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Content

We begin the course with a survey of urban areas and their governments in different

countries. We emphasize the structure of different governments within individual

urban areas, and the tax instruments over which these governments have authority.

In the course, particularly urban aspects of taxation are examined. The central is-

sues considered are the interaction among different governments, both “horizontal”

and “vertical”, the role of population distribution within an urban area in deter-

mining tax rates, the importance of mobility among municipalities, the importance

of agglomeration economies and their interaction with taxation and the effects of

intergovernmental transfer rules on tax setting.

Teachers

Sam Bucovetsky (PhD, Yale) is Professor of Economics at the York University in

Toronto, Canada. He has research interests in public and urban economics, with a

particular focus on fiscal competition.

Kurt Schmidheiny (PhD, Bern) is Tenure-Track Assistant Professor of Applied

Econometrics at the University of Basel, Switzerland. He has research interests

in applied econometrics, public and urban economics with a particular focus on the

spatial sorting of households and firms.

Date and Time

August 13–15, 2014

9:00–12:00 and 13:30–16:30

Venue

USI Main Building, Room 250

Via G. Buffi 13, 6900 Lugano
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Credits and Assessment

3 ECTS. There is no examination.

Outline

1. Institutional Background

2. Basic Models of Tax Competition

3. The Effects of Taxation on Residential Location

4. Urban Structure and Tax Rates

5. Agglomeration and Taxation

6. Central Cities and Suburbs

Resources

The main text and selected articles are provided on the course website:

http://kurt.schmidheiny.name/teaching/unisi/urbantaxation/
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