55

REBAE AR BE

o5 5 th*

1. o2&

BEe ¥ Yk itE, it S8 2 BiAAEY meRBee ' 9 Bros HiH
g Ao Eeitdlelst F B ¥ i@iE —Ey BFE AT BRI
BxBES g4t ol Rajfestel. J. Boding 47 “BEL BEFRY w2k
I A gt olE RE BRBEE-S BES B v EA A8E FASdGEE 2
HEs 5 @3 Aolch

o]}z BE S REMAoEE AMEM R BEBES WiRE ). 74
npabgt el BWH-L d AMPIo s BEE ook s MG TAUH. F BE
9] HE T s o) @A RES ok skl st BN RS REHR $&+ o
o} o] ZHe HFEE FRARY BEWESA EESZ JE AR MERAdAL RE
rAeite) #a1(Theory of Public Goods)ell A s wma=lel Az 9o}, ojd] wAF &
ST ORHMEREES e MO Hhe HENEEL BRy T MpGkE #rstz o
k. 2l X THEtm 929 RO A o MkFikE] FHd HABUEKERY F
BEY REBEMER, R DY EMH LY BlHi(operational viewpoint)ol] 4 E o) 2%
- g AdA e HYE R F& Yo, B4 EANEGIT BEAE U By
REBEA e ArA =7 Kekgods A+ A7 2B 4ES dAA g4 o
o} _
AR HIOL o] RMERHES vigboasty o B FEER WA EEHES
+olsln 2F BE#AstY BEES A= gl

2. MER®MY RERA

WA BEREHAE A B WA BRS HH Bl BREEES et kcaiE
W=lE FAI(Grundsatz)el] sl B2 &=}

BESRHERTEY KRR BFENA AWM REWMS Hcslz & 4 9. B
LRBEN] WEBEERANA o)L AXTMat REEEMA 49 FHiniAE HEs 7
®all F= B AL H33 2ok 5 (MBS BRG] REEM el 49
Tl BASAA —5s = FolA ﬁ?f&i‘tﬂﬁ’l e RES AL et | #EsS 2
L AEERES)E AXFMAA #RYE 'ﬂl% R4 AR 2 ) ﬁ
BEE Ye ¥ HHAlel ook dvke AL 9w
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olZ Fhld 4489 KEHE B 277 T BELEARS 24 BEK ¥H
Bela 3ln = REHMS AHHM BERS oA ke ARdAdAT € 4
Qo ol=a MERALL BAHAYTT €4 v} o)A FABAFHLS o= 1t
#2 =9 E. Saxel] 9J5) 543 2 #% E. Lindahl, A.C. Pigou, Bowen, P. Samuelson
2 R. MusgraveP 5ol & 852 A}

ol b FAMALER) REME R ERYS vk s AL 9714 € 3
A eI R Ak fEe) AL FAMER J 23 RARMRES FAE KRS
A€ THEEsh FRelt. w84 $E & o] MY Mkdl glo 7HF KMol BRI
B#-& #®nska g+ Samuelson-Musgraved] gH-S gvistz #tfistl = v,

3. Samuelson-Musgravejé

A4 FRT BREMEY REFRNE £RAD 4 v AdA ke BAEROEE
(Individvalistic Approach)elr}. o] & FEARPEEH MY HEimER et & 4 3
oo Gl A RERHERS Mashe wkelide] TR B (Theory of
Public Goods)e 24 ¢#jA glow oo x4 Held LKW AR 19504l P.
Samuelsondl] &3] o] Fo] F 2,

AR BEN) MBERS M4 R Musgrave® R@BEHEKE 2 fikRd g4
P. Samuelsons} #3#E& o] st gk webd oA WK BEE WA GFoE
e}

FZ336Bf J(public goods)e] #EA-& Mdidsskfki(market failure)old] W E2Hz e P.
Samuelsong o] & 548448 J(joint supply).e 24 shetala ¢ e},

S Adthe BEME B AR ol HEHBMHER)Y T ®E e A
ol A8 HESY A Q& Al AFgct ol REBAHE T GER ey
B MBI BREDEE HHRETAAS &4 TSkt 8 (exclusion principle)
b BB, T8, #Ree Ak A A EBHAR deste A& v o
& R.A. Musgravel: Adtfate] XU TZEBERHE J(nonexcludability)el g}z =8 84
E}D. :

wha a4 Adkite HHAY FHEEAA SEHAAAS ¢ M5 E M I(indivisibi-
lity)& g3 gek. R. Musgrave: 23tfife] mahte] #tko s Iema i(nonrival)

< Ex Uk F YWEGE A/ 30344 RIBHEHKES BHRAS RPA7A geeh
AR 3y, TV, BE5Y 4¢5 B1 Y.
o o1& AN 9] MABETANA P. Samrelson fiRisal 3ol A4 EFES S %

1) A.C. Pigou, A Study in Public Finance, Macmillan, 1947, pp. 30—34.

2) P.A. Samuelson, A Pure Theory of Public Expenditure, in: Review of Economics & Statistics,
vol. 36. 1954. Diagramatic Exposition of a Theory of Public Expenditure, in: Review of
Economics & Statistics, vol. 37, 1955.

3) P.A. Samuelson, Contrast between Welfare Conditions for Joint Supply and for Public goods,
in: Review of Economics and Statistics, Feb. 1969.

4) R.A. Musgrave & P.B. Musgrave, Public Finance in Theory and Practice, 1973, p. 53.

. 5) R.A. Musgrave & P.B. Musgrave, Ibid. p. 53f.
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k. W& Pareto HE@EA J4Y RERFRSFEE Al Ryt Ko &
It ok ool iR T e AL ARME HEMS Ao vhAAE WEHE
o} {EAfEHF(ndividual preference)s] 9Jsf pEs oj ok tnd, =3k HAW X X
Bie] ofv] Fejal Aoz fRES gt

oleh-E Wi Tl A BARMBN RARNERY SMEFE ANt LOM F
MR e A Bebe 5 EAC A8 od ko2 E4@d Pareto Fudol B
Herts B Fm g

B 19 AAH9 diagrame A2 BESY $=14¢ 22 do 8 RHMEX), &
e A%M(X)E Fwehe hEe) MEkE BA A9 BEpe A A3 BEFE: E
BishE EEFIRS Jebl T on], T MHE MA B9 F#d o8 SERHR
+ Frstn goh. BB BERE ¥ i@rl et ARME #RT 4 Jdv SRl
(transformation curve)g- F#Bal Fz ¢ elo.

AAAEZd A%k BE Astfol ol ¥ BEF/F Adl bl Mo R BEE v

BRwEE-e k37 98 4 Ax 29 —@d B R el a9 EEFIR
E9 o Bl Av H5d A7 o A9 e Bl A9Y 4+ Q& ke CSo
ool ap® RBMEZES SRl S Eeb a9 #BERET/E HAstd Qe ®

& B ot T A aeld BFYe BollAl WA BRARTHENS 2780 &
4 ek

LEEES Q& THBY Wk &714 CSOshe = shie] Q7 wha Bl W@ &7
25 Aol 2EE Asb @i £ 999 B eeE AWMLY Be dill4 HEdE=z
CSfst AAAA ggouy BFe Iosts EHA Fsbt HDHHEMY A sl ¥
A ek B 29 S BALEE XL d7b o el CS#gat wgs Eolt}h. =iy
Be Ell4 2359 #ae OMo ZAHH ol& A A% el ohiel Eges A&
5 ek BB R BB Ex RS AMe MFWE S-S WEY vk [Pareto
BEIE gvlgel. gvebd olBelA B MAmALE A 2A$ BESA g o %
e}glem ABE A—shil REAulstel Feiglon 2 ik AL BEAS AR =
HMEG BES AR 245 BRILS ¢lE & T A7 = ol et

2y AolelA ERT AL o & ParetoBiEe Bl 4wk MHEd AL ohvis
B Ex 97k A AsAAY Aol $A4AE $AHE A AL Qe+ AL et by
o8 fEA IRl A TR Aelgdeh. AT wbd Asi4l BolA] EEES FHL9 o4 &
Rl 223ter7tg 221 F Brl by B8 k#e] EEHBRLE B4R F—sHA
UHE et g AdlAl RRFAAES g& HHE Qoe (LBEEY Q9 hBEE
S QE 3 20 28) b AFEE FosEE XL ELEA OSE 5 ded
& 5 ek weby OMYe) & st A%k@sl ABolA] A—3H4) $ese Bl As
M’E’ B& M'E' ;%3¢ BWETOEH jtge] MUNOME ME'S M'E,S 4% M'E)

6) AS] BHMFEE X BY 27& Xb, 2elm Ad ARMBEE X%, B 1A% Xz guw
A, B9 Fpftel BEEL o=z + 009, A, B Adtfre @EEL 2% =2, ¥ 2b,=x0]c}h
ek AfME 2o fHeEE ARARRY KA SAQel A, Boldl FEel #4851 o
Tolek. zel v BT BERERMERTAA ABrs 2% 2o Bk ¥ o #pEe HE
steh. E, Lindahl %= R. Musgrave?] 48T At HEMESERS 2B R.A Mus-
grave, Ibid. pp. 56—59.
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H#(X) =X"+ X,
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o} '

weld $ElE o4 529 Paretofifi E'S2 ¢ 4 dvl @A) BEFHRE v
7 BB G T4 Bl BAWEERS R4 BRESY HELE #Hsk] AT
Paretoli@&-< E(axtdy), E'(a+b) @ E”(as+b) % &8l A& 5 Ak S &EHH
Bl BEh =z} Wiihig kol drlEx] REBE dE 5 A

EEE Q% F Q= BEED Jr Aol A EiFE(ptimum optimorum)el S %KHH
Bl gijoll. Ast B Alo] o] Biel loj A TNAFES MG ek AL w3 ok &R elH.
A7l ap9) #EAEFIME ol Qlvtn @w] B b4 SoulES gome AH OME B
wag vk 2 ukd KEE Ad A" A9 FAGS By Agos By B
o o E RS S Uk S B b9 EEFIERAA 29 REFMFRE AR
A7l HAE St Be afi ko) ENEA Al OM/HA prEsds. AZNE i
BIE A AdkMe MME o o] 485 o]+ Brl Axsl &Sstitd A3 &
FEAF Frbevl ZETE. A7 aplldl MRS B EVolw E79) §3 TelA Aftls
OM"2 A9 ALre M"Mud BEAKE 453 ) ol Asl By At
f1e) ZRESL 71 A Folvh A7olA M@ HeAS vk A HEASE 74 Ay
T4 dverled Aok F vlA A9 A HCY ERFHET 99 HE-E B
T o el A3sE A WER A4 HOHRFEARE A9Fozy 2 F
YL BEEST Y}

o] 2 A% Adl dah B AVAZEY du R JAE FRE HR dew g A
olef. F ol AW AFAA A B FE£F 3o dA g gdube AL guhy %
dr o] u Jrabate] AAEIHOl WA TFIfC f@ltruism)e W EAG olld  HWEMY By S
B2 3-&a v 24 ParetoR@E BOIE 5 A+ 22u REd gleiA WEA R,
EL ol REO RV Y AL B QA o AG T fES 84 b
ol A sl EBbe] HEMY BEBEY HESolen BEd +& 47

o] & RIEE MRSIZl #1sl R.A. Musgraver A.B Alold] FiffsEE R#tsta At
MideE A% HRARS ATHS BET 4+ J& HE3Yd AFT Q44 NEE = &
BEE EHL 9ok o] FAIE ohAl BFE 114 fiRA 2=l =1 A9 Fifge OD, B
8 2L ORelelx k=t As} B B9 &3te it@d #5718 OFst —%d+. (OF
=0D+OR) A7} ODE =7sLgiiife] Tl Ao iyl ODY Holeh. =elbd #
fghoh M) AL DAX M2A aBE eiale & ok AMolebx ¥ & gtk
BY A$E 94 whasbA ol vk, T

2ol A Y A a4 K RABE B0 £ Ml BE T—
o] org Kiee) MmERIME 5 W LEA §vh. zxv 2 bREY ECA ST
ol o]u] A9l HMME M'E‘0le B M’E.clv] BBRAERLE Bud AZl FFEH &
MmARES TRSHEY 2719 KEES Axd B ao. steld B9 S BolA
ARSI AdlA] AFIste} :

o] & Hon STl &L E'E AdA FFISLL BllA TFRE Eeolzte AL 4
A BEE 4 gt AdAE BAAE A2 RS 84 @& 8L E'8 E'Ao]d] 1%

7) K. Mackscheidt, Das optimale Budget, in K.-H. Hansmeyer(Hrsg.) Das rationale Budget, Kélner-
Universitits-Verlag, 1971, p. 36.
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Aol AL upg E’9} E”Aolo] Eiish Eol gl A& gwislesl. =eld ERie]
TEiEe] % /(optimum optimorum)e]t}. o]7+-& R. Musgraved FifEs& Y4
ALk Fell A BERS e P. Samuelson® e} #E—3k #Rleletn ohi g 5 AP

Ao A HEY AL HEA BFEFAT FAE FAEEE FIA G G4kl
7 oF Fobdl Aeld wleld HBERERMY BB 1F Fobd Aeln e &
e Fled EE EAEY AAAZ} T 2od AFHAE A4 g A4FdaA
GE E# tEd Aol

EF ell4] Bl wpolzre] FifdKEEe] H&4F AT AZAAE Bk %2 M
50 e e R 44 B 4+ dv. AR BE Axc FiEkie] oo et
A Ax HCY Afkbd a3 Z¢ A3ZE A BRE 5

g4 P. Samuelson& MiEHe) BEIE o9 BEEdw EAE A s
2 [EE 2604 BE ulebgo] Hihyl sl £C A 9 BY EEFshAKES RRE
o o] =4 MN2 %hH&E(utility frontier)& -& 4 glv}. ParetoR@ES k& o] %
FIBER b &miKs]l & 4 A=

<@E%*E 2> BER &K@

A HRTHR

N Be) mMiak

oM BE ALEBRATY EFERY @M d4ddt:e meE4mB(social welfare
function) =& Rt iy 2% (social indifference curve)sd ZHEIEIER Lol B3l B
golA #k2 [Paretof@ &40 REIE 44+ Aoz I,

P. Samuelsong gBioll A MM —HM7F AV = iGgRAEALY Bike ZE EAC
ate] A—siebam o=y HES HEMESEAN L FESEMEAIE I ARz
dete Ag FaAEet o164 ARG Ha g AL Fdugs g@gBEEREE 9%
A RE + ke Aolsk. 2R BE AHEe] wiele ntgayRiFMRebd 232

8) R.A. Musgrave, The Theory of Public Finance, New York, 1959, pp. 83—85.
9) P. Samuelson, Diagramatic Exposition of a Theory of Public”Expenditure., Ibid, p. 195.
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BAS A3 FA—8 #A4-¢ Hejof ek AAq A3 KT HifRR &= dodd o
2 Aolel. BEHRAA o2& AsAAd YA FAN—F d WHEL A
L 958 WAA ¢e< ¢grk. P. Samuclson-g o] Bl Aol pt@EASEA A 5
B ¥4 e AL humes ZRIAE oy fFEmes rEsE Fhedsoetasi,
sivksbd P. Samuelson$ wt@E4HKE B e (RS CHEBEY RE) ohd fRE
H) BUAMRIEEZ Sw=ln 9o = Bol ok, :

P. Samuelson®] #fiZAk4t(pure public goods)?] #A-S BIFHIC 2 ARENT MiEe] oL
& 28 5 gk 29 Adhte ZE AR 2523 %fﬁiit(externahtyh A
224 2 WERE e BT RATREshd mE B0 shEstke] A8 Fund ez W
ARRle] A-&etx geh. o]zl FulHolm QA AL AT WL HEE —
BB servicess & %éﬁt(co]lectne goods)ol| = EAE X Raxal 28 2t
BE, Rumbt, AR REFESH & £4M) A Pes BEE V69 Bk W=
Al RarfgstAl £ gob e B ARS a3 Hfshe AbatelAlnk BEo ﬁ‘i“!‘ﬁ‘ﬂlﬁ
ou BEE, KRETE, HE, KPR, FWEEH T S5 Aoldl 58 tikite],
ARVENE Bt =2} R AR = Adkhfe] k. R.Bish: o & rﬁ@ﬁﬂ*)m?.\(wtlon
demand)zlz R} gl P2,

o] &}zte] Ewf P. Samuelson®] #iZAZLHFe) A0 BEY —WoHE BiEDHE HH
thol vt o] Bhdl glel 4= ¢33 R. Musgraved] jit&if(social goods)sd {Efilifih(merit
gocd )] E4e] me} ZEgsiela shA &4 qlvH.

=3 teMNELRECT v E BlEreR ¥Miid 4 v My ERgc deels 2

AL HEFES 2elshe o8 HESA o P s Buatst HERM A0S Ade
A& BBAAE " Aolvh o]FA Bl BuAHRE R iEyEA R o
€ RER-E welA fEgme] KAGERAW BodEs NxsE A4S 2dAddE RS
9T ol& Ao

oldl ¥dle EEMEABEE BARSY HAL MELETESTE: AL ARl Y=
o o]Ae] Fal FHEM BEeleh: AL olv] Ame] Fge] ).

$El e AR BEARERR ML SEREERS P. Samuclsonst R.A. Musgr-
Taved] —RHHETY B THE MRS Lo w Bre] ngtvh o] kel Y g ®|
ROPEAN A ohiel HESEM LS BBA B9 S choold BREGAHE
71 & 3=t

AA, BHEY REHEE 295 Pareto HFY HfE Snige] BEd e =
LR MERS BB #el £8E A& 4+ AHG,6,G).

=4, MY RERF o A0 A KBIAS g LIS HEMERS e
FmERIERS] BeBolvl. mberfpEE RIS ME B EAY AsAAL 2E 2
£ AL WRE sloksls sl BEMOE o] 2L BMAMWEIRS #ae] FAESS gt

10) P. Samuelson, Ibid, p. 194.

11) J. Margolis, A Comment on the Pure Theory of Public Expenditure, in: Reviz: of Economics
& Statistics, vol. 37, 1954. pp. 347ff.

12) R. Bish, The Public Economy of Metropolitan Areas, Chicago, 1971, p.27.

13) R.A. Musgrave, The Theory of Public Finance, Ibid, P.13.

14) K. Mackscheidt, Ibid. p. 41.
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FA e oby wEAA dx ek sl BAN, RENY SIS S8 S aA3A
ol 71 2% HRike] BEMRAA —Kx Gtutl A HWse J.Margolis: BE
BB ks itemEERR =5 REOFEEEY HEME 90 kel SEe
et

Ay, BESBREN QA FAL) REH Y-Sl ol Ay A5AR Bl
B el A kel wel RIS F g AR AE) A 4SS 44 BEY
4 ek o] B EAR RERE MAH T grl. 5 Paretof@ o}7 ¢ 34 T4
T% ol AT v BHE MFMBLOIS WRE X o g ol FEMY A
% =& ekl Y¢w ¥ 24 2 ParetoB@e Hirg 4 ok

UA, HEAS Akl A AAAY 2Ho)7k Jom 4442 Paretofk&ELS §0)
84 geEd 4 ek ‘

A, Bl & Hob e Euch Akl o3 REER o ws] B gol ] o
24 A Aol Sl Ak BB A4 BET + 9.

AAA, HHEE BREAZBHED A 43 Paretof@s] st shdets o
AL it &2 == BRY AN A LED Ak HBY W4 —Kadw e
E RBS A M2, HY =L BENRG Q149 ARMEEE 2 Ul EEm
B 9 WEORE S 8 RES Ak sl HAY ATEH MIHUEE EH
BABKEBNTRR) A 728 AKM B8] t@wes BRMOT ERHE HK
& G4 R S Ao, '

AFA, WA FESRE B olv] FAR Ao AYstw o AAB
HPeEL R Musgrave® RRsha gltubel o] Hake] BR-L Bl ol LA L Ky
WES) MRS B2 $4ARY AEME KM BB E MRra 4 9. HES
SRS REHKT] BEHE O B AT R %A 215 452 F9sy BES
Hstd, old BES 5 5% HE @Z(consensus)l] THEESLE SHER gonlak
Hqet agme EAES B BERE) Add A7 BAMRES 3R WS
ol A nt& B4 PR #3ME ParetofiE S TFES & Fras gerh wEkd gl
A $ElE BASERE 23 TRM BREEBOELS 4982 gt

4. BRREER

HellA Enbolzbe] HAMBEL AiFEBERA 43 BEMFEEC JdNdE kA W
REFA @Rd 5 drek o)A% v2l & BREARY] REMEES BamREd —E45+

w3kl vk AA6A f2l e A EAR 2R RADABRIRY B HE BARHERN.

REREERT L%ty BHRESN MEes 54 EAd 9= god gl
MR GEOEES ML BERFE $A30E A& TagEss 22 & £ g+
A BRmREREe] BEREY BEREd dodd EANATI " Hiks BRELE
a3 RS =R MEEE/T RPN BEte Bk S o BEE B Rpd 4+
Slvk = FAfEe] e
A wERE K. Wicksell 2 H4 k% (Kollektivgiiter)e] BfymE-L o1d FHkadl o

15) F.K. Mann, Finawzpolitische Entscheidungen in einer pluralistischen Gesellschaft aus okonsmis-

cher Sicht, in: H.C. Recktenwald(Hrsg.), Finanzpolitik, Kéln Berlin. 1969.
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# AEHIAE A E HEREERR A8 ®Wrsta gl

= BEe2A BAL FTV B A A4 Afrt Birio s KES =t
3 FkAHe,
| ARS EMRHEA 98 T HEoE ok shxul ARE WMftEll did 5 R
BEo] #MadlA old FkAA & MM A4 MREZAY BRE BES ARE
#ad Ads, AREL JEE Ads 2 ARARS BSE o194 & Adrtee —
Mo MBMES REitdd BhREee & 4 J+ HF(voting) S T3 RETT A
ol & HEERY FE ®EY Flb ¥ BEnBERARSY BNES R = RARE
R ZEANA Fei5le] gota & 4 9leh

o] o} & RAES) K. Wicksell & E-53) ideas) FEE FHsStw dvf. & AL 5
3 MERES mEdl deld BB FRE kWi =it old MEREY kgl B
To AR A9 dFF AQrE & g3 gdrh oAFd de] K.Wicksell-e
M. Olsone] 3t free-rider FIEE A -&3cl & MRAW-S BAHPDAI F4-¢ &k
std webd BRE ABMo s A A glebh.

o] & B JHkMFEIEST A5l & MRS AKIA 434 == ARAES A
AR ol 2ol TE Ao ol WEHHA A4 Ak A= A ER
Fotz & F Yk o)A S AR T MRAES o %ol =S &« Hue nr}
RS BT 4 Ju HROSE Adtiel st AT EF ¢ b s Ak
Be 9T ARAKELY Sk & Ade) & Aojrh o)yl gk M. Olsong free-rider
(g FEH et AFsigrel o 2L freeriderd] MiiE REES Mol BE55 5 &
#ESe] AAS HHS ARARY Y MANFRES: BIFESE A] FFIH
free-riders] BHiRGA 2AS% Ap2)7t A4 Bl AFKEIT 28 #4854 gAY =2 R
REA F39 A¥Ael ek Aels

a#d K. Wicksell& ubgd o] askg BARge REHker #nstz givh. W
~Fo] ke od BEL Ei o] FAAEAE mal 919 HEETHEEY MES AU
thd o}t 29 EIER BIF 7HE M-S MBEKE XWeA ¢od Aot Y
HadA FFAFER) AXBE £t ARAR A3 A2 BBEEEHES RT A
oW o] & ZEEP Q) Wik =x FHkd Aolrh wkd Fiksw vl E HBEIRC] o]
=l #59 Aol ol ZE AwtEe de AR A AFELA/A BiENY B
RSHES 32 itERe] #msed AT WP —Fo Sddrhes Ao,

oo z--e K. Wicksell®] &HBRAA HEL A2 K%K HR/L Hikd EE=olz
dE Belrh & EAL ARE RAFozd 448 HAY 277t ARE BBRERRT
BEEE#E)o s o o2 Figucl Sd 21+ &R M2 MBEHES HEHE AoH of
Ud BSCA EaY BRER FEEsts AE =b WRE A= webd W3l g4
BER BEY $Tee el BEY EARET finct Bl Ade 49 E g&
Aolth. uk= o] Bhell o1 A K. Wicksells] #—BikES FEE Paretod) B vhEo)

16) ¢} P. Samuelsono]u} R. Musgrave?| B4 E#RHe) MBBEHA A9 BEHEE) —siat.

17) J. Burkhead & J. Miner, Public Expenditure, Macmillan, 1971, p.117.

18) K. Wicksell, A New Principle of Just Taxation, in: R.A. Musgrave & A. Peacock(ed.), Classics
in the Theory of Public Finance, London, 1967, pp.87—97.
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=t & e,

22wkl vk qabbolels MBGHIR : KESo g -5l J8 A%E R
gheb b ol | BHE%e] & AbgE 25 sk Abdbel @& o] Abejol =z Pareto
Tofioleha s b Aol i vsid Paretofifo] & o] 31 Abghe) B4 L zh44
712 GaAE (7] = AERSHE A A9 oA @R AY Eagel Bid
T St HEREE Y] dEelvh Ze v FARE BRel fE RRE AT BTRKE
Fei(status quo)gl &S ovlshe k@ &S] FEAREL RagEdhs AL v g
A

K. Wicksell®] #iifi—%°] WERRES 25 LEBRKEERA doA B 5% glctz ¢
4= dbel]l glek avEld 248 BEMNe R A9 RTaEslr] W Folvk. & wk fAtatols}
& velodlwl HikHz] wlgelelh.  webA GERES] Sunda o]k TBURMEFIRE
(status quo optimum)<r EFRE-E A vl o] g7l o Fojx}.

aefrz K. Wicksell-® #5—300 MBS 7ifliglrl 98 CH4 ek 1(qualified
majority) S #is—3kel 7b7h-$(approximte unanimity) #2024 #7istw gk 28
v B gR e 3% o4 BEMoR Pareto FiEe vlald EEBRHY #MAH) —
I = e E=F WIB-Fel 93 RERAY S BT +x grh dvsid K
Arrvowrt XA ska gl wholzte] EAERMBIF PHE SEMol HE5MF M (collectine
rationality) 75%F R A5 —FF + g T8 AREH:S FE (General
Impossibility Theorem)el] &2 K. Wicksell®] @4 BRI BMAHAST 943
kgl el #EMs s & 4 9l

flzA A Xt Bret A Cur BE Asdewd ok il Cur AS A3
gl Y Cur BE Axng CE A3stz Z= Axd} CE Bry AE A35gdx gz}
utd ol Aol A ol & AAbate] EAMA ZES Fit(aggregate)ihebd A F % By(majori-
ty)ell el& Brrel A7k Cal Brb 21549 Aol ey Crel Ax A3HA ggozy
BA X&= sipkd & 29 A37F 45 v deh el HE o3 £4MAEMEL
BABA TS Efd = A3% 293}, R, Musgrave: 2e1) S5 &85 BA
A 5ok KWE 5 fEs Aol shln £Ea =k QY 4oF RO K A
392 HAAEHY TFFL 25% F dhl el 380k sl o)A ptgfife
T o m ¥l 9% S|ART diffol] W Rolebm b, ol sl = K. Wickselld] I
g 10 A AL BEBR e el TARMBREHIEN Qo149 BElclegtxe &

2 9T},
5. THHEBERE BN

FolAE G5 uhehdo] BERHS MMEMATNELS) BT BEOH EAGE
FEA RIS e FREE AKMIE] ol BAMAE dutabd Kpes L
W et Heolth o] BIEEl dlalAE oln] A. Downsel oo ZRE whalch 29 BEH

19) J. Buchanan, The Demand and Supply of Public Goods, Chicago, 1968, p. 155.
20) K. Arrow, Social Choice and Individual Values, New York, 1963, pp.48-60
21) R.A. Musgrave, Public Finance in Theory and Practice, Ibid, P.91.

22) K. Mackscheidt, Ibid. p. 49.
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e Bame Woeligel BHmd A S sRgein & 4 gk s BH5
OBEAY B BALEES BuaiTEol @RSt Qv # Bl e

A. Downse] KBRS HEHERAA &EK/F BREY A5 QAN AETEE o
E A Ao BHEE 2T A2d T BT HENE HDEE AR AKMY
BRWES TRAAFE K A F5RE Aok o)A FAsE ACY R
TWE EAMAZ & BEOIA = REEE ACY ST o)L Fuls AAFE B4
£0 AEMSE BT Atk & HAste S oldlet AAY 23 HAL WS
4 Aoln HEHE 19 HE} HRE M EMlshA RREAA F 5 A& BRS A 5
L BERANA THEE 1A Aoln] ERMe BEK feBEnERAD)E A% A
i) 429 A 7S A BHFF B AHE Rolu -

ol & PUESEFA Y HRE olvl]. Schumpeters] oef FA8Int gL,

28 TS EE Y RS Pedk 22 BelA 2 iR 2es APEA e
geh & A, A4EHO e MEL —WBRNT FERE kD Asd oW ke
o W] wes] e EEAY AEE KEAZ s GES dE Aotk fiEA ®
EALEY FlE) AAS L AEMEE —HEEL S¥ERY BRERES 93 RERTA
g EEsA BFelA @k Aol WKk b EEAY FTM ATIWL F
B Jt BH ME2Ee)e HREmId S RUkdAS shastd 2 AkEP) 4
W& RAHE] W o] .

4, BBEE o R¥ERF 29 BEEKS 59 4t &7 43 E FAlste
Ash v 2 HEE) Akl T AIZE WMo FA, YT S5 o &
29 RS A A% om BEKS ARERE 55 TEAANA B AP,

A, HHAR T BB HAL AT BRGBI 7 o) o} HekA} gl
Aol BAelh. & HE BAY 4% 2 5 £ J3del fvtw 47a] 4
Zeolek weld 7] ¢ A freeriderfl@sF o= BEAY AT EHo] Furfgshcl

6. QA*MATRAES

HamkEd ol A K. Wickselld] gzl 45 Lulshzto] MRAK SR H BAY
BAAAT KETHE Fo AAEE FISol AW —5y WAL HEUBGHEIZ
BRE Alch 53] J. Buchanang K. Wicksclle] #i—#S) 4HREL 2ol Axd L
FE e RERAC] HiEd ke AT Hiks A9z 258 A4MY Hemasc
ollective choice)oll 1ol 4 Ri¥Es = Rt@ HEFEMEM (social interaction cosls)g
A BBl guEsleol o ddbm kR

J. Buchanan®] A3tfte) FtE&MREEMAN At MHe& Parctod RES HHEE:
FAgon mepl Ak RES AT BHOHIEHATES B2 S8 MR R

23) J. Burkheadt: of & fSBE% ] BuaBalol e oleln stn oluh. Ibid. p. 164.

24) A. Downs, Eine 6konomische Theorie des politischen Handelns in einer Demokratie, in: H.C.
Recktenwald (Hrsg.), Finanzpolitik, Ibid. pp. 49—63.

25) J. Schumpeter, Kapitalismus, Soziclismns und Demokratie, Bern,1950, pp.427-433.

26) K. Mackscheidt, Ibid. p. 46.

27) A. Downs, Why the Government Budget Is Too Small in a Democracy, in: E. Phelps (ed )
Pirvate Wants and Public Needs, New York, 1965. p. 78. ’
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;B2 J. Buchanan o] galwd AL FIGE ZTAANA b Bl s o] of
qeh 28 ARTRE MBEUEEL ofd £Ed g8 kEs s Ao oz FITU(self-int-
erest)el] o3 f78ystE EA Jal REDE A-E ®WFRL. =2k . Buchanand] Bt
BB a2l My Bl ¢ BEE ) =k (B4R 3 S o) 2ln HEsic).
o] $}zr-¢ J.Buchanan®] BAY #BEALE EHsIs £om REERS % (FiEne
3t (self-interest approach)e]elxm 2] 3 g},

T EAL TBAAE B £AHRTY A8 2k 259 FRS F9s s
R o8 TERE. AW Aol glol Aol F—alA Akl ddd YA E ape)
Al BEAR AR BRI Ak 1M @A BME (social rationality)e] =4d4L g
vz eb dhe] AR RES AN E 2ANEY HERZ LESI old: B
of BrEA. o]zh& HA-& MREHM] (decision costs)o.zA AFAAYL g At
B, 9 AR RRarS S BA, WML A% B 9 A4S 9% T4 Y A (strate-
gic bargaining) =+ [ KiLRIFEFE)(logrolling)& 14 B S0 2 MR hERHAS &
BHREN BHEAE L] 29 F4+E wol FIER Aok

AT Aol FEE s BHS REBADN Biamel ABTEEANA o= #Ae] &
g 5 EHAY g BAgle] A zA o] BPF KEEB (A MRELR S 2
REZ BESE 7ol SE%A (external costs)o] B4:gel. M wHEES) KERD
PREol A3oA REANEH 182 Ha HARAKS BMwes /1" Aoy wiy
AE o] 2 WA A A AFIR] G Aol = BB AR B AmEBm
ole FHAgelelr & 4 vk 1004 vk ghAFES) HiFo] gl&w Yeolx 994L U=

<@* 3> RERA X SHRA
BAs = %A
C
C4+D D
#iEA
FageE L it
e R
0 K N
#HoRFA BRA ~
rAELE

28) J. Burkhead, Ibid. P.164.
29) J. Burkhead, Ibid. pp. 163—167.
30) R. Bish, Ibid. p.37
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QL AKMES T REABS selok Foz o] A% AWEBAS /Y 29 KEE 100
Zo] =5 KRS AMEML Bolvh welA fadEd] LE} R =t 44
BRAS F45 gon & 45 vk & 50%9) KRMEe Bk E 3-$ur} 0%
A9 el Ao R dA FrEd el

AL RERE-e A—d Somiied pEasds @EAY B mEete g 4
o = MEL HAN R Tt EAL KOl Ry Eel M HEE HmEse] o

ohe [E% 3)¢ BT AMEAS RERME Jehl 3 gow AgFae HE
B MBS AMEAL RTRASE AT v fo2d URMMRS ekl Fx 30 C+
D¢} UMigel BESNA BHMEC fEd« Rilicla e,

olshg¢ . Buchanan®] ¥FS @3 mopd HEDL WAL EBMLAAS e AR
foel Fidkel 7 S nk EWEGEA L9 @BolA 2ol ohgsh 2 ltkel ek

A, REBRMIV AREA-E MALEN AEMN 4% BAREY o2 tgaR
ol ) 2het FESH Hio] fhind 24 J. Buchanand) EAEmE iLEmoR BRI
AES) BERWMEA BE, A5 —HAs fES Q-

B, RANES FEE SEADCE MBRT Aold wheby REkmsh AREme WE
o] MEET Aolth. 5 BTl o KRAE oy Bme e MiEsteh

7. ARE) A

$ell4] & A. Downs®] ##EH+:M B8] o]v J. Buchanan®] MREHRMER I =5
BAL FIELdl 7123 HHFEY EXbd 2 5509 24¢& T2 A

[A%E #E 1(Public Interest Approach)ol &ld A BFIRBIE BAK FEifol
o} Zshe) AdbiiEEEe] teER b= A. Downs, J. Buchanan ¥ K.Wicksell3fe] TF.&#9
#31 (Self-Interest Approach)& &igsta 3vh. Adtie] FFL ol @AY ARS8
KkEl 98 Aeolebr] 2obe 2tEHRAY AR F Ak Fi(public—interest)£ &
REALE Bl WEGlA RERDT HRT. oS LS MALBAOY FAEMLEE
B BEyToll wlel HIrfvel BRIk A#Ee 828 (Organic-Approach)e] ehx & 4= gl
I HBES MAY £A48249 ited Bxe 2 BiEd B g4 wbed BEAN
kool A BEE £ g BEAN KT #4e AW dobe FERH EEHTRA
et

A8H #iEe 52 Clindblom 2 G.Colmel s Fabsizm e, o] &l otd
BEAE Q BEEEE BEAN Eird a4 REs e Aolelr] v 2EREH
Fiae #EReld REAHT st oL BEY REL #HE, BN FIEEMSY BR
ol &&f o] FejAvta el G. Schmolders® BR-L #HE, TBUF, MELE BHR (@
B BFEEHS ¥ AREHR) S GEER Sl iEdcte £Rd4 ol BEES
WS D R el el A TRER BIPEI(t(reibende krafte)e] eh Higstz gl
o,

31) J. Buchanan and G. Tullock, The Calculus of Consznt: The Logical Foundations of Consii-
tutional Democracy, Ann Arbor, 1962, p.71.

32) C. Lindblom, The Policy Making Process, Prentice Hall, 1968, G. Colm. Analyse nationaler
Ziele, in: H.C. Recktenwald, Finantheorie, Kéln, 1970, pp.75—83.

33) G. Schmélders, Finanzpolitik, Berlin, 1975, pp. 86—139.
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R ERS A2 3he ol £ HAMREA ol A @iy 4B (social rationality)
o] EHY <+ vtz E£FAet WA 258 FAY £9 fﬁA%ﬁ&J(Synoptic Method)
olgfx ¥F F A+ HMMY REHEY TEEEE #fElz = S 2584 ZA A
BREs FRERA g3 28 BoRiTElS REMCE KT Aﬂﬁﬁ— A B
BiTHE A A BIEERY FEol AHEAH Jolrt ARRES REsHA tx gidm =
el ol AHMYQl Bokit#Ele] BEMeE Aafgst= g C.Lindblom-& B4, Ekft
FEE 73 a4l ERAEAA RITAHES L KLY WEte] JE BEHES BE
BEE Ft Aol REsilx vk o)) 2 EAEA EES £ KK B wzh4
[ J(incremental)e] g} =4 ¢l =}

FzA A BESARe Addil g 2429 "= TRAE B ki(marginal-changel o
Az gow K@M BLE bR @erh o) R k) TEIRMA s B
Ryol i B p9l #gifkake] A& 4 ot BRS 259 (#EE3%), (incrementalism)g}

3z B gk e #EER J1A2T B Sielsl Moo s wEd
e Aol SAeltt. F HHMK RES KA QoA o] nE HE Bl —Rdl #%
AL E FEHX G BN EAHES KA =BG EKEY HED KA R
EReh o) L BORIRESY Sk kg 182 MERAMIdisjointed)o] et stz =t
A BLE) BRkE-& NIEREEH #iEH I(disjointed incrementalismje]l <jef A=)
2 A 53 BukkEe] A WA Siktb(fragmentation)e WA FiEEECA 9

# BRE T Jde BAEELG(pluralistic society) S 2@ o Rufdesiele 2ol e}, .

IR BiEER AT BRY RES webd rhlfihE R dos Mo
5 Q& Aol T gkl Ant BRFGRE, {TBM)Y REEEL BEM ¥ H(leadership)
o] o5 glomd o] AEYL HREMo T BHEMlnE FHMN RES T 5 JE S
€ AUz Y& e F HFH ZEHE A BEEE B FIE£ES BAEY] &
#FE HKfb(maximization of agreement)st=ol B Hse] FHEY WAL Bt 9
ANA 7L oz BB BM, Rt Fxodl gl ol Fe Atz b HrdlAH HEE A
L ol BBl wedl EAN FiFd st o] FoixA g3 Bee AH#A
BN TE6 T EAWEENE X & LEM BERM KxdAd EEH I &
ER e Aoleh o] -2 FEEANKTAAY &8 vtz AHkFIZ(public interest) s
e agl e ole vl BH BRHEERA REs ek fl2d 47EKEY mik, &
B, Bp, BRERE. KFIRZ BEHRES] v old dlgkgyh

ol & HE sl AHME EAMN EiFd g kEe) 2e AEew BERH
BEe) kel Y AEEA 8 REQAGE Aol o5 MEITh oL [AAM
B BAEHEMA B4 AL FHEA g4 EFel Ry HEQd Kl 2 ik
ol Qo] EEmolL AeAelgtn & 5 Ut

8.

mr

o

%+ 1~‘f A F7A RBBEHEE HESE B0 2 HREL 4 ugvh
Zo® o EY el A= REME Wil nxh

34) F.K. Mann, Tbid. pp. 40—44.
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A#A. EAEEY GEKEA 723 FEALHERNL  Samuelson-Musgraved] #E-e 2
Steftel ol EAN REFEBS] HEH o2 Wrloto} o HAMEKE /124 oluk BA
BOREF W] HHERAA = THEEA 2ay AHHEEA Qo] frec-riderfifEs Q)
o2 REfagstel. =3 EAREFERD]l Fol2 ) sl gk ® P, Samuelsord) NEigEq2)
B o] BhEA Her BEEMBEY KA REsder & AMHBEY) —gds
- gleh ol BuafBfd g peEse

4, #tebd K. Wicksell-& 8 9§ RBRHER-S #RL 19 We—%o e
+ Parctofgist —FHEA 22k B A IEHHTHE REMOZ Talgesn 29 foxg
o2 MESE F%)e BAE 2 4361 HEL T & 459 B piElos
- FEE BT o

A, A. Downs®] MBEBER BET-S BAMNRF £hd SUlkive) 1 BHBpyols ®|
el A2 RESR G SBREY RUHES 9 Ak T2 MElS EESR
% Al don =T EAMERFE KMo S 9P AubA glom o o)
free-rider S 94 24€ 4 ¢l-& Aot

wA. J. Buchanansl G. Tullock® & @Bl FESE BHL B = Hs
o) - SHTE9RL BRG] 9@ Rl el RERA 2 ASEEY BEANE Y ma
Byol I AT RISl WEHEE Bslerl € 280l A4 oA naqa BHBE) BAE
W FEAEBEALY FEA g4t dE 15 BRMEY RER] P. Samuelsons] 7
S8} vhaybR 2 =LA iR, BRY kx4 BEREE AKMILERES 9 oo
£ £ 9k

Y4, C. Lindblom®] MARMETIS 99 EALERK] BE, WA BAEZR®Q
Ado] 29 Btk REEM-S A BEHEEME st BHRS delex 9
<+ 5 ot AR GEREIA el = 4 & BRe floumE HHMelT, AEK
Bl B EE Zog 28-S b HEd R TA4 Eddd 4+ Jd: g
e REHES THEAH #igExid Qe o & MaBauEE o 99 mtems
HHS KEYE ¢ g @9 ol o] ZEBRBEEHR BEad Mikel=. v o)&
olw] EAKEER BiEY Bt A4¥0 24 BEBEEH ) nrl: BERE
BBHEHRLz 2 e Aol o ZEs ’

Fog il old BES M EASEEN BE 9 EARHM REENERS
& BEENY SHERE FolA dEd 2EE HRMel: 55 28 EAMME A 2
FHENES FES dok KE FEBOAHE] A8MEE-S A9 A%dn ERAME
Byl 2A 1 o R WEEY SRRV USSR BmEe gled 2 fbbe]l g =28
ZE 4%Y REBHERS BEE BEY oS wRT ¢ 9 359 yyd 9%
Bl gt & 4 slek
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Some economists have tried to determine the conditions for the optimal
size of budget. The solutions given by Samuelson-Musgrave models inte-
grate the case for public goods into the theory of welfare economics.

Though their models are neat and logical in the analytical and definitional
contents, it fails to give an operational meaning, due to the difficulty in
the individual preference revelation (free-rider problem) as far as public
sector is concerned, and also unrealistic definition of social welfare function.
Even assuming the indiviudal preferences revelation possible within the
public sector, there may be a danger of discrepancy between the volume of
public goods based purely on individualistic preferences and the socially
required volume of public goods which should be based on the political,

ethical and international view point or social value system of a nation.

The alternative approachs to the optimal budget theory followed by K.
Wichsell, A. Down, and J. Buchanan and G. Tullock, are also not satis-
factory from the operational view point in reality owing to the aver-
simplifications of the real world of fiscal politics in their analytical

systems.

We come to the final solution, which is called public interest approach
or organic approach proposed by G. Colm and C. Lindblom. They seck not any
more the optimal budget theory in terms of welfare economics or Pareto-
optimality but try to explain the pragmatic budget process, which they call
“disjointed incrementalism”. The latter is successful from the operational
view point, however, deficient and unsatisfactory in analytical framework.
It follows, therefore, that the next task for the students of public finace
would be to find out an approach to the budget theory which could over-
come the constraints involved in individualistic welfare maximization app-
roachs and at the same time analytical deficincies in organic approach.



