $344| 4% o 2 239,
(The ol Sl 7H T HARIAME A A o AYE AFHA Commercial tax preparation firm)
Earned O 2M EHICE 273 Hlgo] 22872%a F| 52 EHIC F5AEE 71 AR oz “l&st
Income A3} i (rapid refunds)'s ATHeEA HEHQ] oGS
Tax Scholz(1997)] W= EITC F74ke] oF %B%7H Az + e
Credit AT FAHoR AEewE QA o uITZAH(IRS) LH wEW HICE 8784 &4
A= ARG (over-withheld taxes)oll thet| ¥, FaAF0] Sl BE dAAIA SAMFHEES
A H27) A8l AFE A9 2AZ (FEAARTE) TRE
T 199097 19999 Atoel] 11507804 720 « EAFES W] 913 Hl8-2 TANF FaAEC] &5
o g FFAGTE AASIh 1990 Al sjoF she B FHE 98 AsHch
ol % 121%7} AFDCAIRS] F5A7F S| « 2 74 el 53 d72dEd wad F4Y
oj9} 7AFo] 199elE A oFF F 72%7H 7} AFDC FFARIA S22%-9} 7E QT ES By
TANFAI %] 432t Green Book, 2000). 3T2 3= AL TANF ¥7)204)(pre-TANF waiver)
BlankQ00l)& ¢4/de] 7HR1 7HES] FaE| v ZEIH P FH G v
(take-up rate)S FASIUTE FHES FFH
HolES ARAS W 80~90% WIE Ve,

Temy| 12 FEEAS YYE O & S do]

Assistance|  HIE °I8E A5 60-70% WHZ FHEC] Y

for ERth Blank(2002)= SEAF 429 e EA)

DNeey | oz A3 A Y Ao A RAAA

Program | °1 Hidl EARE HaAE sl EAE

(TANF) mo] FEo] 1/3~2/3 A= A2k

Moffit(2008b)& Pl &R} WG nlERFo] ARE
o] Aol whg} TANF Z239] Zojgo] ol
A Welsk=A] AABIGH F Y BT A7
Aol e} Fod g ZAsIH, Folge A
nERE oF 40%, B3 BERE 50~55% WY
2 Yehth Moffit2003c)> BlAAA 2Q1E0]
TANF] 29)3} gjol] 2 9&ke v]HS Bk




Z= 19 FYFEE S38d vXE 29
. %‘—HLJA A=Y F3A42 717 2 29| « HEIADAL 724 U= AT

Housing
Programs

HlE2 453 715 Toﬂ w2l AuE o 50%
ngke 2 UERGTHOlson, 2003).

. Reeder(1985)t 197736l HUD =2 18o] hoigt
HES i%# 715 ol meh R ol
MH &5 Jma}v}. 777Hﬂ A FollM 743
S AL BUET He HgoIth ofE
4 %;ix]&, THATRE i 7P R 7S

o Fol&e we gtk 77 )\%@%‘:‘éi

AEE, o Hge 19 7l 7 =

Uehget, ol FAF i3t =2159] 3

AsE vt & 4 gl

[o

HH, Oy FARERAES 1 3
7L 913, E=gE oA TS v RE Sl itk
o &a50] F97|1FA Ol’H HoAREL A9 ALF A
&3, AGFAYI7HL THE5Y 50% o)de] &
?XMM Z2a9 FAE gtk agx 4S50
U &2 ARFEO] o B AREES $F3udEIA
Zojuia glek

Food
Stamp
Program
(ESP)

« BSP FEAH] YE 7HE F BA 69% ]
1994139 Zojatsit. 1988133} 19931 Afolol] &
F9 0% 7= T2 FEAA0] Sle 7HE
T TRPIEbgE FEA4 7 E0lM A
Z Fofeia e AR Higol ¥ =7] W&ol
tH{Currie, 2003).

» 1994 FSP FAHA0] Sle obs & 86%7} 3
Astalor, FEAF] e = FolMe %11
1/3%k0] Fofsgity. AMY BF FEAEA 5
o] 753t SHR 7]—?~ﬂr Bl o O}Eﬂr =
58 2 o] AER Y THEY AT @
A 78%%ko] w%ﬂ"*i} *‘Oﬂlﬂ £ E3 250
S7Fl et wopAls Aol UERTHUS.
Committee on Ways and Means, 1998).

* Blank & Ruggles(199%6)= FSPA Fole
719 w2t Z7}5M~ A2
w3 *31}7%] g %

66% W= % ekt

o)
PR
L__
\__

799

skt a5&

m[

rate) <

FofatA] ke ol FEAHAd g 249 B
s2agle) S23 pad e 2203 P
o3k 2wk

#]2]H]-8{(Transaction costs): FSP 4174-& 5=t ¥
T A9 57 A% A} Ajelrgt A4H|

QT 1031471 S ojv g B HiF FHNY 6%
o}

National
School
Lunch

Program
(NSNP)

o 3HWE 9%} AATu(THI AFH)< 83%
7F Fofsiar Qink. A=A og SIS R%e
E gtudd o] ZEaHE o]8d F
(Burghardt et al, 1995).
o 1960 A2 57%= NSLPo| d1#E o=
011 50| HAtk oY HAE F 86%e F
2 A4S AT I
. 1998L4°ﬂt A5o] HIZA 130% B]Rke|al, 54
A 174 Atelokse] U= 7H- & 872%7F 3
o313 tHCurrie, 2003).

‘Rlﬁ}

© FHEoE BofRA Fale olfEw, WeF obsol
A48 SIS 5 e AEne of 2a
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The (infants)Z TIFCZ 3 FFELS 10%S A3 wWe I gEgl
Special (Rossi, 1998). « AL WICE  FAAZZ 13 (entitlement
* Bitler et al.2008)°l 4= o]} GIAE T2 T2 program)o] §loIH EE FFAAWRAES AP

1
SR gy gageons saAde AT S AR U 3RE /130l ge do, Addes, A2
Nutrition = ¥3ale], 19989 B4 Y 7)FoE AA o} 92 3z g7REee §l9le(National Research
Programs| 2 58%7} WIC Fo1E w3 Azo] gtk A%t Council, 2003).

for 3 WIC 43A70ks % 2388 B2%Y. 14 - 538 24XE 49993 sy 29e /Hx
Women, | Al oF50] 998 49, WIC 434120 9 of|  lolo} @itk AR njio] B3 i} A4 &
g | FE A oFES] 57%, #EAE Qe oFF 7 5/13L EXele AREe U 93/EE %
o FEES 8% YT AF oAd] tia 24| 2AL sFsAel S A0 Uehd(National
) A& AEAo] "Hojxed|, 1 o]f+= ol i Research Council, 2003).
Children | & ctopaelgust g7l mEel Aa) A4, M|« Medicaid® ¥3AF OB T2 FFASS A1
(WIO) o F 54%7F WIC $3A0] 93, o] F| o2 WICS 4o BAs vseris o)d o
665%7F FeiZ e, AS BASS] R, 1 Av FFAAuAE
Fa%y, AR FhE4L M 9,
«  o}s71E%(Administration for Children and| ¢ U3k FEA FEHAL 53] oHE § s
Families, 1999)] W2W $38L $440k5e)| « of@ olERTAFTAE FYRY RIS AHEA
5%2 239, H2 Bz 434 e 4n| 9o
= oo & gXE, olERSUMESIHCCDE| « 450 HHE HEDd Y@ FEA4S AkKow
Child care and Development Fund)o] f2+4 o} fA81717} olH -
Gid | B olEA BesieAe) Be AAA AB| « ol isd Tkl meadsd g3 4R dr))
e 7} g Aeie. _
C 1. 947 okszo) e nzmzade ds) AY| « 522 323 9 /Fe B3R A8l (DR
Subsidy | i wigol s} olabsa A7k ghe, Aol TR block gran)ol TI5k, 1998dell= oFER.

Programs| . witte2002) 5 B FEAA/ TS UhtoE B 5o UF TANF Amtg 109 gels AR
T Te T PYAEL AHARE THA]
, 2000d 2 AolA obsHEAAF FHE
oF 0%(7HEe) R F9% Foidk 2 WA

KR
-

o K

o

* 20001 34419) WlEobge) 2/3 st ES | o tiRe] Z2aso] HYAE obd A,
. oHISOE QI8 dvhd B ofolgo] & partday)d. oA 1 ZEIYSC] LRI B
22 WA Tk disiie deil bt gl E OFERESTE STHATIA XS gk
Head | * T sl&ofd ofg52 Uub obsAiwel vl o ZRIWSS A3 SR AALE W QA et
Start FRE O wE ] I, BE Z2IPSE IR 7 A
+ ZEIYNNE 7P FR AAES Sl
HAE AFetes a7dha A

A2 Z A : The Take-up of Social Benefits(2004).
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* Clark and McCrae(2001)°ll w29 715530l dl| « Blundell2002)el] wW2™ Foi7h ZAEE F
g A FAFHE (72%)% TAXBEN ®d&&| & 2957] wiol, doase Hastd A
o]-83t FHX|(48%)Hr} AR =¢. "FT}%% F|  Dorsett and Heady(191)= 75533 FAF
Working SEE #AAPE F(AW R FEES 04 b AAZE 18FE AXFE FAFA FaAt
Familice 7%, FHEIHS] F5E 40%RTH é«&%) T3 AL VS FAFY B F9ES 2
THES FoFEe] AANE 7L A o}—tﬂ T2 999 WAk
Tax Credit
* Brewer et al2002)°] w=W SHERIL L
FEES 19849 49 71F 77%A 1998 9
71 81U (FHIHY A= A2 66%, 58%
3.
Child | « Brewer2000)o] wWZW ols5EY FFES
Benefit 2000-2001' Aol A¢] 100% 23k
¢ Brewer(2000)0] WE2W ASRZIEZ IO FF| ¢ Dudos(19%)] MEH FoG<E0] iOP“—ri
go ok 80% x%_,_i Z=A= TEE o] b——o}z] :Loq7]. 100% <= 1-1;_1:]— Lo
Income | + Duclos(199%5)°] w2® 1985 FFAAU/IAL U] 21 AH]E(transaction cost)o] HFIE A9
Support v 80 64%FAT, FAE 828% FToE
B A 6% BETt FEAAol e
A4,
Job o FEAESE TEA Al%Kjob-seekers
Secker's agreement)'S FelloF 3, o4 AS &
Allowance 2 Hkx] 23 95 S 7130} &
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A8 &4 : DWP, "Income Related Benefits Estimates of Take-up"(Z'd%), ibid(2004: 13).
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0% 3598
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o« =81 Q1 WIES-L(EPP) 31.8%°l4 238%2 3t
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