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The Marginal Willingness-to-pay of Star Public Elementary
and Junior High School Districtsin Taipei City

*

Sue-Jing Lin*
2000 2002
(hedonic price method)
(marginal willingness-to-pay)
73.98 ( 2.24 ) 60.54 (
1.83 ) 26.10 ( 0.79 )
47.88 13.44 ( 1.45 0.41 )
ABSTRACT

One of the most important decisions for parentsis to choose a better school for children of nine-year
compulsory education, especialy. In fact, jumping over the school districtsis a universal phenomenon in
Taipel city. Therefore, purchasing a"star" public school district is a direct way to solve this problem. In this
paper, we apply hedonic price method to estimate the margina willingness-to-pay of the star public elementary
and junior high school districtsin Taipei City using the data set of Real Estate Transaction from Land
Department and Education Statistics from Education Department, Taipei City Government since 2000 to
2002. Wefind that entrance into the star public elementary and junior high schools has higher threshold and
houses in the star public school districtswill cost morein Taipei City indeed. Households are willing to pay
significant premium price for houses located within star public school districts. Comparing with the general
public school district, the marginal willingness-to-pay of both star public elementary and junior high school
districtsis NT$739.8 thousand (NT$22.4 thousand per ping). The star public e ementary district only and the star
public junior high school district only are NT$605.4 thousand and NT$261.0 thousand (NT$18.3 thousand per
ping and NT$7.90 thousand per ping), respectively. In addition, if the house with star public elementary district or
star public junior high school district, then the increment of purchasing the other additionally is NT$478.8
thousand and NT$134.4 thousand (NT$14.5 thousand per ping and NT$4.1 thousand per ping), respectively.
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(LHP) (LTOTAL)
t-value t-value
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2000 2002 %
2002 2001 2000 2002 2001 2000
7.89 7.92 7.97 6.19 6.44 270
9.21 9.26 9.32 6.57 5.19 7.23
12.27 12.34 12.36 6.88 6.31 5.14
9.06 9.04 8.95 4.25 6.00 8.52
6.45 6.48 6.51 5.18 431 9.06
4.83 4.84 4.84 4.02 4.94 3.45
7.83 7.85 7.91 3.87 2.69 4.94
9.76 9.72 9.66 10.44 11.38 11.43
411 411 4.09 6.96 6.56 5.54
9.39 9.30 9.25 12.68 9.19 771
10.26 10.28 10.30 14.85 21.13 17.85
8.94 8.88 8.83 18.10 15.88 16.43
() 906,988 894,763 888,560 1,293 1,600 1,479
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