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A Study on Households' Housing Location and Commuting Decisions 
Comparison between Single and Double Income Households 

in 

Shu-mei Chen * Chin-oh Chang ** 

Abstract 

This paper explores the effects on residential location choice in 
single and double income households in Taipei, and examines the 
relative hypotheses, such as the trade-off between housing price and 
commuting costs, relative resources and couple ' s decision-making, and 
household responsibility constrains. This empirical study employs the 
ordinal logistic regression model and uses the data from “ 1990 Census of 
Population and Housing in Taipei" to examine the above hypotheses 
We ' ve found that the households ' residential location choice are facing 
the trade-off between housing price and commuting costs in Taipei , and 
the male spouses who are the primary financial provider of a family 
econollly get Illore decision- Illaking power than the felllale spouses are 
On the other hand , the hOll sehold responsibility to tåke care of the 
school-age or smaller children will yield the effect of the felllale shorter 
cOllllllute. 1n 1990, the hypotheses of relative resources and couple ' s 
decision-making, and household responsibility were supported for 
maximizing the household ' s utility. However, the felllale had weak 
marginal effect on residential location and cO ll1 llluting choice with their 
elllploylllent characteristics and resou rces 

Keywords: housing location choice, cOlllllluting decision, the trade-
off between housing price and cOlllllluting costs, relative 
resources and couple ' s decision-Illaking hypothesis, 
household responsibility hypothesis 


