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	This dissertation is composed of three distinct essays, and an introductory chapter which describes how the three essays are related to each other. The first substantive essay is an applied theoretical contribution, the second is empirical, and the third contains both of these elements. The fundamental problem in the study of collective choice has been the generic intransitivity of majority rule. The most common theoretical refinements of the problem place constraints on either or both the nature of individual preferences, or that of the feasible choice set. The first substantive essay (Chapter Two) describes the implications of the most common restriction of individual preferences in the collective choice literature, the assumption of issue-separability. The theory of rationed demands and virtual prices is applied to show that the assumption of issue-separability is logically inconsistent with the traditional assumptions of constrained utility maximization. Chapter Three explores the empirical implications of changes to the most common mechanism used in the collective choice literature to restrict the feasible choice set, procedural rules. A 'difference-in-differences' model is used to demonstrate that shocks to procedural rules associated with budget reform have electoral and financial consequences for members of Congress. This evidence supports the claim that members of Congress behave as if they are constrained by procedural rules. The final chapter addresses the question of how procedural rules can constrain members of Congress, when in principle these same rules can be changed by a simple majority at any time. An original structural model of campaign finances is estimated; the results show that the behavior of House incumbents is influenced by logic of indefinitely-repeated interaction. This finding supports the claim that deference to procedural rules is the equilibrium outcome of an indefinitely-repeated multiperson Prisoners' Dilemma. This result suggests that budgetary procedures are more than epiphenomena, but that reforms such as term limitations may lead to new equilibria in which procedural rules do not constrain the behavior of members of Congress. 
  


