25 2011F% 24 ECONOM IC REVIEEW Na 2 2011

5E% HFRE

Jm 5] BUF 18] 34k, 3k = 50 SHAT BLIKER T A £ & BT & —4F, BUR 1) 3 —
BN Fon AT IS BT LA E A S AT FE HACE F AT LM 5, IL
3 S F AT AR AR A SR BB E S WA R T R A G SEF AR RE T T 2091k IR
FoF B B E K EIN A K G ST AF R AT F1E FE 3B ARG AT S Uk, A LR ILE
I 2 shide 5 432009 BT AL B R AR T BLCE 3L i00Y AT B9k, B B K AHS B
WCSE 4 3 R AT AR GG 5 A GBNCE F 328 R AT £ F AL

X F AT AL S AR 69 % e R AT AT ST 4 B RTRIR AT IS ST F AL A AeA) 6 RS vh

A B ST S5 43T AE AR a9 H sk b R ANH IRT X APSE S09 R PT A

C BBCEF M SEF HTHRE B ARAE

I BLE LAR BFSF R MBI I, WRB %A 250014 T 12 A maentad®@ 163 can; ¥ R B, LA LFF R IH FTHEE
(%, BF B 4R #: 250014

AL B BRAALEFT FAE KRB LERF EMEEER AL (B % 5 10CIY 071) L& 4425 A% 58
FE R BRTEFAL” CGRB % 5 09DJCI0S)A Bl R A0 A 7 FF A5 F AL B A 4« BUF H 4@ Sk st 3R ar
27 (T8 % 5: BS2010SF033) 49 % 3

152



, T iebout( 1956) , Tebout
“ 7 , , Oates (1972) Zodrow
M ieszkow ski( 1986) W ilson(1986) W ildasin(1998) W ilson W idasin(2004) Britlhart  Jametti( 2006)
T ebout ,
Zodrow M ieszkow ski( 1986)
) Z-M )
Boadvay Keen(1996) Keen Kotsogiannis(2004) Devereux  (2007) Emesto  Christian
(2007) ,

, “ » O akland( 1987)

B

Calthrop  Proost( 1998)

Mercer  Douglas( 1972)

European Canm ission (2001)

153



2 ’

, Wasmer  Fisher(2002)

O’Hagan  Jennings(2003) ,
Brito Oakland(1980) Bums W alsh(1981) Fraser
(1996) Cremer  Laffont(2003) ,

?

, Bemd M arco( 2004)

B B ?

, , ; ( 1)
; ( ) (
) 2 2 2
) ( )
, , — G4 , — G35
) E— G45 , — G55 @ i
(Trans European T ransportN etv orks) — G2
— G3
9
ERA
BHEAT| HEEA | #EB | HREA iR AT BByl A7
| W@ s | soriBAT
KB
1
() (Serial Toll Canpetition)

ORAEE 412 2005 F 83 (RS EABRAXN, L 252 BB RAL %5 T, BRSGRARGHTRA 142 2
{aAe 4454k, P, AHAHE AR 124 B AFE R 2454, £ PUERN F8, MENIBE WT ERIARER A RLEER R
B 4faHm5

154



Levmnson( 2000) ,

Vethoef Rouwendal( 2003) ,

2 B

, De Borger Dunkerley  Proost( 2009)

2

“ (Double
M arginalisatbn) ” , , De Borger

Dunkerley  Proost , )

() (Parallel Toll C anpetiton)

«

, (Race to the Bottam) ” ,
(Braid 1996 Lu and M cDonald 1998) , ,
Snall  Yan(2001) Vethoef  Small( 2004)

2 2

Verhoef Nikanp R etve d( 1996)

) B

Palma L indsey(2000)

B

Bpmer( 1996)

) B

, , D e Borger Courcelleand

Swysen(2004)

, De Borger Pwostand ~ Dender( 2004)

) B

155



2 2

De Borger O chelen Proost  Swysen( 1998) P roost
Sen( 2003 2006) De Borger Ochelen Pwost  Swysen

B

Proost  Sen(2003)

? B

De Borger  Proost( 2004)

ONIZR AR 74 - REABEY AZERT, PREUF RTBIRRATF —FARTH, 5 —FARMA, &
IREE AL ARIEARFH AT SR A FA T M RKITH, AT H X —8 S A T A @i Rk ey iy 2 ok 5
Aa Fey R, mEXTh FEMRE ME2A Am T HRARE

156



(3)

(4
( )
, 1 De Borger Proost
(2004) () () w
( ) ( )
, @
1 ( )
g | PR SO B AR A2 4 | RHEJB RAT AT 60 T A A skt | AR B R
‘ = 5 EERY L 415 R AE I A A2 %
o . o & LR FLGE £, Bl AR | FFAR T B o AL ) AR | b AL SO K
Rk sy | - . i
BLE KB R s EA A S HBALE NN 3 A HTAIATe RS
L . WAL B L BT RISF AE —| ‘ EEREWGE T R
b Q =3 74 I 2 = 2 _&}‘%‘; V2
18] B o1 BLAL ST & P - FEFR Fo e, 77 ARAL AR i B Jo
X . H Sk ﬂ.;rzl:\Ak b4 3+ ‘; 9 iy o
GaEME LTS | AR RN ARG E | DR S BRI ERE | e ra
L . WL bk e, PP M A B | HAodk mhi% R 4R T A A1k BR W e
; & b i AN L& e
R S O O e 82 EARARELR
e e d EHAERE, DR R BRI L | o T 2 T B 2 i # 5
E: RO EE:: B o 40 0. M ) SFyk A 95 % 64 A8 I %R [y

: De Boger% (2004)

OD evereux 5 (2007 )FA# ) AL AL SN 300 Fo i) BN IP SRPELAR A B BMCE F Ao @ BT S AT F, KATRA WK
ShEE S MBOE £ 5 R, Bt Sh AR B EF F R, AR E L L E S FR

@D ahlby( 1996)FFHLH St 3R B B 3EAR @ AOISh 30 18] 32AR &) LA ST B0t Ao 1) B ALAC ST 30 JH I B W
ALALIE ARt K A AL 5 A2 AR AL AR X ST B R AT AR AZ G LT, ) AR 1) BT R M R A R Rl AR ] a9 AL AR A b
MF i SC b A, A AP IR 3R A 3 A AL (KT ) FeALk (K ) E

157



“ (R ace to the Top)”

1. Bemd H., and R. M arca 2004 “ Tax Can petition Excludable Public Goods and U ser Charges ” International Tax and Public
Finance 16(3): 321- 336

2 Besky Tmohy J, and Harvey S Rosen 1998 “Vertical Extemalities in Tax Seitng Evience fran Gasoline and C igarettes ”
Joumal of Public E conanics 70 (3): 383— 398

3 Bpmer Thomas 1996 “ Any Need for Coord natbn of Poliies towands T mnsit Traffic with a Negative Local Extemality?”
Environm ental and R esource E conomics 8(2): 221- 245

4. Boadway R., and M. Keen 1996 “ E fliciency and theOptmmalD irection of Federal StateT ransfers ” Intemational T ax and Public
Finance 3(2): 137- 155

5. Braid R. 1996 “ Peak— bad Pricing of a Transportation Route with an Unpriced Substitute 7 Journal of Urban E conomics 40( 2):
179- 197

6 Brig D. L, andW. H. O ak hnd 1980 “ On theMonopolistic Provision of Excludable Public Goods ” Am erican E conom ic R eviav, 70
(4): 691- 704

7. Bitt hart M., andM. Jametti 2006 “V ertical versusH orizontal Tax Extemalities An EmpiricalTest 7 Journal of Public E conom ics
90( 10— 11): 2927- 2062

& Burns M. E , and C. W alsh 1981 “M arket Provisbn of Price— exclidable Publc Goods A General Analysk 7 The Journal of
Political Econany, 89(1): 166— 191

9 Calhrop E, and S Pwost 1998 “ Road Trmansport Externaliies Intemction beween Theory and Empirical Research ”
Environm ental and R esource E conomics 11(3— 4): 335- 348

10 Cran ey Heluth and Jean— Jacques Laffont 2003 “ Pub lic Goods with Costly A ccess ” Joumal of P ublic E conom ics 87(9- 10):

1985- 2012
1L Dah by B 1996 “ Fiscal Externalities and the Design of Intergovemmental Grants ” International Tax and Public Finance 3( 3):
397- 412

158



12 Dahby B, and S Wilson 2003 “Vertical F scal Externalities n a Federtion ” Journal of Public E conomics 87(5- 6): 917—
930

13 De Borger B, and S Pwost 2004 “ Vertical and H orzontalTax Can petiton i the Transport Sector ” R  lets et Persectives de la vie
E conm ique 43(4): 45— 64

14 De Borger B, C. Courcellg and D. Svysen 2004 “Optmal Pricng of T ransport Externalities n an International Enviromm ent
Emprical Evidence Based on aNum erical Optin isation M odel ” Reg bnal Science and Urban E conom ics 34( 2): 163— 201

15 De Borget B., F. Dunkerley and S Prwost 2009 “ Capacity Cost Stucture W elfare and Cost Recovery AreT ransport Infrastuctures w ith
H ©h Fixed Costs aH andicaff” Transp oriation R esaardh Part B M ethodological E lsevier, 43(5): 506— 521

16 De Borger B., S Ochelen S Proost and D. Swysen 198 “ Regional and F ederal Interests in T ransport and Env iorment Policy— making The
Case of Bekim 7 In Climate Change Trang ort and Enwironn ental policy ed S Proost and J Braden 221 - 243 Che lenhan Edgar E kar

17. De Boiger B., S Pwostand and K. Van Dender 2004 “ Congeston and Tax Con petition on a Parallel Netvoik ” D iscusson Paper
2004- 003, Un wersity of Antw elp

18 DePalna A., andR. Lindsey 2000 “ Private Toll Roads Can petition under V arious Ownership Regimes ” Annals of Regional
Science 34(1): 13- 35

19 Devereux M. P., et al 2007 “H orizontal and Vertical Indirect Tax Canpetitiox Theory and Some Evience from the USA.”
Journal of Public Econan ics, 91(3- 4): 451- 479,

20 Ernestg C., and V. Christan 2007. “Horrontal and Vertical Tax Extemalities n aM u lticountry W orll ” Bonn Econ D scuss bn
Papers 8

21. Euwpean Comm ssbn 2001 White Paper: Eurpean Transp ort Policy for 201¢ Tine toD ecide Luxenbourg

22 Fraser C. D. 1996 “ On the Proviion of Exclidable PublicGoods ” Journal of Public E conomics 60( 1): 111- 130

23 Kanbur A., and M. Keen 1993 “ Jeux Sans Frontéres Tax Competiton and Tax Coord nation W hen Countries D iffer in Size ”
Am erican E conom ic R eview, 83(4): 877- 892

24 Keen, M. J, and C Kotsogiann s 2004 “ Tax Canpetiion n Federations and the W elfare Consequences of D ecentralization ” Journal of
Urban E conan ics 56( 3): 397- 407

25 Levinson, David M. 2000 “ Revenue Choice on a SernlN ework ” Joumal of Transport E conom ics and P olicy, 34('1): 69— 98

26 Liy L., and J] EM dDonald 1998 “ Efficient Congestion Tolls n the Presence of Unpriced Congeston A Peak and O fi- peak
Smulatbon M odel ” Joumal of Urban Econan ics 44(3): 352- 366

27 M erces Lloyd J, andW. DoughsM organ 1972 “ IntemalFunds and Auom ob ile Industry Investment An Evaluation of the Selizer
Hypothesis 7 The Journal of E conom icH istory, 32(3): 682— 690.

28 Mintz J, and H. Tukens 1986 “ Commodity Taxation Canpetiton betveen M ember States of a Federaton Equilbrum and
Efficiency ” Journal of Public Econan ics 29(2): 173- 197

29 O ak hnd W. H. 1987 “ Theory of Public Goods ” In Handbook of Public Econanics ed A. ] Auebach and M. Feldstein, 485 -
536 Amsterdam: North— Holland

30 O ates W. E. 1972 Fiscal Federalism, 132— 143 New York H arcourtBmace Jovanovich

3. O’Hagan J, andM. J Jennings 2003 “ Public Boadcasting n Europe Ratbnale L icence Fee and O ther Issues
Culwral Econan ics 27(1): 31- 56

32 Pwost S, and A. Sen 2003 “ Imp km entation of Pricing Policies w ih Two Govemm ent Levels ” Center for Economic Studies

»

Journal of

Catholic Un wversity Leuven D kcuss bn Paper ETE .

33 Pwost S, and A. Sen 2006 “ Uiban Transport Prichg Refom with Two Levels of Govemment A Case Study of Bussek ”
TransportP olicy, 13(2): 127—- 139,

34 Small K., and J Yan 2001 “The Value of* Valie Pricing of Roads Second Best Pricing Andprwoduct D ifferentiaton ” Joumal
of Urban E conom ics, 49(2): 310- 336

35 Tiebout CM. 1956 “ A PureTheory of Local Expenditures ” Journal of Political E conomy, 64(5): 416- 424

36 Vethoef E, and ] Rouwendal 2003 “ Pricing, Capacity Choice and F nancing in Transportation Newotks ” T inbergen Instiuite
Discussion Paper TI2003- 027/3

37. Vethoef E, and K Small 2004 “ Product D ifferentiaton on Roads Second - best Congestion Pricing with H eterogeneily under
Public and Private Ownership ” Joumal of Transp ort E conom ics and P olicy, 38 (2): 127- 156

38 Vethoef E, P. Nijkamp and P R iewveld 1996 “ Second— best Congestion Pricing The Case of an Untolled A lternative ” Joumal
of Urban Econan ics 40 (3): 279- 302

39. W assmer R.W. , and R. C Fisher 2002 “ Interstate Varation in the Use of Fees to Fund K - 12 Public Educaton ” E conom ics of
Education R evenue 21( 1): 87— 100

40 W idasn D. 1998 “ Factor M obility and Redistrbutive Policy Local and International Perspectves ” In Public Finance in a
Changing World ed P. B. Sorensen 151- 192 Londonrr M adVl illan Press

4L W ikon J D 1986 “A Theoty of Interregbnal Tax Competiton ” Jowrnal of Urban E conanics 19(3): 296- 315.

159



42 W ikon J D, andD. E W idasin 2004 “ Capital Tax Competitbrr Bane or Boort ” Journal of Public Econan ics 88( 6): 1065-
1091

43, Zodrow, George R., and PeterM ieszkovski 1986 “ P igou T ebout Pwoperty Taxation and the Under— Pwvison of Local Public
Goods ” Joumal of Urban Econan ics 19( 3): 356— 370

A Foreign L iterature R eview on Toll Can petition Theory in the Traffic Networks

Ma Entao’ and FeiZhenguo2

(L Fmnance School of Shandong E conam ic Un iversity

2 Business Adm nistration School of Shandong E conan ic Un versity)
Abstract As ther is tax canpetition anong different governments when tey pay for the public goods through tax there is
intergovernm ent toll can petition when it is quasi— public fnancing way Rehtie to the large num ber of literatures on tax competition,
the research literature on bll copetition & scare But hem ethods on tax can petitbn study provide an mportantbasis and means br oll
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