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ARERIEIOHA AlBEHE Clt BRo AR BMRE 5 71 B3| AIBEE BhiEM2 &
ST} N gieg AR SRETER Bole| IUIE A ER W 5 AUt 3
AR 712 THER et 39 ClE HES 7|geR oiMs(ofof Bict o 22 F5sTt
F 7l o2l 71x|E RiE HFEHR O i AP AIBSE| HEltt Y B siel =
Bulnt AN 2§ ANl ok Z2uie FESueTT dRE0, DY 39 223
A Z2lR chEH(0, 1, 2, 3, )2 MEdTd FF ABE T AUt of FoMe F
2he| A7iet 8EF HisiM LRulE AFESle MUUYAL =X UHAE ABSe &
YHsez THE 2ch WA 2Ho| MAsR Aok

1. 42| e

Fele A ELE AHE] H8iM ojd BT A3e A e
de] EASr gt A4S A8 ASHo Ao & FEWUS AL
olg] ABH F/AE BEMI ol& Uwisleldn Jdo}. AF, &
A e AR E B SATAQ FE0] AHRHT AR HE
ofoll A ThFRt Fie AFH 4 RdSo] AMgEHo gtov}, 1 F
AN T AL (regression) o| Lt LAFEEA] (crosstabulation) T2 Alg
o] 7F¢ wol HA F7IE Kot AkE Azt EHEHTEE AFEol
o AT 5F9 zlojo] wel F2 AMEHE WHde & Aolrt Ve
gt

O % Bol AMHE HARMY AS AT EH-d dAE AR
AL Aert daide B dEH] AVIE 5 Utk HAEA]

il



E2dint Xy L2Y] 240 thE olsHet M8 25

&3] AHgH e A BATY =7EAM 98 3 & AE Al
AT = AR, FAld UF YA Bo] F&Ho & AX AF
siof gt 1 o]f= o] Edo] A FAo] 7hesta, ¥l of
gt7]7t 471 WEels. adex B7eta, JAEHE AT A
+ 48% A48 7HY F oW svete BEHA Yevtd, ofF 4
Zteln Bged 237t SAEthe A& btk it

o] oM Be EAH FAXE E8 AL A&-E A7
o2 HA 27089 R, § FTHHUTI d&F digolofo} Firt
€ 2ol &2 g Aol AHEE & e Y F9 shE 4
tein gtk FHAg A e Ao MEIAEA (inear re-
gression analysis) & EYHTESY EHe] IA7E AsiA FE 37t
& & k. AR L BE 79 W ER o] o} ©A] ofd
Ak 7Hg st B AY Roltk 71 S ANE wo
T & g Ad wet 37|E4o] oid tE HEG JYeR
A =ojof Gt AAZFo|m o] Aol FATI FANEY
A 293 712 gle d7E ¥& F W] "otk

Atgl#ete] e Eol, & A, AAY PP 59 F8 #4
& QIzte] AP E oldigte Fojt. Edoly JHEE AP
Ao ute} Hdwn, BwEE FYH2 HriEnh fHe AEFEE
ofell M FejetAl ATE A3 A& ARE FHE AL EE A
BEo] HE3A WA (quantitative) ©) L AEA R (continuous) ART
o] #3dthn &  gith. 53], FHULEAQ] W] WYY A
Sl metde Adso g 5 U, dEe Hert A9 (qual-
itative) JAE W FALE 493 Bk FEFATIE F A ol
7HAE A€ WFH (categorical) Y 57} vl2 Z2H ALGO
A T4 A5 & £ Aok 48 59, A9 5 AA ¥
B, 81 o, oigtel A9, FPe He FoR A o|d F4HH
Fe ZH /19, W E, £ 9 gFolu Mk Wi #E
< oot FA oM e F2 AARAY 7} HEgT £ A
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Hesois 6™ A1 Z (2000)

33t 38, AAgME AEY 7Y T2 wivjAle] A3} A
A, a2lm Aol e Adste] A%, HEAY F3 2ol 4
A2 e #ao] Azoln ulALHI A 52 YEhdTh

of 2L WFY WA o4y FHU4E ¥ U=,
&M ST} FEA (dichotomous) Q) 73-%-2) ol Z2H] (probit) £, 9
T F&uEs A T ole ME¥sd Afde ety Z=2H
(ordered probit) & A8k 294 WA A1 (Two-equation) & A3l
Halq oo} olet &7 A/l RYEE o] &% AlEER HE
o] 4L AFHESE g7 siXstertel date HHsE1 Fo

2, Z2Hl Qg B XlEe| YA Myt SAN S8

ASA A7 e ARee drdMe F5UFY FrE wet
EA719e Hdo] Hajn}, gubdoz FEHUSFTE FIHASF (inter-
val variable) @ 7-Foll& ANl Hetn, ME F&
ASe ZaH T2 22 (logiH) Rdolyt WEEA (Discriminant anal-
ysis) & AMgEHE Ho] nigAstin @ 4 ok sAR BEEA S
A% A8 EPHSE e 5oy B RS E AEE o} dte
A 2ko] 3t

zZzy mde e 2H5E57) oldA & e AFE A8 A
weigiovt 1% oA gh& Z+e 2% (Aitchison & Silvey, 19575
Mckellvey & Zavoina, 1969; Cnudd, 1971) 7Hx] &3St} o<} 7
o]l & 8% thod uhdo] SRslm gAY, o2 o W ¥
& a0 ®o] AHEH T e AL ook AW 53] AAY ¥
ofe] BA}So] YF Aoz Zay wdd s FA s dHstn AL
o o & AAB o] mdel A 43 rlstn Utk HAE
z2dzA ZzHi 23 JAASNAE FEH FHUFE A
22 238 AL OLS7F 7K e B&AD 14 (specification)
BAIE 383 f& d3=n U
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AYEAEN T 22 S ITAR 8l Y 2953 A
4 7R ¥4E d4doz FE WAY & a9 wiiy} He
38E A 2 Aot wepd F3e efuY Ho] wAstn Az
T Fol HEE QA €rh old EAEE FEE A, T4
F7F ‘dE UL olAY EE MEAR ol AE 9 ALoE
F2 ZaYloly 23 F9 WHEC] AMEHE AHo] uigzs, £
€ oldl 2AM A7 EAHo] FolQte Faslm, AP oy =
HATEY 43, & 5Pyt d4585A7) oahiselrle Al
Hoto} Fict,

FTEAFTE ot on] MFHY A o] I AlgHE MY
(nonlinear) 2 o] HAQ AEo] ulg TgHlm} 2 ojt}3) o] &
< 53 dudold At 4R W50, DY Aol F2 ALR"
o ol e Ate F2 oW A fF9 Mee §EE o
g}y =3 o]AolA S8E TAH Z2Hle FHUSETL 27 o) 4te

Y HolBM T ME ordina) HFY 3ol ALgE e, o#
TAA 22l Y9l Ax, ARl Mg HI® 58 M)
o Agsict.

TSI R e 7P, AAY X E 03 19 2
sHed, 3A e AFUE, 42271 0, ) E FojA oA
E EAT F e Al HAE o £l Hug HAHL
EE SHRFEXY 9 @oll= 738t Yo d&X7) 0, 1)9 34
Well FAXA 3] AT PHE AHesle e mdE APAIE
Aot} o] HE FHAFAM 71 Hag d& A ¥ sxE 1A
T AE XiFE 03 1 Alole] MM Y JHsd g 2#E B
AgA7e Aotk AR ¥ 8-EW4 (Cumulative Probability Func-
tion) & AHg3oF 1, Xioll oja) A= o] &4 (s dAlz 23
A € AR Z7F BAEE 7Pl @ AR Zie FRAYF)
I (random), B E-X(normal distribution) & Zte A& W4z 712
%‘3} FEATY d & Fold ZYUSFEY 71A|8lA 2 At
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MRS M6 H M 1S (2000)

7t Zt WFo] £8 FE2A HME F

Z2Ya 2AL S (LE, likelihood) & ©] &3 BAHI FELZ
Ag gurAQl 2dojr] o), $Ee o|AE uegeR BAd A
28 /Nx BEEX ge felo BAAE 228 S U o] B
dEM e AFARA N dHe] 7hed B FHA (parameter
estimates) 9 R@lo] A3 (goodness-of-fif) &] o]l A o2 AREH
o dut JARANM PBEAFASFR) 7 1o g B
APz E ujgct. F FHUF7E 9 FA s F A H=
gon 2E & AR, FEE iR F A9 @ e A9
23 AT 23408 Vs el vk Hde=FE
(Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MLE) Wid| 98] &y $FTH]
2| 4= (likelihood ratio index) & H 8814 d=H Al &9 ¥ &E 71X
2dof HFPY ARE gtk HUSEFFEL BHE HaAE
(OLS) T thdl, I olfre HAWS=EFH L &2 B89 A¢ &
B A (unbiasedness), B-&4 (efficiency), A3 (normality) o] GIA ot
ARt & F29 A olle HIH (asymptotic) A43E Ho|7] W&
A9 EAQE] Yedth HU$xe ALerzE 4o wae] ¥
o2 fAa3rh

3. ZEWW £AN TIUOE TNE 280 WY BY

o] A dz2A Afsle Bde v Talo] opd £ Jjef H
A2, & Z2H) (probiH) T A 2K (ordered probit) 02 FAE 2
oA B4 mdojct. o] WHe] AMgo] ofm g A3, o
W 4L AUz slos, U AHES ol oz oFA 4
sojof dherte Al FAHAHRL G E M-St WSt gk

1) 2¢HA WEA e A7y
20HA A4 2de &3] REAHE A 2 2 (two-stage model
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with sample selection) ©|2}e L&A Jov, AT FEE (censored
sample) & AHg3te -9 =gl Aot ArleMe Ze8ig &4
Azl 7 He WA E AR, o|AELS YA TR
o] FHHFT} ojsbiFoIAY WEHMSY A9 AEHE UF9
HEE Feo ARMoth ZTaMlE FHHUSI FEES0, DY
By, aglx {E‘ﬂa Zgdle FHURTT SXF o (poly-
chotomous) 4= (0, 1, 2, 3, )Y 73 AME€Th 2¢A W32 =
de F 9 ) g ‘ﬂ' A gz dA gA) & Fa A
Hog 3tuat ste AF EHo] glth o] Rd-E PAIE F 71X
FgA AMEHE THE 5 548 deksld AFA) A
A ddstodof Fiet.

(1) MEfet™ A (Selection Equation)

A DA A Y (selection) HH & 27t FFHoR dtuA dhe
ATE A8 AT T AR FoNA BT A2l (cases) T A E oo
WA AYRDE (A = Hazard rate) & 97] 943 #Folgln &
T Aok o] WA M FHAFE FE HFol7] g wEay
o] ¥ X (Bernoulli distribution) & 7|22 sty ZT2H Rdlg Al&ghr)

Yi=a+ 28X t u
ui~N (0, 82

Y1i=[0 Tl Yt < p
19 YV* > u

AR gk doo] ¥e Yire A VY BAH (=0
= 7HAH, o594 e HHAI

Yi* = L AXii + ui
ui~N (0, 62



0 FREYAT HEH M1 E (2000)

A, Yi=19 7 g de e dol9 ¥s Y'Y FHERY
4= (Cumulative Distribution Function, CDF) %} Zt},

P(Yu=1)

I

P( i >0) "P(U|> ZBkaI)
Py < ZAXw) = Plui <Z)
F(Z)

Zi .
=Wer [ et

fi

A 79 F4E 47 dsiMe AFAREEFA FIR) 7 A g
g & o

(2) X 2HA{(Substantive Equation)

o] WAL MY WA B3 MHE AlEHWNE s AA2
Ed3oE dtux gk d7d 2HE o dEHEE dF, Vb
AR Foln ol EA4E Zteth AR, AR ofd &
A Z2Hio] ALEEE o] upgha| it

Yo=a+ ZFXni + wi w ~N (O, &)
= 2 BuXi + i w ~N(, 82D
Vi =|:1 T p <Yt <€ p
0 9 1 olele] Ay
i=1 -, n
{ J — 1‘ e M
M =39 A7 (A
Ya =194 Y* <0

29 0<Y* < o
3 g <Yt < s



ZYint XA L2yl 2o chE ofEet & 3

FESA g 499 ¥F Vite dFEFEN FAERY FHE
7R, p=0 3 A M-1709] A WWAF (10 po s pe
«)E zZterh(Mckelvey and Zavoina, 1975; Maddala, 1983; King,
1989). wetrd F&EHETE Al AR HFE 7L UE BrdE p
=0& E83td F 7 BAH (41, py) ol EASHA drh

2) HaE 2 e
AHgElE Ao £4e YT Fitegxe HAF AxAEe A
U713t (duration of office) & 7M1 188 4T AFE AWEE A
o2, ‘BXH ¥ Mg FXH e A2 dFEch
A AT e PBFF FRCEMY HY fAle ded] FA A=
29 47 43 FHolghe AdoA 19 HAe 72 dEEo3
o PR FRle 2N 8 WEXY AAYTE, Us o 433
olgty A Eth HIE ¥ JHF kel HYAAH Fo] o]
Aol b e AT (dunability) o] o3 AFEXGgE, JHHS
2y AR E& o] oid FAA A ANAY AYEA (survival) 2]
A E AEdnt

XA gy iy AF7F ARl o] & (social background theo-
ry), AH(EE 71€) ol & (personality or skill theory), F730]E (situa-
tion theory), 18|31 ‘3 & 2EH-80| & (interaction theory) T& 7122 38
A gov AdAZ ZEAHo|n vwAHQ] A AT EHE AL
3] oty ot A=AES] AMHA w7 849 259 A,
24 A9, 2% Az T A=A} HI A7 Y 84
BAA Ao /5 A7AHA AF B, FAF odH, A, A
2t 3 2 ARAEY] YA Y £ FHH H5E 2
e T8 4EE & ¥ ohzt, FAAAV RE 3ty 87
A1g3 7153 #AE et

A7 ol EE 71g ol&2 ojd FEE JAFoln 7|e3d &

Eol AxAEe A&7 ¥y 7 4P & 9Tl Utk 4
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AT X6 H A1 2 (2000)

FEch ol o], AxAEe] YL dE F UEF V|HE F
F U FAAL 2UE — 7K Yo|, ATFEE, FFA, &4 8
58, A% AA, 3AH AR, BAH AR T £ 2189 dF
$98 Ex 43493 A7 doke Fol 87 o2 24 Wgol
o old /PEAC o|2EH g HIde FAF il MAE
o] pojiut ohjel #7HQ) ztole] FFE A Letin At
3320l &0] Y

A7 el He AEAES 1945dAM 19919 Aelel], 1477)
oA QB oZA, AN, By FAT AVIFLEM 4F
E FIAD 2o, 9 191d Gl dFF Fsn Jdd AE
= ¥ 997389 A=AEC] AT el &k, olE Fol
€ o5t IFAA A dA] 7 AAshe dFop|FAe] Ax
AEL ALEo slon, = Iy AuiAA et A= e AR
t}.5 R #A U718 kA @AY, JA] (stopgap EE in-
terim) A=A THEUT. £F 97 Fole AR $£HE W
A AL Fold AEo] 115% URAT A5 £4& 7] Y&
A, 2E9 AF 7)ol 3d nigkd oj2E AHEL AYAA F 984
gol A ZA7t AT £49 diige] €} 6

AeAge] AF 710 534 AE713 (duration) 9 &Jv|§ 2=
g, A 717 S e ‘A (year) 22, 1 713t0] 6709 w0
A%e 0dog, 670Y olgold 1 deg 71"k o& 9, 14
INEe 1o, 2d e 3des Zgdn) olsl o] MYy
kel 4Ze] oAl 4F L Hole olfk AW, AT dF
olghe A7 EHE& Hsld ol WFIANA FEHUFE AMSdln
A is=

AY7|te] MIERE P& ABEH, @I $PFE WL} &
oA 7|2 BFE HIEF7 FolEw A58 (exponential func-
tion) & zb=th ol @A 2dolgte Al A Y BzFe] FHast |
A8 Jehdr] g, Azage] AYEAPY FES ol VHo=z



Zzyln &5 T2yl 2A0) g ojsiet 8 33

w8 72 Y & U 8, AFELY ZTE A% HF 94
e 2N dehle S4% I AZAEY A7) g A
ol B8 g mBldla Al AR Urrlz Frk

AeAEe] JFPE ddste EYHFELS on] AFF RAAHH
a9 ARl w7, A9 w7, a8ln §3AA 2H8EC] AMSE
th AFolM AMEE 2tE FollM B3] AmabEe] B WA 2UE
& 2 AR ARA ABEE Meshe A7), A, AR
of dele AMg7IA} obituary) & FAAPHAERZRE FHHJL Y 7
Zte] o|2E9] B L vlwsly] dsM = 2 o] V|22 ¥ 2¢
A 2do] WA orlore FEEolE8E 7|22 I 294
v &QE12 &l

294 2de F oz FEHE, AAe AxAEY AF
71ZHAR #A 713D o] DI (A A7) A (FFH) AV AS
& 5 9e, & AEXA Gurvival) & $13 g 2], EXE T o
d A A7t A71AA AF/E JohE, F AT, 434 A2
EREYY 25 BE 4Y 49 35) § d &3] A% A $F
olth, § WAL 7] g AF 7ixte AFsE B O34 2
o] Adr}.

(1) 4EHE AT MEYIY

Ae Aol FH5ALY] g FEA & F (0, 1) Adl Vi
(B&A) & AF7ILe] 0~2dolH 09] ghE, 3d o]ideld 19 &E
Zeth o WAYAA 0L @VIAFE dvlsiy, 12 A Fn
A3, SPYRFEL 59 ASAF (I, 44, ATEE, 4
HEE, AAH A 270 BRZWS(dummy variable) 2 T E
th 10 g4 FAH Feje o2 2o

AEY = a+ 8+ B, WG+ B3 BAIBA + B BAYZ+
Bs BFL+ B TU+ B nFAEIE+ s BB+ B9 AT
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AT M6 M1 S (2000)

A3+ 810 AW+ B HARE+ B AYIF 81
FEHH Y ZF+ B HHHA + 815 ARA + B1s T=H +B1r
BeA+ 81319609 o)A+ B0 EHA +82 BLA B +82
ErEB+ Bn TR+ BnATUEA+Bu EANSE 82
AR+ B ST+ Br BHAR+ B8 OFAIOF+ Bog
o7t + By FF+ An FHED]+ B eFobE] 7t +y

Ade] dAle F 7HA9 8 71%E 21 Qith 4 desi
AzAEe] @] ARA7L AV AFA7IE FE3E 7%l Ut
a3 o B4, & HA WM 2od Zzte] MYgd Axs

EXY,>0E A% 98 ¥EE (A = Hazard rate) 9 & 247] 93

]"'9“ 2t Uoh 1D AYRFEL REHT (Z-score) & FARE AF
e Tl o2 e E3L sttt AR, 7 Al 4E
49 Bx(Yx) & A93te A8 Jd 2EE & onigit. &4,
ghde] AbRlZE ‘AERY FxE AT AF g TEE sHeAol
FEFE A FHELS ¥ o Axda & + sith

mlo

(2) MEMo| ZTE A8t AFUHY

o] WAL dAY AT EXE 3 AesE Ao, YEAPY
BZ(Ya) 7F A B2 2 Jehve 45957 99 AE
&S] HFo &3l 581 AEAET T 349 HFE UH o]
A BAEY. F, 357HL 13~6Q9) 2, 131W 2(7~129) B, 18
I 939 3(13d+) 28 WAlEth A deEubgAnie] Aoje
ZE EPESS A, A9l ol Fa7 Z Al it 9
D38 (hazard rate, HAZ)12) o] AA| WA N E 31}e] =Y BFE
Aol J&& . web AA WAL olg et )

AEYY BE=A%+ L SN+ 83 ZAI RN+ B, BNEZR+ B
ZEA+ B TU+ B BFAENE+ B AT+ By
Ao+ B0 AR+ B AR+ B2 80
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TR+ B REANASF+ B4 HIA- A + 815 A
A+ B TEA+ B P+ 8151960 o]-+ By
HEHA + B0 BLEH G+ B2 BFH T+ B2 TEA
+ B2 ATLEA+ Bu BEANEE+ Lo 2T+ B
SR+ B2 BAAR+ 828 oFAob+ B29 oFZE ] 7}
+ B3 FF+ Ba B+ B SHelolE] 7L+ HAZ
+u+ oy

(3) Zoje| o3l Wy

z2uld £33 Z2Hle] F A% BF At eiyd o3 3
7V}, FA A< (estimated coefficients) v 2+ £Y M4 ¥l &
3E d9she o AHgETh tEl o] AFEL HAEAM A A
T o] st MR Feth ¥ dqustd FE5UF] e
T 2R3N BEAE AL V1Y) B FPAFe SHES
o o9 wislel] tig FHE MFORA HME & gl7] wWEol
o FFAFe AFHEXTEAM SHAFT MY o Yeie
g ARl AT o] At HARAAMAE dHez &
g # gle olfre 849 Frie Hxo &8d &3] 9
ol RE ERHUSEY 271U Agol uie} HsiEr] m ol
=2d oA EYUTEY d3HL AHHor vaE F gk o]
EAE FE3] 8N, oA L3 SHAFETY] v E A
F234E A2 (Standardized 5 50) & ANSHe WEE Uk 10

ez E73a, Z AlFEL Y HeEH F5 WS A9
ZA el Wsle] HIe} S dHI 4 59 HFLES AT
JMAEL t @ o2 AFH 19 A 7l3e Wste] wEke ofujd}
B, A7le FEZ) oA ZidMe FHEEXHT ZAHE gt
HEXr Art €48 EYESFY I Fe Y8 o
ARt F84 Bt AR oA Hlay & AraEdD € e
FeFEAFd 29 T ¢ s Ut F 0521212
33 &8 A2 & 9% A7 Wtk 74 Y7
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ALHHT M6 H 15 (2000)

g FFATE SRS FHAF Aloje] BAE HWstn o
22A WA mdoM A= Yl A FALE o @Al 4
A A-E A AtlAddgeln oj2A 7} At HEREES ¢
A% Fgoletn ek, 2 EPASFTE FHAS vl E T
thated EM3) B  glon, u DACdME 2 %] %A
HStEYErHE Hlas] & F Aok <E Dol 7 SYPbF As
o 3 fFidE HES Y, 7z RdoA ofH SPWAFEC] BE
A3t AEPe] HEE FARLE dustn et deM &
den, T ndel AAE vims) EW YIS HduE Hi s
Folg & vk A2 FAAZAT} YR Fko] @ FAY AF
ol FEFE, AK FFo| FEFH, EFAA oPdH HFe Ads
&, INEY FANSEY FE0l 25T E YA H0l REFF
AEA] olAlE AL ¢ F Atk AT BAAEAY] FAH F
8, AAH - A18H Al EFARAL ARY 2, FAEF
AHre S7IAFE IAFTUE 2HAe o dF¥HE PateiAnt
A& Axde A8 9% FA deth O, Y24 AAde
Ay e FA 4%™ 89U, F A=A 7] oA Hyolt
71 3719 Yol FEAA T2 Y& =& s deE
¢ F Ak

2de] AYPEE AT FH o2, OLS EddA F3d ez
ZAFR) 7L obd FxH7E kA 2de) F84S BP9
f=HE o3 2ol Axtdn.

4 =L(8")/L(8)
4= 2logd = -2 ([L*(8") —L*(8))
=-2 (LLRy — LLRy)

]

LLRoE @A A5 ()T EAYE A5l oF & 36 AN HrlH
€ Agd 2de AF T= 5 log&d ovEH, LIRS BE



D2yl SXA D28 240 CHEE O[sHet M8 37

A7t AT 39 oEl g H oM HrEHe AAY 2do ¢
T4 logghd BPTE 4* & AFe £ANEY] AR (degrees of
freedom) & Zte 2 BE9 g vlwdte Al oJitd AFE T A
t} $EnlE UE 2y ¥zE $8 FAEHU Fd4E Bd
& 4 A, YelMe wFe dgdke 2do At s o
3 HAAH AFe 92 Feth $EHUF 258, 330 UF
g Aoz Hg  Uvh

RE S2A 5SS AHEE ASde 758 8 AT vk
AsA e gt YA FHY A T BFL2RH FHATY
HAE BAY 5 V) 2o £x4 T2y B4 R'e @ A
A2] R?9] 33 ztoll B3} (Mckelvey and Zavoina, 1975:112). 3}A]
o cheFd frAL RV 2del AR 23 E A8l aEn ok 1)
o] 27 u)A (Haglez and Mitchell, 1992:774) o] @2, U=elA] -
Wl (Aldrich-Nelson) & 2491 #4F R'= -2 LLR/ (N-2LLR) & A}-g-0]
744 uigAsiet, diustd Aldd Bolsta AL EFE et OLS
R’} 3| AL 9 o & R @ 27) gfelth Ayt ¢=A -
W& (Aldrich-Nelson) & §AF R @ 3% 2/0H%Ac). x|
i ZzHdX e AHgo] 7R F lou a4 ZRHAME
AHEER] Rt

2do] HATE B £ e E o PHe F& W A vt
Ao} &N & 7N 2 shbe] AT BEE (success table) & TEC], ¥
ajerg el v]gol AldlEo] FEA AFHAETIE AW EE Wl
o Z2Hle A$e 2x2 Feje] BRI wEolA Y, £ T8
Y 3x3 e P/} eI, 18

AEAT| B WAL E § 20 $H Rd] AL E DE
g3, S48 A% /K9 714 £ g PP ol &, 7
AN FEE5 F9)§ (significant) BAE Zve SYRTES #
ol 4 t}t. EF 299 AP FFXNE B, A=AEY AE
Aol A% 2l ALSE A9 WFEERH 66.55%9 BT 4
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ESHT XM 6H 1 & (2000)

€ ¥ F JLE Holny, 289 HEY A5 ALE 64.74%9] F
¢ 43S & F Uve 2HE Holxm 3tk o9 I AAFHY
o i3 Hrte fxrY 3 Zan 9 432 HEE + Y
B, 2709 WgAeld, T EPRSFER AEAY 19 BES
Aste o] 7hssithe A€ uigth, 2 wbgadA] oW H3
7t A dFo] Herke 43 28EU (E = 498 + dok

e e 3, 4FA dFe] 66.55%01A%, AR 97
Ao BF37.5%) Bt A7 AF B$64.1%) 9 &80 84 &
o @A RE AAEY 0.2% BAEG7.7% >37.5%) F A2 B
ZNAFe AAMBEY 21.8% F7162.3% > 84.1%) 8 d2EL H
ok @, AdA A A HF 13~6d) 2 A KT 32% F7}
(60.3% —92.3%) @ AFES, HF 3(133+) & 28.8% F7H(16.8%
—45.6%) 9 dFES Holg WA, ¥MF 2(7~124) 9 A% 937
AART 16.4% TA(22.9% —6.5%) 8 A& Zrer),

ojs} tjBo] Rdo] HYTE AT & FYAde vaAn, ¢
ate] ®lel| A Za (proportional reduction of error, PRE) & wjm3 o] &
g T Utk o)A W2 2F 272 Y (Goodman & Kruskal A)
o} 22 Quig Ad BAZAN F HF 7hed ol & W¥F9 3ol
7128t O @ HWFE dE3le YAM F ¥Fte ARBAS
A& golth 19 ol JIERY o 244 (Guttman's coefficient of
predictability) &F1= Beled], F/pASe 9oz oxte arE
duht ZEAE F vt 7128 F Wzt ARBAE YE
We AE ouidtt. eite Avt 39 848, 2447 =9y
€ AH83t] U4 &80l M4 FolXm, M4 Alole] @Az 4
Z

‘/}\_
% AHPE ough
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E 1
ASHBOIR BYY A SHHSY 2YY HEc
g g @xﬂ w4
F&95 0 ASY (@), A7) & U D AENY A=
W MLE S.E.  t-score g MLE S.E. t-score
3 0.300 0.598 0.503 |44 6.005 2,703 2.221**
AzAty A -0.014  0.005 -2.915***|A=xje] | -0.071  0.026 -2.718**
e 24 -0.304 0.157 -1.935* |tHE} &4 -1.050  0.570 -1.842*
A &4 -0.194  0.010  -2.004** |=A] 24 -0.791 0.355 -2,228"*
23] - YZA -0.524  0.284 -1.845* |A=A] - Y=:A -1.822 0,992 -1.838*
54 -0.459  0.307 -1.495 |[2%4 <2226 0.925 -2.407***
Sl -0.063  0.309 -0.205 |&<! -0,249  0.321 -0.777
2F A&7l -0.364  0.278 -1.308 |4 -dE-7s -1.453  0.722 -2.011**
Bd/93)/8% 0.369 0.292 1.264 |B2/93/89% 0.985 0.710 1.387
g - 93 0.499 0.309 1614 |BZ-93 1,244 0.921 1350
A o3 - A 0,591 0.312  1.894* |[F - . 1515 1.066 1.421
£ 34 0.232  0.120  1.930* |&% AY 1,085 0.443  2.449**
8o 2y 0.083 0.136 0.613 (349 AA 0.484 0.237  2.307*"
£ - 89 A% 0.275 0.154  1.783* |®3% -89 FA 1.077  0.520  2.072**
v 3HYA Wy -0.151  0.156 -0.965 |{u]EHA uwby -0.431  0.332 -1.296
AR o, 0.270  0.209 1.292 [AHH od 0.826 0.554 1,491
Z53 oy -0.068  0.266 -0.255 |F=A oy 0.187 0.39% 0.471
B4 o]y 0.477  0.200 2.384** |EZ=A o]y 1.768  0.900 1.963**
1960 ol " Y -0.210  0.135 -1.549 (1960 olA E¥  -1.003  0.402 -2.496**
5 A 0.604 0.138  5.041*** | EA 2.194 1,265 1,735*
AP EA 0.083 0.243 0.341 (SY9AZA 0.865 0.352 2.457**
B g -0.260  0.222 -1.169 |EAGA -0.933  0.547 ~-1,707*
F7hel 44 9.7e-05 2.7e-04 0.356 |ZF7te) 34 1.6e-04 3.5e-04 (.466
AF dx -6,5e-06 3.0e-04 -0.022 (917 4= 4.2e-04 3.5¢-04 1,205
B EE 0.007 0.003 2.659** |[EAHEE 0.027 0.013  2.025**
2HE YAHEE) 0.073 0.177  0.411  |ARRE MARRE)  0.305 0.246  1.243
-8 AR 0.731 0.242 3027 | AR HAHREAH)  1.95%  1.367  1.431
AAZEY A% -0.115  0.696 -1.654* |[AAGEFS A -0.366 0.225 -1.622
o}A]o} 0.311  0.295 1.054 |o}r]o} 0.774  0.632 1.225
o}x g7} 0.105 0.306 0.343 |o}=2)7} 0.152  0.376  0.404
FEAY -0.019  0.294 -0.064 [FEZAY -0.342  0.346 -0.988
£ - Hopuflalsl 0.014  0.257  0.055 [f% - Bolulelzl  0.101 0.300 0.338
glelolu2) 7} 0.174 0.281 0.617 |e=dolula)z} -0.374  0.428 -0.874
HAZ (9888 -4.258 2.503 -1.701
u 0.905 0.073 12.441***
34E 4% 66.55% Y A& 64.74%
-2XLLR 165.20*** -2XLLR 207.52***
FA (N) 861 24 (N) 536
*p<0.10. *™p<005 **p<001




40 FRATF H6H H 1 E (2000

B2
HEpHO|ROIMY

&0 UE 43 BUE

AEY (A9 B3

A A
0 1 Z(N)
(&7] AF) 471 AR A (%)
0 122 85 207
(@71 A% 37.5 15.9 24.0
gz 1 203 451 654
T AR 62.5 84.1 76.0
ZN) 325 536 861
A (%) 37.7 62.3 100. 0
AEA Y e (A A4
A A
1 2 3 E(N)
3d~6d) | (Md~120) | (13d+) A (%)
1 298 93 41 432
(3~6) 92.3 75.6 45.6 80.6
g 2 7 8 8 23
N (7~129) 2.2 6.5 8.9 4.3
3 18 22 41 81
(139 +) 5.6 17.9 45.6 15.1
ZHN) 323 2123 90 536
Al (%) 60.3 22.9 16. 8 100.0
4 WEH

o] & e Al oA 713 & Fof8gle] Ho fH
A3 A5g A4 2dd AQsA AT F U HAFY] 9
8 Hojzth AFHA AFolM AHEEE HFEd dEd A5 =
AU A4S dte EX (dummy) ¥TE AYdlae BE ¥EUL
d&AQ 448 Ze JoE FErh A AAZ e A7
£ 98 FIAY AM8she e 42E B duE 9, 19
Lo 2 QEld AT At HRHA U F Ud 2H ARE
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ALgEtd BAE gt Y —HES, 28, wAEY o EF
A BAAWY —o] EAsAT o]d BAMFoln A& AN S
Jold e 498 &8 BY ¢ e Aol "3ttt

2j7 £3] AMgEta e HARA AN HAFE A EAE aZ
e wyos E2&Mp EYUSLE 20 W3} (logarithmic trans-
formation) 3}e] Alg-3h= A7t A, ol HIHNFIAE FHAT
7] Ygted HPIAAE A HAFE T2aYAA T (tricking) & F
g T e fUT WY otk AT oARE ofF e £4
2 BoEgn FEHUS) o]y i fde AR Age] 8
83 24 fNtEE Alge] WE Bol 438 AIr} 2egdr. o
A ZEsele A4S 1228 o $2 Z2ylold 23, 18n
wEENo] AHgE F sled, Zze 2do] AYn e AHEEA
< 1eidle] A7 FEPe Bd AEE e Yo| RARGE F8
ajct.

o] ZolA AT AHhEd 22y ZdE oi FHUSFE
g 2dolre gt AARN e 44L& gl oo ¥ A
guby dla) Aoz FAE 264 $g4] mde] AgL s
Al o]2tH F&ERWLY Aol AR e AL obdAlgtE, Z2HF
o3 Z2Hlg P AHEE e AHE B3] fEjrelth
Aegupga oz xel ZaHle Aldojy AYe] {5 F2 M9 3}
ol YEA (0, N2 FAE F e AE FAAFA A A
Av|ded, FEe ol O FEL w7, g9 {7, AA FF
502 RE AME DA grouping & 4 AL o 7HEsivh W,
o2F Lz8le oA 3o, 1, 2, 3, ) 2 BAM £3A49 YujE F
© AY, 43, T o ddE A7l AYstth odE W, AE
o ¥ BEe Ay 4%, FRAY AAGY, FY Pz ¥
o] ojo] &3t} thA] WA, ¢A1H Z2HIS dY Alzlo] EA)
g Aot 2A9 9o € M # vk & = Jth

o] Follq 2vA A4 Rde APy ogn T2y FES
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YesAT M6 W M1 E (20000

ZEAdsle £72M9 J8 IRHUNE EYNSE Fao]
U 2de] AYES FrHE £ o, tRERe 2uA B 2y
e M WA dgeld the YAlY ATE Y8 RS H
Hue o Basich AR ARH 2 JYRIES Y8 A
gubg o] AHEEE Aol

mrlgto 2, Tayls &x1d Zaye] BAA 28% EAE 39
B0l vhe AT o}F $AG SAIS0] E2ASAT 3HEN
Ao} e Mg X ke Rolt. 53 AN 2de] AYEo)
U@ Wbl gelstodol shedl, JBAoR Z2y RdS A8
A%olE A7 22 AAE AR WA Ao dg ol 2| ATl

23¢ T Aol wHsi,

2

L

1)

2)

st datd, A9 AA 21 HAAN BAY oA 7k dA 2UE FM, F&Es
dée EJRFEDN FAV AAY £ AYA (linear) o]ojo} ke HAojtt. F&gr} ofat
A (discrete) WY 3% e EAe ohey 2o

) uwZh BFEES}F old oj4td B¥E Zeth

i) ue SHEsd g2t AAMeE MeA "o F, EXuw) =00|2ke 24 $vtdd,

i) w7 o) BAA (heteroskedastic) ©1t}. E(wu) = 617} $iakgch,

iv) E(uw) =09 Zo| iurer}y. ohA] L3t 2k} (residual) 7} 843 +o] A —elth,
zAdol BB AME F /e To E¥ste AE ougith

Pr(Yi = 1) = FX,8), Pr(Yi = 0) = I- FX, B)9 e AY&ESd (Linear probability
model: LPM), Z2Hl 2d, A 2d2 e $ Uk Probit& probability unit®] 2Fxle],
Logit& logistic probability unit& £julgith WEE probit& nomito}gtn HFEZ= §t}(Aldrich
and Nelson, 1984:37). M¥&ERLL F7t MYY Aoz FHse Bdo]r] i Faje]
BAL Var (u) € Xoll #Aglel 433 Aol ole} Xofl we} ¥alsn, FX, /)% 1€ 9AY 0
2o} 2L & Qlth mebd 8] 0~19 HY o e 2dE . E . ol§ UFAAFE
o] viz Ty Aoty F ndel fee thEd

z .
Zed 9Pt ) =FX A =) vizr e P a =008
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9)

10)

11)

2A F5F:PYi=1) =FX B) = exp(8'X)/(l+exp(8"))

5 nde] FAREHSE I PeoMe 2 Aol Hol gou, F FA9 FEY FAdM &
7kl sjolE BY Polth, Y A Ao UM%, A HAgh(8) & Z2H Al
1. 8138 (= /4 3) uholth.

el olw A=Azt AA F Aol Hol A& A ¥ Ave shie ARz FEE, § e
il o7 947 o AIZHH xolg Fi oA FFYE Ate 7l o AE ¥ dd
ZZAe A A& 19734 o] ol Zsh]a®, BE, BFuo] ulHel, FlE, X2
3, AT olghHlo}l, 2otd@E, o, 229, FHE2, ol EdRT Tl edl, g
7h el N 2A8ke $4E# vi2 FeASo e FAAECth 28 Y AAMZE 1955
1d~1965 Alole] $-f3fo], A9A aElm 19808 ol F9] Fu&ehlor Fo T

Aesge 4% 4711918 B ol AY7Ite] 2d viwil Az 13%0]

Z&95Q) ATAES AF7IHE X471 [duration) Q1 AEAFE AHE OLS 2H9] Foe (R
2 Dol Ut ANE AvEY, SRELEY KA AFoMe F9 Aol7} 3l six Zayl
wulo] Axel galatct, HAT wde AFoMe & o)zt sledl, OLS ZdoA A4 2o
HYEE Hrlshe R, 20202 vlmA % g Holx 3o} 43¥e] drin & & Sk o %
dx 0LSSl A% 2de) HY=E Hrishe £EL& R olglole & 2lo] gl7] bl o] I3
E2& 9lsiA OLS Bd 2 H3tA gt

AyAoz AU 99 Foll Belel, AL Fu e F7HECE 1988 olFe Hapd, 1979
o3 oz, 1986 olFe Felda}, 19853 olF9 &F e diFEe Fav I7HE,
1988 ol¥e] &=, U=, &apcl, oy, eejdiglol Fol gith ©l&& Aol W FHEHA
gAY, AMe] sgHteE & W Ex T ¥ 4718 Y 9 F shesid, A8 9
o s gHE Aotk AT ol Sk AHES AA HFE VIE2 AN & o, Hlud
Ao g (9979 & 19%: 1.9%) & BAF7] 2o old A AL of AT 2 R
712 g '

o|& E9, Current Biography, 1940~1991. New York: H. W. Wilson Co. (New York Times Bio-
graphical Edition Services, 1980~1991, The Annual Obituary, 1980~1991(Chicago and London:
St. James Press), Who's Who in the World (Chicago: Marquis Who's Who. Inc.) %°l i, #
zke] A G#Ql P wet Az AI)APAEC] EAPT

ol ZolM FNH A¥H # BYL 22X operationalization) & AHA THEH 2E AFF
gac, 3%, 93, 3 FoIA & oM FYol A& AF, olE FoIM F X(FF - 93,
A% 44, 98- 9F) AN FAF FPe) e A4S A X ZRAN FAH FUE @ B ¥
g 7RI, A9 Ag AT, 4% AYH A 27 F A9 4 FAN IEAA B
5l R5E YUY L2 UET

PEGE (1)L g2 ¥ & (Inverse Mill's ratio) (Kennedy, 1992:246) et Eel7|= dhed] o]
o g 4 oS 2.

E(Y; | X in sample) = E(Y;{ X, BX + ui>0)



44

2T H 6 H 1 Z (2000

12)

13)

14)
15)

16)
17)

18)

19)

= B'Xi+E(ei | ui > -BX)
=B8'X+ 6{eZ)/(1-0(Z)))
=8'X+ 6 A

Zk AlEl B8 XEE A¥ERES 4 74 Aldel didt Zi = -BX9 FFHE B/RE 4L
F Ai=e@/1-02Z))Y 3 uet Aldddet. ¢ (Z) % ¢ @) v 74T BEFYTEEY U
=49 B3PS it
AEFFES A1GA Mgy 2 Rdox Z Al diEl AMdE TAEE AREA
Aakstad A 2@AQ ARy A0l ¢£A1d Ta2H 2dodde dhuie EYHSsE 7HFsl] A1gs)
H gtk 2 olfe 4 AFdM dEEHRe] AdE EEeg TAE AT YA s 9
g 27 delde A7t SYRHSE AMEEojo) 3r) wfoln)
Zr EPESdA, § g9l EFHAY FU B FhE O EPHSLE Ao oE RE W)
Ztztel AR (Z,=0.0, BE=0.58 %2 Acke 7FHE A, Priy=1)d 9%& F}
EF3E Ade AAENM S ol E Bi=Bilai/ 0 )8 A& AHRsl A4,
t 3 2 EYESY foXd F, Ho' A =0d diE H5E & o A 8He Ve OLS3AR
Aol e} piVIA 2 ALt
RE EYNFEo] XY AN Tl T Ho : B1=82=83 = = i =0& HEIh
Mckelvey-Zavoina (1976) , Aldrich-Nelson (1984), Dhrymes(1986) %©] Hagle and Mitchell (1992)
9] @A A Uk
oJed =2Hle] A% P 20,503 Yy=1 & Pi<0.502 V=09 A% 424 o] g
o}, wte, &3 Z2Ele] A Yyt Y HEE AT 7] el o 2 o5 W3
< @&}
Pi=Pr(Ya=1 , Po=Pr(Ya=2 , Bs=Pr{Ya=3)
gl ((Pr2Py) & (Pr2Py)) &4, o& =1
wel (P, >P) & (P >Py)) &HH, & =2
el ((P3>P) & (Ps>P)) 8P, & =3
2zto] vigd LA (PRE) & theel F4o o8 Al4tdr).
% correctly predicted -~ % modal

PRE (%) = 100 X T o
ol MejE 718 (AT W oA 71 & ) ol dis] Bdol dnutE YAHEIE E2F s
Aolx] At wdlo] 28 ouishe Aol ofut},
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ol Az AEAY ARVINE deHos IFee] OLSHARAL
AgE Ue Aot E4E4e ARV WAE A4 0d4 Ho) 4
o,

Ordinary Least Squares Estimation
&M A xake] #F713HDURATION)

W A< S.E. t-statistics
g 10. 13656 2. 54477 3.98330***
A Abe] A& -0. 11623 0.02114 -5, 49769***
&4l -1. 08637 0. 64495 -1.68444*
=A 2 -1. 04769 0. 41331 -2.53484**
A2 - qz2A -3. 38199 1.13111 -2.98997***
5 -4, 27806 1. 24275 -3, 44242***
el . -1. 50243 1. 23204 -1. 21946
g - A e -3.31387 1. 10553 -2.99753***
A3/22)/87% 0. 40314 1. 30247 0. 30952
A4 - 93 0. 85451 1. 37807 0. 62008
g - 93] - PF 0. 81863 1. 38737 0. 59006
$%73% 1. 23355 0.51625 2. 38945**
GRS 0. 59810 0. 58392 1.02428
S IR 1. 50344 0. 65585 2. 29236**
v EHA Wy 0. 33858 0. 66742 0. 50729
A3 ol 2. 08950 0.90527 2.30814**
254 o]y 1. 75370 1. 15409 1. 51955
H&A oy 2.92347 0. 86769 3.36928***
1960\ oW = -1. 49812 0.57361 -2.81174***
EHA 1. 90623 0. 56955 3. 34689 **
SAHFA) 3.27892 1. 04722 3. 13107***
Bk -0. 09300 0.96138 -0. 09673
olpal 0. 00078 0. 00094 0. 83106
27t AN -0, 00044 0. 00108 -0. 40554
BAHNEE 0. 02031 0.01151 1. 76524*
AN EF 26 -0. 33774 0. 28799 -1.17277
S AL (LE) 0. 66352 0. 75779 0. 87560
A5 EAL(gHA) 1. 09754 1.01599 1. 08027
o}Alo} 0. 99248 1. 23797 0. 80170
o}z 2)7} 0, 09237 1. 28693 0.07178
2529 -0. 44012 1. 25672 -0. 35021
23 - Holu)E s} 1.37779 1. 09892 1.25377
2tel o}uf 2] 7} -0. 36371 1. 18041 -0. 30812
Number of Observations 871 R-squared 0.20412
Corrected R-squared 0. 17373 Sum of Squared Residuals 27714. 8
Standard Error of the Regression 5.75087 Durbin-WatsonStatistic 1. 85944
Mean of Dependent Variable 5. 25373

*p<0.10, ™ p<0.05 ***p<0.0l
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Probit® ¢i8t e Z2 3ol ChEt 24

dutd o 2 AR AsiA dE We TIPS probit THI}
logit 2d& 9% HEo] AP AT o] RUEL AREld daA
e dote AR de 87 e £8Pt st E3] 44
HE 4 e SPSSe SAS & 7MY 7EAoR HWod ded AFHTS
BoFe o] itk Bt} ol e B4 E M Ad7AY E4E
FEAI e 29 AMgo] dasdith o] Fox AMgE ZaYl/¢At
2 X 2 Y (probitfordered probif) 2W& SST (Statistical Software Tools, ver.
2.0k T2 P 9, = HOE (censored) EEo|L} ATE HE
T ARE T (imited dependent) B5E AHgete ZdEE AT LIMDEP
(ver. 6.0)°lghz EZEIYE AHESIATh AAe Z2IYPL Abgo] 4
3, 8% BAH #XE WA 2€ 5 e wdel, Y& 93 AL
&5 AR 277t o= Ax AFHE Dol Uz, T AMeld
A7} Atk olgh= @2, LIMDEPE Abgo] tha oj@A|%, atgre] 27]
& 2= AN ¢ dnA e FAA A £ ofF AAEHA A
3t 3otk olgk §7A SHAZAM Al 228 4 AFstxn ok o8
E2OYPL AR AtgetaEe] AHEEId T ol & JerZ
WeA] 22 ORE Y AN S B M E 2ET glofob g

Z24 2d& ARgaly]ol A T2y HF)R]o] i FEe ok
7 2t

1. Dubin, Jeffrey A. and R. Douglas Rivers. 1990. SST, Version
2.1. Dubin/Rivers Research.

2. Greene, William H. 1992. LIMDEP, Version 6.0. Econometric
Software, Inc.

3. White, K. J. 1993. SHAZAM User's Reference Manual Version
7.0. McGraw-Hill, New York.
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2. Probit and Ordered Probit Analysis and Its Application

Mee-young Ju

Research on social science has been conducted based on various
kinds of empirical statistical analyses. The OLS regression analysis
that has been most popularly used is liable to misestimate the ef-
fects of independent variables seriously when its dependent vari-
able is discrete. If at least one of the basic assumptions in regres-
sion is violated, the model should be replaced with a proper mod-
el. A probit and an ordered probit would be recommended for a
categorical or discrete dependent variable with more than two
values. Whereas probit is applied for the dichotomous{0, 1} de-
pendent variable, ordered probit is for the polychotomous(0, 1, 2,
) dependent variable. In this paper, a two-equation model,
which is composed of a probit selection equation as well as an or-
dered probit substantive equation, is used to estimate its parame-
ters. The results suggest that the model has not only explanatory

but also predictive value.

3. Applying Formal Theory in Public Administration

Sang-mook Kim

Formal theory is to explicitly state assumptions which can logically
and consistently capture the important aspects of the situation un-
der study, and to deductively derive conclusions which proceed
from the assumptions. It is also called as formal mathematical
theory because it is expressed mathematically and solved using the
techniques of mathematics. This paper is introduced formal theory



