AAW A7k E AR

b

Sample Selectivity and Homeownership Disparities by Place of Birth

Tor

o

o
oH
X

o
_‘“Oﬁl
,ﬂl
FO

gt
Ho
=
Tor

o

C
B

oH

al

A7 &, E4

¥ T Qo

A&

S B

II.

3 S A7 A

p—

0
GiE

BX
I

R

V.

o
m

2. A7}

(KRF-2001-041-C00403).



il

°
pad

- AE

Tor

Tor

ool 2y

3], 1992; Kim, 1997).

-

Al
1.

ke
o/

R4

ERE

EF 5t T

S AN A E

Ok 3]

F2 e

%

&

(GRP, 4t

s v A

5

= o) gt

A
=

TAHoE

=

=

)

[€)

9] A}7} 2~ (homeownership)

-
it

A, GINIA %
o wAA A

]
H

ox

H

—_
o

bz
ojy

ol AF7|3E

W) 5wt}
A4 8

1

3
=]

[e)

L

s

=

Z}o
T

[e)

=

akar it

5

EER

7o Aot A2 A7

S B

(Lee and Myers, 2003; Lee et al., 2000; Myers et al., 1998)

II.

NH

o

=
T

SER

1990 A=

Hd Tt eF o] -7 (2001)+=

Fal Atk 3

args

Aoz

%

N
il

o] A9 oF 32% = 9-10% A =9 #Fol7} &4

7A7-9)

—_
o

=R

o] -2} WA 8] (2002a)



of =gkel s el o]+ (2001)8 Aok 2 ook w4d 3 (2002a)9]

= 1980-2000d Fete] A71E AT ATEE Mol FAFER A GAR]

Hup Qs At & ¢ vk olEe 24 A= apAdarek ol A (2001)¢] At

S} A 2 Qg IgEA AT Aolim AREEo]l oA dWE=
1=

Fohs AR o F AQl whw, Gt AFele] Aol B Ay A9 =
Foll e Al g AR vehwy 2y o dapmste] oF 49
of AR E= e o3 Aom FEI] fsiME A W FARS, HA
P, Z2Efal AF7IE S 22 FawdEe] £ ook SRt oj5 9] A=
| kil

o149 WA 200209 B THE A= AeH o] AT BAA
FAGE Aolg FAUER BASNAG. oL Al AT TRENY
FAUE FE0] G MEE e AGHM6] W A et guHos @
obat FA BN AT Qi AL WAHAG. AW o] AP A e
Tob A E AALARS BAZ A8 FARE B FLWAA 253 o
F7)70e] WAL AEEA 23 AT ek
Fag a3 3 2 2AS HEsY A8 2w AAH Koo
e F du. AT AT F BR 28 ATHE 298 BAGTHY,

i b B |
A5 FAAA, aEa AR FYHAE A Y AT A TR

= 1 223 AAZ 22 ot (Megholughe and Linnerman, 1993). &x] A7)
AR o] A W3 A= Uy, uEa Aike] =
Ell

1980-200040 Abole] qgx ool ZaA el A2 o] FA GG A7) A7 &g
e Aol 19809 uEAl A¢ oA ATbulge 2296 o), TE Ao
22 H ol FAY A4S Asbulge] o 13%E 6-10% A=) Aolh e,
19006l = A4 H2 o] F AL BE Ao 24 A2 ouxe] Aeut A7)

| A (consumption) =AY DA ARE 7pA 3 91, AAZH 4L FHle
S 7HA2 dtKlee et al., 2001).

2) =olo] WA i) Ao T F7F AL AT oS T T BN T ol A P

1) :rLbLz-l Jrg_o 1o ZE ZEJJ‘/] 2H
F2H4 (investment) =3} A



N

il
N

,.meo
o

an!

o
ﬁo

34

T

1=

aFA W 2000

A WERSETL

ol AuTE e At vhebyeh

3

-
1.

dojA 7)Ee] Aot

o

of gt e 1y

Y ATE

i3

bok me

3
T

17 =

1990

T}

4

d] o]
A AL e A (selectivity)

-
1.

A2 o] FAME A3 #A8)

]

FA SRk

G

Il

=z

KeN
=

il

Ao Az 1ol

l‘ﬁ:

wha],

3t

ol 7}

Al

K

A7)

N
P

offy

0

i

4

-

3

b

=H

=
=

o] A (Lee and Zhee, 2001; Lee and Roseman, 1999). <

15
[E]

71k 7}

A 2

e

o,
j= ]

3
T

1 o)

A

KeX
=

oo} ol Exte] MelA

—
o

ox

H

—
o

Jmo

ojy
s

X

o

ol
—_—

2-1> AeA 9 FH olFAke] FAA A AT & 7E)

<

2000

1990

1980

%

%

%

7.17
8.38
3.13
8.95
8.33
0.00

68
75
41

15.08
9.85
6.84

10.76
9.68

78.57

151
146
21
89
11
421

15.91
14.49
11.54
80.00
16.28

22.13
13.41

212
201
42
139
3

8
605

T R N I
B0 iof 7o o T AT

194 7.57

11.50

. 1980-2000.

g

b

A

K

—_—

0

3
N

3 sl A7

}Hl (bivariate probit)

il

°f



A &

-
1.

o}
5

)

—
o

-
1.

oA & it

==
-

19]c]

1

A 7 o]t} (Maddala, 1983).
A

==
&

olA A7kek A7ke] ol

o

ofpy

B
pH

U
oln

o}

iod
__io

o)
o

-
1.

A
(4)

=

=

= (yz2v xz2)

q 0
F3% Al 9 correlation

0
3k ASAAA A, B
2)
3)
b,

<]

=
=

-
1

(bivariate normal distribution)
o,

2 799
At

(bivariate normal cumulative distribution function)©]il

A
X

DH[B 1 X ,B 3 X 5, 0]
o Z[B, le'ly_B, 2Xz2’_p]

BN
T

Ngzo) o
ihs

-1

0) =

b e el
W 2 B

-

1.

o)

o)1
T 1.
=

ol A

0—‘—"3—0
3 ol A

2o} Ak

D Prob( v =1, v

B e}
T

7kel FIEA] A E o]
0 @ Prob(» =1, 5 p

ept,

of #

sl

S
™

1

=
=

3t

1L if U >0
0, 71
0, 71E

T

st 5

1’ Vi
1’ Vi

i1~

i1~

Uy=B" ;X tey
(unconditional probability)

vp= 1, 1f U x>0

Ya
y

9= (univariate normal cumulative distribution function)#}al
v

Ak a#Y o] s R
coefficient)

=

=



y 1'120 © Prob( y 1'120) = O[- B,Xﬂ]

23 (4o &3 1= 8(log-likelihood function) &= the-3 #th

Z In®,[B,'X 4,8, X 5, 0]+ Z In®,[B'X 4, — By X p,pl+ 2 md[-B,"X ]
y;=Ly,=1 y; = ,yz=0 Yi=y

(5)
A7IA A B)E FI =EE B, B, p HASE AFE Rt

Maddala(1983) %= 27} A& mao]| Aol werdte] thak HABAZ e p 3t

o] BAACR fHouEd A

probit)e] AlEE EAHLFE

gpelat ol gzl At

A AR &S FYRI= A

AUt AW wE ol E Agshe vl AE AAAE] MRENS

ot 54 a9 IxE A o] 7hsdk & Al 7] W (decomposition method)©] &
5 " o] th(Blinder, 1973; Oxaca, 1973). A 7| WS o]W AL =] 2] E24o] 3l
A, AN A3 Yede v QA b9 54 A(estimated value) o] th g ;‘<}O]7}

oWl Ao g3 AQIVIE oli=dH 2ol F83F BAy|How AR A
s Aol A el Fzte] deAAtel] wE AHEA mE AT AolE j}‘l}ﬁ}—‘ﬁtﬂ
ol Alg¥E 7| Mol (Heckman, 1998; Jackson & Lindley, 1989; Wachter &
Megbolughbe, 1992). &4 4¢] F9o E$ 71938 A7std th&a 7o)

) 2% S (reference group)o A FAEHE EAHI AFAR|Re] FAAE

E(Y)= Y'= X'Bp'2 Az, vl (contrast group)® FAAE

E(Y)= Y'= X'p2 Asta. o w “wtek nlumgghe] thzgiwte] 43stol
A AT o] 2= & A o R R 7+ Fehe] FAA =
E(Yh= V'= Xp'2 389 olHd AuE 24 54 A A me g A
©3kel ol vhedt #o] il W o] BA ofs) dAEEHE EAdEd
(endowment effect) 9} E 3ol o3 AWd 4 gl IAE Hresidual effect) =2 1}

s T A,
E(Y")—-E(Y)

(E(Y")— E(Y"} + (E(Y")~ E(Y9)} ®

(Y- Yh+ (V"= 79

of W 4 () Aot el E4el ds Husle SYnebs a1}
Aoy,

i B (Y- 7= (X' - X9 (7)

Ji



(8)

of h

-
it

4 e

79 A A (human capital)oll ]

=
=

5.3}

Fol(iLd oA &

Z

i3

=1
=

i

I 4= 21t} (Blinder, 1973;

Oxaca, 1973).

p—

<
£

BX
I

ojy

P

%

1980 7 1990 Q1AM 2 2

A =

_?4

b -

°©

b ek

°©

F=x

ofe] MaAATE

70 ¢

i
A= AF Ao =a1

)=]

—_—

o}

b

2

o] A%, 2001; o]Ad-$-714 8] 2002a; 2002b).
Al

A
JJJ

4 o]

-

1.

o

&

AZF vk Ly & AgrellA =

il

°
pad

il

B

}\o],

AN o)A 2

ol A Ap7ba el o

Tor

B

o=
=
o o

1.

OX]

=

o A<=

==
=

AP

-

1.

A7} = Becker, 1993; ch. 3)
o

1

T
=

=

Zwele 59 A AFA

o
o

—



<E 4-1> WA
EI| W& v 3
Ea el
OWN Z7H=1), Z7H=0)
MIG °]%E (=1), "l o] 5 (=0)
Sl

A-3kA <l
ACl 19-25 | OWN/MIG
AC2 26-354) (reference group)
AC3 36-45 A
AC4 46-55 A
ACH 56-65 A
ACH 664 o] 3
GENDER HAk(=1), oxH=0) OWN/MIG
MARRY | ul-2H(=1), 71EH=0) OWN
MARRY1 ] MIG
MARRY?2 -9 AF
MARRY3 o] & /\]'tﬂ
SIZE1 7}€ —r 1-28  (reference group) OWN/MIG
SIZE2 V75 3-4
SIZE3 7+ OJT 5rg o]
WORKER ZV s A 298 0 (=1), 19 €13 (=0) OWN/MIG

AF3] -7 A el
SCH1 ZZ0]8} (reference group) MIG
SCH2 A=
SCH3 A=
SCH4 o sle] 4
SC1 Z0]&}l (reference group) OWN
SC2 AEg =
SC3 &
SC4 g skl o]

- THLE F AT, 2890 gle

RANK 4 (-1), 71EH(-0) OWN
STATUS1 TAYe T A F MIG
STATUS2 l%‘d o] gl AAdd
STATUS3 w571E FAAE, de, B 224
STATUS4 -“FX-I] (reference group)
JOB1 A2 OWN
JOB2 Bl Tz] o] q ,] X] Z
JOB3 T4, 48 =5 X] (reference group)

A
LOCATE1 FZT, T, E2T (reference group) OWN
LOCATE?2 FUET, HE? =2, JJ'X]?'
LOCATE3 AEF, BET, E5T, =97
LOCATE4 o} A %ﬁ }‘1 g7
LOCATES AR 37‘ TEF 23T
LOCATE6 #Aef, deEF, T
LOCATE7Y T, 7‘% 5:?
LOCATES T, BT

w4 A
19801, 1990 &A1 A9 QFolsEda} HFAYEYELS <HF 5-1>3 <
E 52> AAE vk HAFPel hEk EFolA = It o R ALEEE U



ﬂ%oTOfo
OiﬁOHﬂl\Luw
ﬂ.l.“dﬂ_ﬂ,muﬂ] =
ﬂA&W‘NL ™~ o»%mﬁao
e M Pl ofp Ao qw o
;zﬂo@ﬁ ﬂthmMﬂﬁ%
ﬁ%z@ﬁ/% Exﬁlo s mwrfr
(- = P E;.Eoﬂoaf st o
Mook ® w o = ) L 22 o
= L " R o = W o B 5w g E =
Mofﬁo G ﬂ).7m4£§ﬂ@mg%§ﬂ s W T T
o w oo ™ w % = i AK e = o o 0 X Ao o 0
M..‘o A 1_.9%%1” ﬂu,.mlAme ,]Eo & wmm J.T BN
eﬁamﬂm_ovﬂ éloao_fﬂ ngEmol %ﬂw_ Voﬂﬁﬂik
ﬂu%%ovoT A]fgog,mg HoﬂuwMW maﬂo »ztxﬂrm\ul}ﬂum_ioT
ﬁa%lﬂ%ﬁo umgo).aﬂgoﬂﬂﬂ.@mww Wwwﬂﬁﬂrﬂyﬂ%w_ﬁo
11_| —_ \n/]] _
) B oo E@o%<07@ WRRE &ﬂaeﬁamggﬂﬂ%g
g g e ﬂar?l%ﬁ. _g}dRs %E;% me ax
= }ﬂb wnl1 sﬂril%mA = = o RO
= JOL. o T % M 0 s o = A% ol B = o7 ) \4) . X° i g N do = = Mo
ERﬂr. % ]%%m ﬂafﬂ}7 e(m EHéLﬁr%}ﬂ 3
m_uo(\ . Oﬁ O,DJTOW 7&!@?1 &) (o ra N ]_l
ﬂ%ﬂri (% ?M@)ulime(LlS _:SoWﬁﬂ.Eﬁ/ 3
£ : = oy = N ,LoYozﬂr7( s AT %ﬂ.wu
B W R T T o oy S Yo g M o} B MO8 wm = T =3 ]
S xr 1%13% HﬂoA 4 = ﬂs_fxﬂdﬂdlﬁ
wog W T ° 17@Mﬁynﬂ} K R HUrgoaH_f
il T O# A ,Ih/l ,DrL N A nmE m KDL EO &) L N = ﬂ__w S ,Ul ,Ul Eﬁ ,ﬂl = e T_ E
Cli~e = M Jma ﬂﬁum B & M _wm_ - umﬁw ol W = ol A% A T = > T o o
Hﬁ:o# 47@%“%% myﬂ.mowu? Hﬂal%aﬂ%kawﬁw?ﬂ
T WO 2 N o B E P ﬂaufoo?Ulo c
T T {ﬂs% ﬁiix?}% &) ar D o
o ﬂﬂﬂom@#M% o in Hiho%@ Egﬂﬂ%%
El 5 L w1md ,750E7 S #%A@Ei
11%@. olﬂxCa%Hg > Sgc_ﬁ JTﬁth.wﬂ
Edu.»lﬂr fd)1A G - T = o (ﬁ@%x@%ﬂﬂ/w
g D ° ‘05 Yo(Luzuﬂr AE N A [~ R
o 5 To- Bo 5 o ™ < ﬂwdnmﬂ_ % ) g X © o 3 x 1
=Y T o g oF Moo 3 0 B} ! iy e ) < = JJJ n = e - 5 =
s < I ' b = Bo N o)/ L St pox oy K o o~ o) 9 — g
GraNs T 9 T — 5 e Y o - ot o o~ %0 ale o %O <) v Il
‘mWWWMﬂo 1__/l ‘.#,Ol\mL — © OC it WDY_EL Zo ,ul \WILJ:._H zfll.tL “DJ ﬁoﬂ/l m ﬂ
Hlooo o oF o} o ,% - M = =K ~ o) =~ m s C3GN ,UF — = o ATM a3 o e - m,o|
Laoqm %Mﬂo oﬂf@%]ﬂ&o%Aﬂaﬁf%éﬁowﬂno# R ﬂ.mi
zﬂ_;]oonme s ,aoCn_UmoulﬁooMﬂrHoﬂ ﬂmz.e ﬂﬂﬁﬂ%ER
2 SV e Jﬁﬁ%mﬁ_ﬁﬂo@&ﬂﬂt@mio;Lde
: mﬂ@_fhﬂ}%ﬁ%m _g%ﬂol%, 4 g X
1 ar.uﬂyﬂH@i/ " lgd#ﬂoﬂ%%ﬂnﬂ T
(h\ﬂw_m odloTﬂ,o,_Ewo%oﬁnuvo#%u\}. LZMMH ﬂ%ﬂw_
= F o H@mﬂﬁq%ﬂz%ﬂ ﬁorgL
tﬂr],u ]ﬂﬁ;l T91Ad %2 o 9
oov%ﬂw it or119mﬂ¢_o§%ﬂ
P E L ET Wg;a,%%ﬂeﬂ%1wv
o kWr -
ﬂ blo X0 o ol Tw B W o T ook
~ m Hlr m Pl (- NI
= W o
%@H@EﬂuB
umEonﬂ
in



1980 % 1990d thAl= TA A= el

50
o

2. A7}t

T 5-2>9|

5-1>3 <

<

S E

Aoz =&t 19804

b

S

o] o

Aoz e

i3

o)

sA4oz

F=oll Al

A E g

99.99%6¢]
1990

34

e SAA fedel sl whEka] Al (coefficient)

14 7] W €]

3|

—
o

e

143 2] 5ol

3|

o

&

iz

o
ojy

e

)

=(AC3-ACH),

e

o
ﬁo

o}

in
o}

Bttt of Aol 7l A--(GENDER) 9 A7f2H 7t

Hd at ek o] A= (200171

Ao el olE 3

ke
T

%

A 2 21 (Megbolughe and Linnerman, 1993)9]

TR 57 RS FE(SIZE2-SIZE3) A7t

il

ol A A7}

.

A

FOFA| =

9]

3}
ol

Aol A &=

l‘ﬁ:

o U

Al

K

in
ol

(1.5072) ]
Aglo] Artafol 7]

3}
ol

B Aow ey,

24

3

(0.4694)°l] W

X

=
=8

(0.7424) =}

o)

Y SAd ez

5

sl

=
=

B!
W =+

EES I IOF

2 =8y}, 7}

-
1.

AEA(JOBHY &

|

3

A7 Aol

=
==

& Ao

]

olu

o2

%74

| E

o

o]
-+

ﬁo

Z2a $£= A4S

) 22A G 29 ol

o} Z1(WORKER)

oA BAACZ Fo)Ade] ¢l

[e]
-7

2]

o

[e]
HEE

_10_



]_

ook T T RT X T T M AN R
fo T ok ® .U T W X X o TER BV o5 F R,
T oo N P LT m o TR T 2 s o2
) RO S W N & TR o ow H R
= T o ol % BN o N o oy TR R o I
° 5 Tz K S C g g B
i % N o] = s N )] M o Mor % ) o T N :
e e ] Ew#mﬁﬁ% gﬁalﬂ_iﬂﬂww
. —_— — JM-O o
s3TE3%y ydghiy  TEAfBiesid
= S R oo W R T O~
S = o o D B R B = R ¥
7ETE gl Ltﬁ —_ - T N o=
T o= < oo W = = B RN £y - T o A HPO %
X 3 O o o i o = = o il =l — X 5 LOT ™
= ® e ™ Mo W T g X ool m e X
2 AR e T oo g ° B T E e _H o ° 7
3 o) o = — T — & XD o BO
P T w e X T I B T N
\Ew;ﬂo%%pomwk ﬂﬂutx_ﬂ ﬂﬂﬂxﬂ&%lfxﬂm{
) < at .vL.E <“_H_O” HL 9.’]OJ|
ST L ERTM FawE AL I I
SRV — G q ook ® oW T o g
SehrEil s TR foprem TR
= © N0 . - Bo S - o T
ooy = MMANUWQQQ_A% r_ow.ﬂar.@%q 5
i i & wwm > o o W Mml Ll k o Mox Hﬂw_ o < B i m o
e X oo e S Moo o WP
Z\WHCJI‘QITOW\./ ‘o,ul oRr ﬂlWlMl,lroT puit <
S N o a3 9 il o Bl o wmr AN = or o n W s
ol LS R N I B L = LTy OB e
R o HM_ < ™ it o] 4K %o o o N o ol (o P
= SIS TR ) G A
e X o S o T ) W o H md -~ o ojy &
e R I LB LT T g
X T oA N e X ok B o= ol R of W OK A o
F e T EETE N o g - - T N
- oW N g o B T = WO R g PP = W g
o B o) W o £y QL M e ol @o Moo =0 £ ,m.,_, co ol o
T oo MW % oo S @ W T i = o T oW E oL T
;T%i%%iwﬁ%ﬂ_gm_ﬁ . ﬂ<ﬂoﬁ%a%%wﬁ%ﬂ
) — = _— L TC !
A drex . Txw o KB ooas DL ETEe s
X "N o 1 T Lom % F T e K o = A T
TOPOR T b RN  Now N T o TR MR T 4N UR

Aol

il

°
pad

SECIEERY
o] 2]

= 1980

11

3 Zb7) 12.94%¢F 10.94% =& Ao = eRT]

)

dat,0]/d-7-(2001) 8] A7+l A

30.6969F 32.6%-°l ¥



= 9.85% (A zFelel 76.12%) A3, Fe A
2 FAEh 1990 9] ApolE EPoA AH
AeHT @A E& Aoz YEhylth F4
H] & zho]= 5.28%9F 4.37%E UEb o, 2 AgE 3
o @AEHIF 1.31%(AA ol 2481/)1 v, g 3
0.02% (A A kol 2] 0.46%) o A= kgt

40&

L

N R =) o
AME Gl e adEAe AT Etol7t Gt S EA L Aoldl Wl A
gre AAEd od APHAE Ae v At A7ARE Puad, duge

AR, oleld A Ao AT

2 AT F2 ARE 2ok
o] z}rpv] £ O] 1980, 1990y ell&= th& X ¢ ZFAlEel vl &)
== e

[‘E
)
E] o
_Yi
>
vl
Sl
=,
o2
o
n
>
R
ri
e
N
b

= WrERS o, 2000
doll= EFAx el gaglo] B Arhgg BTk ol#Hd dYe Ao
= 8 srAelel A el 2ks] Ae)A

N
2
=
1%
lo
of\
=
i
o

S, olFd wE AYA(RHO)Y A}z B ul H&z o]F3 o|Fx9
S vlo]F Aol vlg] w2 AVERE AZdE THeAS BT ol# g AR
]

B Tl vl 58] Fdo A5 19809 19909 EF FAA #o8E A

permanent income), 74 A4, L
AW Fe WHAESe] Aol o

Il
thul S2gel sl G vl e A7 g 2 Al YA

_12_



Constant
AC1

AC3

AC4

AC5

AC6
GENDER
MARRY
MARRY2
MARRY3
SC2

SC3

SCH2
SCH3
SCH<
JOB1

JOB2
RANK
STATUS1
STATUS2
STATUS3
SIZE2
SIZE3
WORKER
LOCATE2
LOCATE3
LOCATE4
LOCATES
LOCATES6
LOCATE7?
LOCATES
RHO(1,2}
N

-2 LL

<FE 51> AR A FHZ olFAte] E41A9Y olFRy I AFHIEF, 1980
3 & 3z g
ol TRy — .ﬁ%%ggﬁ — ol E Ry — .ﬁ%%ggﬁ — o552y
Probit(bivariate)  Probit(univariate) Probit(bivariate)  Probit(univariate)

08688 ks -12741 ks -21474 L4677 sk SLTI2T s -2.2144 sk 14087
-0.0164 -0.0993 0.0471 0.1610 -0.2211 -0.1206 0.0895
-0.4570 sk 00230 ek 0.3519  *= -0.5544 sk 0.3200 == -0.0120 -0.7048
-0.7418 sk 0.8053 ek 0.5245 % -0.8835 sk 08277 sk 0.4019  #= -0.9842
-0.9280 sk 1.0920 s 07081 s -12R99 sk 0.9565 sk 0.2912 -L1172
-1.0297 sk 18083 s 16860 sk -1.8609 sk 15911 sk 0.7727  #= -1.8010
-0.3208 sk -0.1487 -0.4837 sk -0.2450 = -0.0045 -0.1889 -0.2462

0.1336 0.2700 0.0842 0.0894
-0.1042 -0.2608  #= -0.1925
-0.3342 = -0.3966 sk -0.1528
05164 s 08595 sk 04252 -0.0463
0.1098 D.B088 sk 05578 s 08166 %

05116 = 0.2753 %= 0.3387

0.3635  #= -0.6872 sk 0.5123

L1326 sk 0.2794  #xx 0.2376

0.1023 0.1480 03081 == 0.3833
0.1333 0.1199 0.0333 -0.0268
0.1651 -0.0467 04220 sk 0.0044

-0.2978 = -0.5682 sk -0.5236

-0.8132 sk -L1313 ke -1.1208

-0.3446 sk -0.3441 sk -0.3292

-0.2081 = 00955 ek 07271 = 0.0404 0.3676 s 04545 -0.1930

-0.3901 sk 1.0836 s 1242 sk -0.3041 sk 09952 sk LOGIS sk -0.5£26

0.0253 -0.1010 -0.2023 -0.2246  #%# 02952 sk 0.2152  #= -0.0991

0.0536 0.0351 0.0700 0.0779
-0.03%4 -0.184 02870 0.3430 =
0.2611 0.3839 0.3497 == 0.£773  #=
0.2484 0.3109 03652 == 0.4641  #=
0.2522 0.3380 03079 = 0.3651 =
04211 == 0.5762  #= 0.3801 0.5260
04958 % 0.6265  #= 05691 sk 07188 %

-0.8071 sk -0.7628 sk -0.8072
2152 958 3497 1,49 2427
3018 1,013 4235 1,181 2,163

0.3351 0.2378

Max-rescaled R-Square

= p<.10,

% p<05,

wxx P 0L
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<3 5-2> A gAY FHE o] Fxe E41AAY ol R AR FIEE, 1990
s o s
EEEE __BPAYEE o523 __BPAYEE I523
Probit(bivariate) Probit(univariate) Probit(bivariate) Probit(univariate)

Constant 0.4350 = -1.6299 -24BB3 sk 0.9767  #xx -26797  wx -2.8010 sk 0.8120
ACl -0.0440 -0.2420 -0.2427 0.1717 -0.1230 -0.0777 0.1323
AC3 -0.2208 sk 05848 skekk 05736  #%x 04226 %= 04453 == 0.3656  *= -0.5169
AC4 -05105 sk 08849 sokke 0.7476 %= -0.6989 sk 08833 sk 0.7528 %% -0.9801
AC5 -0.8231 sk 12751 sk 0.9841 %% -1.2322 s 13003 sk LOBI3 sk -1.0563
AC6 -0.6755 sk 14608 s 13047 sk -1.2925 sk 12413 = 0.9697  wxx -1.3758
GENDER -0.1541 = -0.12680 -0.2283 -0.3115 ke -0.1380 -0.1889 -0.2809
MARRY 0.2528 0.1514 03087 = 0.3083 =
MARRY?2 -04607 sk -0.3191 sk -0.2867
MARRY3 -0.3070 = -0.4025 sk -0.2280
SC2 0.4326 08300 % 0.2715 0.2986
SC3 0.2945 0.9144 s 06523 sk 06833
SCL 0.8120 15072 sk 0.7095 == 0.7424  #=
SCH2 0.3590 s 0.1898  ##% 0.2380
SCH3 0.6744  #xx 0.2034 0.3571
SCH< L1563 sk 0.1738 04275
JOB1 0.0267 0.0803 -0.1639 -0.1590
JOB2 0.0590 0.0545 0.0057 0.0068
RANK 0.1755 -0.1219 0.1823 0.0243
STATUS1 -04715 ke -0.4038 sk -0.5515
STATUS2 -0.8680 sk -0.8721 sk -0.9923
STATUS3 -0.1597 = 0.0349 -0.1880
SIZE2 -0.2575  kwk 05159 sk 0.£793  #xx -0.2352 sk 05951 ek 0.5645 % -0.1956
SIZE3 -0.3240 sk 0.7525 ek 0.7393 %% -0.5267 sk DBI2Z sk 0.7255 % -0.5645
‘WORKER -0.0480 -0.2696 = -0.3314 = 0.225] = -0.0299 0.0108 01171
LOCATE2 0.1937 0.1905 0.6059 0.6435 =
LOCATE3 0.3099 0.3688 08595 0.9054 s
LOCATE4 0.2073 0.2446 06849 0.7252  #=
LOCATES 0.3959 0.£711 0.5267 0.5602 =
LOCATES6 0.0345 0.0435 0.3752 0.4052
LOCATE7 05172 0.6273 = 08292 08784
LOCATES 0.3674 0.£330 04632 0.£930
RHO(1,2} -0.6834 -0.2848 -0.9016
N 2573 1,001 3,608 1,482 2234
-2 LL 3233 829 4293 94 2474
Max-rescaled R-Square 0.3145 0.2329

= p<.10,

% p<05,

wxx P 0L
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Abstract

Sample Selectivity and Homeownership Disparities by Place of Birth

SeongWoo Lee- Hyung—Baek Lim

#Keywords : Homeownership, Place of Birth, Sample Selectivity, Regional Disparity

This paper concerns on the effects of lopsided regional policy and social prejudice on
homeownership disparities by household's place of birth in Seoul. The present study
utilizes micro-level census data (2% sample) to evaluate households' residential
well-being denoted by homeownership status during the period of 1980-1990.
Decomposition techniques along with sample selection model were used to provide
evidences of the home ownership disparities caused by regional policy and prejudice.
While the previous studies ignore the possibility of biased estimates of homeowenrship
disparities due to sample selectivity and length of residence, the present study adopts a
bivariate probit model that can avoid the bias of selectivity and years since arrival in
Seoul. As did in the previous studies, we found that recent migrants from Honam
provinces represent a disproportionately small percent of homeownership ratio compared
with people originated from Yeongnam and Chungcheong. The result is in general
matched with those in the previous studies in regional disparity analyses. While most of
the disparities in homeownership ratios between households from Youngnam, and
households from Honam and Chungcheong are due to the residual differences, the
proportion of residual difference is much lower for the relationship between Youngnam
and Chungcheong than that between Youngnam and Homan. The present study
summarized that place of birth showed some effects in determining whether or not

recent migrants own their home in Seoul.
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