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HEEKR BREBFRAERBRER  EHARE SNEHHES » 5
ERAGMOEKE - $HHt {2 FHEBEHEXBEZRIRE
HEEARE IEHAEMERT  UBREFRERF-ERthE
ANERH—-HROHBTEBR o a0 » %5 RS = Milton Friedman
(1988 A B BB 2% B2 MARBHRBUF X HEBAEKX » REARFR
DB EE ©

FiLl» BREGRIEFHRERFHEBRTE  BRE—PHRE -
AVBRER TEWMEHERMARL (Granger causality) B9HE 4 » 8
B B AT TR R R A BR R S SR SR B A 56 B Ik (temporal relations) »
LIgfe R AE R TR TEESHEERE - Wk 2R BE
BEERBS  BREBRNAEREORIIZU TEASE ) (tax
then-spend) £ » B TEH B AL (spend-then-tax) S HHE? AN Bt
MR ABEE  BAERLOBB 2N EFE TEARE B
Al s Rz HHBEIEL > RABEERK TS TELRALMD
FR o EEMEHEN PN EREBRRAKE SHEEHRKFEREE

REAFREIEK - Glan » MRV "EWEFERRS L HRER > RE
BE=Z+SER BB TEARH,, ' FEERXARIEEE -
AXFHOFERBEERERE  HERBROMER @ RTBEREMN
Milton Friedman Fi FAHIES » ERER A AHKZIHME » KR E
RURBRZEFIFRERF  BETEERORE -

AXE_HBNEMLBNRARZEBHERRFOERF
B F=EHE TEMERRMGL S TEIXHNE > FHHFREE
FEREREBORE °

“ TEARH_ B TEHBAL HERFR

E%ﬁ“%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁ » BURF R A BRBR H S4B 2 RS
BEBMG Z—ERTR2RHERAAEN - BRUOERXAEA @S
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MBEEREE BFRARRLORRELABRNGR  ARey
(Musgrave and Peacock, 1958) o {B & » ZE BRI BEE A - At

HEHEIBSHIFT > HARBRBEN  HORBRE  MSELEEST
B YHARPERBEHER  ARBEKOBITRE > EATRME Y
BURAK G -

FTEL » A BB R AT FRFFEE) o (AR » —E 2/ » Eﬁ%%
O HIEEERE - ER KM REMGERME  RREDE
HF o FEBEAS  —mME ﬁﬁﬁf&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁfﬁﬁ% ’
RABRBEEHEE MK Wk 2R BF TEHB AL » £33
HTHEERFEEOTREERE  BETARBCKUIME R r it E
(Barro, 1974, 1978; Weidenbaum, 1983) ; Kt » B ERFRFEE R
PR FFZIE R L BB ERE > RKHEBERESAL - f
fn » Peacock Bl Wiseman (1979) &R * BRPF B ER B B £ L 15
AR BEHRBMNZEEMN BFEGRRUSLE-

B AAE-LBEAHEEHRMAE TEABH B RABS
0 REQ T HBI K/ (Kau and Rubin, 1981; Ward, 1982; Friedman,
1982, 1984, 1988) 5 Rt » WR @ MBI » BB BIREIE AT 8
e REIERMHERNR  —HBRRBCRHZIEHE > BN L — 2R
fPIFEfE > BRTEEBN THIEL  BEEH o VBN EESE
Milton Friedman (1982) 3838 » BiiG BAI% — & & » BUF R &TE= T
{ERBE B REGTARFEZSHRSRERT AR S B
DRRRARBPRAERFTHAR > ReERA %% BT g
g o

ERMIRER > REHEIRE - MERBEHEST R ER
RMESHEMEER  WREHR LT —3 o Su (1990) ~ Blackley
(1986) + Manage F1Marlow (1986) BHLEK 515 W& A B 095
# 5 Anderson, Wallace ffl Warner (1986) ~ Furstenberg, Green 82 Jeong
(19862, 1986h) Bl i B FF 8% TH A AL 5 S » Ram (1988a)
ST REM ST BMNAEST  MERTFEAR  PREF TEAS
o B R RE TEH B AL ¢ Hoover B2 Sheffrin (1992) 35
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o BFEN TEASH, BER  AEROFREHES @ BER
F RS 0 EREBIETETE - T8 ELERERR ' &
7 Ram (1988b) (9 & RHE R —+BEK Z 5t - LEH T HEBRRE
ZREMN  DESBHESHRUSOEEXARTRERERA L2
X e

| BREREY  EEMERAEHREERFAERT  EBRUT
BASH ) SEE - DURME LT (K 0 1990) - EERE
TERELEEHRREMFEEEHERFRRRYS - TTLBIIE T RE
BEE  CERUEEBEMERETERES MR £5RAFHR®
{8 %) (1987) —3C » 3% fE A Granger-Sims B9 R R B (R B LAl » #R&F
1954 2 1985 @ EH R B MR » BURF X HHRBA 2 M RRBEHY - M
BE TERBEREAR I KYE  BARSARRKA LA EREMF
Bfssh o T8 BN RBBFFZH S BHRE RSN S R AR
WLEHE  SERE  KERBL . —REE  BLEREF
FARBERNZ Y - BEFKARGRRERE-

= TEWMSTHERMGL RERERH

ANER TEWMSHREMG) O KERBUFRARRKILZ
REy TEREBR, (causality) o B — A 0 BRARMEBERXE
Y mBERRBERXBRYMESENKARNY » FIEHHENELES
FIRY SRR BT ERNER  AIXBYHRREE i
XEMHE, » YB MTR, - MBLABRMABRE @ 28 TERMGK
ARURE LR BKE  BRVATS LEFHREMGRE @ °
EEER TEWERENG MR ERORF  DURERARRRE
BR ERTLEGRE -

MEERER TEEEERMGAL B DARBEESERK
FEES  FBUERIRA A o AR RS R 5 47 B B BT 28 (Guilkey and
Salemi, 1982; Geweke, Meese and Dent, 1983; Kaen and Hachey, 1983)
I Heb TEWSEERRE (direct Granger causality test) R{H
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AR RIEE S TR BB R AT LB b5k FT 3
BRE T/ BEAFM ) (small sample properties) o g # — i it & £} 28
HEEWHEE ERETHNN  XEESIEABREHEN =8
1 [ ) BT TR R B 7 71 (time series) BRI R GI44 » B TE@
HEENRE B EABEERNBSCHEERR Y — b EATH
ERRAECHETTMBHEEERNA -

FEHET TERETEENREL N AR ARSHERE
B RNF &t (non-stationarity) » 5 ¥l » B LAY ELERIEES
(differencing) » LIFE(RESRIFFIRS MM o M » AT —KkESH
G BEBUNRAERHEERE  MH - £9RBRAEY T
A B B &8 (sample autocorrelation function) iR » — kR Z£45 B
I TRBFZIB BN -

FEL — R E D REBEAFREBEROENT » 1R3% ASpending,
EFEEIMRHAEREE - 1R EAEME(LEGNPHBE S LE
R) P |EZ 0 R]EZ ASpending, = (Spending,/GNP,)—(Spending, _,/
GNP,_y) » [ ARevenue, = (Revenue;,/GNP;) — (Revenuey_y/
GNP,y) » Bl TEWEEEARE) TUHER(DREQ)FRHOT ¢

J J
(1) (ASpending), = C; +Zaj(ASpending)t_j+ZBj(ARevenue)t_j+,ut

=1 j=1
J J
(2) (ARevenue), = Cp + ij(ASpending)t_j + Z 6;(ASpending)i—; + vy
i=1 =1

M Elpe, 5] =0, Elvy, vs] =0; {t, s =1,2,....,m}, t # s.

EHBHEF » MR Eu, ve] =0 2 BIER T— BB/ HBE
(OLS regression) % i f B A B R (1) #1(2) B AT 5 W82 B, vi] #
0 » Bl Mim BB EE J (seemingly unrelated regression) f& &
BECr LUK 36 B 1S K (cfficient) <
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T 46 54 5 S 1% » AR B R (1) o §'s(as a group) BR M FHEE
P (BHER(2) B9 8's RIS » BITRIR KA B I 55 R B9 R L
RN bR EEADBBEL RO EEERL BE TEA
B HEEEEME e B2 MRS BRMHEEY B8 TH
%, QG REERE TEESA L HEARENE - ERMRAs
F16's 9 BHEHEE M - WEBRARZ I ZMOME  RESR
52 88 1) A £ ©

75 v B R ch I 2 (lag) HIBES (R0 ) » 1R B8 Guilkey 58
Salemi (1082) FHEHE 5 T BHL » 4B BEHEABTABFRT - B
ERE S HRES TS BT E 0 USERNE
RS EE o W AR LIRS BIEEERRE
B o ®

RS A5 HT S S T & SRR A R R A R
S (REL)  HE1961 F1992 @ EAEERRMFF o (8 AEE
ZoEH - MIEEER AR - FER B R B R —
fr o MRS THRIMEAR MBS ERSH Y% - BIETHEES
M R R B AR ATIR o

SARSHRBSEEZA » DEHBRAEKARBRERA © &
MBS 4 BN BAFEN R A AE ) BEFEBERZ T BS
R TEREBE. > THEHNBIL, - THER2
L THEBL - B CEEEL AHEEH O S BIENEMERAMERH
% BRI BRE A AL o BT R BT R A RS
W EAETAGYERRESL Y o

M RERSREN R

A TEMEEENRE)  BEEEME L RBUF R R A
PR BN R R RO R MIIRER21 » £2-2 0 BR23 - K21
BT MR ARMER ARG AR TEEBA L BB MWK
EERN CREASH, BEE WRER  BLEREEERL TR
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#® | BRRBIFRARL

B HET
BETERE EA Mt B BB BEX SRR ilERd BEYH fETd
SZH St S St

1961 13626 14068 6792 1770 2054 1789 909 374 380
1962 14540 15414 7048 2052 2196 1986 1117 453 562
1963 15081 16457 7594 2165 2315 2303 1260 421 399
1964 18206 18486 8222 2573 2546 257 1495 405 674
1965 22167 22391 9190 2865 2794 4270 1699 603 970
1966 22877 23836 10146 4473 3459 3393 1124 465 776
1967 28503 30727 11482 4186 4070 6780 2198 471 1540
1968 31780 33002 13292 4646 4865 5442 2581 588 1588
1969 42811 41869 15312 5080 6818 7197 3725 729 3008
1970 48287 49153 17628 6349 7992 8795 4712 994 2683
1971 54079 54829 19259 6914 9636 8512 5683 993 3832
1972 63767 63668 19305 8264 11046 11659 8102 1564 3728
1973 85511 79856 24795 8279 13512 18207 8663 2354 4046
1974 114188 89934 24617 12248 14994 22698 9719 1771 3887
1975 132625 126436 30231 19377 20741 37486 12657 2109 3835
1976 159590 149994 37013 17859 23782 47603 16940 2634 4163
1977 189198 192493 47005 22493 28277 66693 20428 2171 5426
1978 221272 226900 62446 21740 38990 71280 24489 2166 5789
1979 278926 254711 70464 24936 41228 77567 29118 2326 8162
1980 364310 345396 103141 32031 52846 108860 38224 3434 6860
1981 429990 433221 104623 42219 75561 145365 51143 5064 9246
1982 470579 493741 119641 50137 87699 147480 71542 8363 8879
1983 471077 498159 134155 54480 96554 121184 75501 3824 12461
1984 518393 519049 123418 53648 98812 138613 81714 4362 18482
1985 544849 563729 135243 61968 111865 138021 88400 4809 23423
1986 599963 632661 153588 70077 129556 154534 98728 4841 21337
1987 651047 662135 148798 72074 134293 171364 102482 5911 27213
1988 766586 751930 160375 80222 148020 192406 131457 5988 33462
1989 951998 1239554 187908 97299 207008 541385 151567 11483 42904
1990 1114455 1166747 210974 125786 231204 302281 199769 10749 85984
1991 1157078 1416625 227099 153228 293037 322087 277370 12542 131262
1992 1308766 1696117 239398 183965 305305 277891 276143 29110 110782

it f RAN S EERRERA -

BRI - (P ERBEMEEE) o TBRREER -
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FABEE Z A REMAL L HARE > MEER "RALE  RE
BB KB A - h—##H > ERRASRELE 7 RE
By 2 i BR S BY s R KR A BT ( R 2-2) °

M4 R22EE—SHEE > BREHUBLSE > REFARR
BENEE - (S RARMN IR T HE S » B ZHUFTIREARN
FOME » A L BB XHRRERARKER BB AR o
EREBR/HE  FABELEXR EFRERFBZHEBNT © BEE
BB AGHMREL BHABEBETREHBTR -

= 2-3 8l 4 #r IE R BY S R R B 3 B TRE SRR A BBl 6% © TP
BH T -ME¥ R THEMBI A MEZE REHRIBRAR
EMyE 2R TEARN HERRRMG M TEEREL -
eiE, B THE) =HIH > MBARAEFTHEERH
fhe BALEAKGE TEEL XH—F > ETETRERZH > —
BEBEBTH REFHBLIE -8 RERXRARRBREGH
o RMEBRE TREESAL BEW  EREAYE(1994)HHEESR
—F : EHRAMEHLE  TERERRNMEBAREARH X)) P B
I Bt B8 A B 3 He e R 0 TR ST HE R e SR AR K
o WS M BB R BERBEE T BH AR EE
MBLRKNEMRT

Mmsz » EES RS ﬂ£—+%¢%'ﬁﬁ%E&H
FEBCRENHAES IR AREN TEARL ) BFA - 7
B B HAERRE LY FR RIS W#I%i&*’rﬁ
ERB, A T BB o FEERFM - TEHL X
HEIEE "TEHB AL BEA o

R TEASH, HEE BBESFREEMEBNRAREME
Eg s — MERNMBRNMBEAFRELAZE  BEFBE LR
BRE TEASH ) B FEBRESLBEBSLE  TEEFX
Ere T8 BEAXHSH  EBZH—HRAE TEEB AL B
B REDINT TE® TH S REHALARK SRR HER
Aok BEUR H H— 8 o (BT RG K HB I HBERE  SRERLE
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% 2-1
AN -\ dazh R B A
1552 Ff? 3 Fii? =l
1 7.61* 1 0.05 (1,26)
2 4.27* 2 0.51 (2,23)
3 2.41 3 0.22 (3,20)
4 1.56 4 0.26 4,17

L "BRA-RERE ) RRRAS TR, BEREES TR, SIS ABEIEL
RHBENER - FH > TREEH-RA L o BIEGRISE HRASE -

2. MW FEES Ho @ Bj=0 > j=1,2,... RYILEIREZE M (joint significance) HIFME >
BB ARIZE R BTE (lagged variables) BIFRRRE © 1] “*" AFR9S%MM B2
P T BRO9%AR TR -

3. BRI FMER Ho © 5j=0 > j=1,2,...] B FEBE M NFGE » BIMGRHER & TE
XY ZE R BIERIFIRE -

4. BHERM degrees of freedom -

#<2-2

BA—EING B> A
A= F{# K= Ffi HHEE
1 3.30 1 0.76 (1,26)
2 0.92 2 0.35 (2,23)
3 0.95 3 0.27 (3,20)
4 0.86 4 0.21 4,17)

EA>FEBIBG FEBIG X B A
W= F{E 1555 Ffif HHE
1 5.61* 1 0.00 (1,26)
2 2.69 2 0.65 (2,23)
3 0.64 3 0.31 (3,20)
4 1.02 4 0.24 @,17)




FTEARH.L A TEHBAL  BRRAREHZARBES

217

=23
BA—>— B 2 —ARBE S > B&A
573 Fi& W Fi& HEE
1 13.79** 1 0.01 (1,26)
2 6.55%* 2 1.08 (2,23)
3 5.39%* 3 0.83 (3,20)
4 4.80** 4 0.35 4,17)
BA>BRICH BERGEH ~BA
553 FfE iS5 Ff& HHE
1 7.28% 1 0.01 (1,26)
2 5.60* 2 1.39 (2.23)
3 3.89* 3 0.69 (3,20)
4 2.47 4 0.53 (4,17)
BAHELZRTH HER2TH ~BA
= Ff& RE Ffi& HHE
1 0.27 1 3.69 (1,26)
2 1.76 2 2.11 2,23)
3 1.04 3 2.80 (3,20)
4 1.39 4 2.05 (4,17)
BA BRI RERBH ~BA
= F{# B Fi# BHE
1 1.02 1 0.32 (1,26)
2 127 2 0.31 (2,23)
3 0.71 3 0.17 (3,20)
4 0.47 4 0.21 (4,17)
BEA> BB BB ~BA
Rz Fi& W= Fii HEE
1 0.61 1 5.78* (1,26)
2 0.85 2 2.60 (2,23)
3 0.62 3 1.7 (3,20)
4 0.34 4 1.27 4,17)
BA>HHE N HEXH ~BA
iS5 FfH Wz Ff# HHE
1 1.89 1 0.15 (1,26)
2 1.06 2 0.02 (2,23)
3 0.35 3 0.08 (3,20)
4 0.24 4 0.31 (4,17)
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HEIAIE LT IR — BN » B84 = B R A B9 B 6% -
BARRESEN TEHABAL BHEE bR 2R T XA EB L AR
o BN B w8 R M R DT KK e

Tl FEEME  BUNEMMEUZEEB L HOHE » kL
BEANTRIIMEN B RS - AR RMLAK TEABE ) MEE > FERN
RABINZ % THEGHBRERS - FTURFEEERE TR %
T RERE B BRRME > BRI AEE R LR KRS REG
RERG AR+ W0 F8 MO R DU I B Bk T+ (BE b RIER TS 5 B 16 2
EHMARZTHFEE L EREHNOHBRRAEAFHES BRI
EBEF¥EEBNRERIEHFRER -

1 Meyer(1986) * Kamlet, Mowery and Su (1988) %7 E B B iF LA BB 85 F
B BB BFBE Z M BEHMMBLRTE -

2 BINI9TS EEHFER T RBUFEHE, AR DFIH ¢ TAEF
WEZNRREFETE LABABHGEREBRE, » OITEHEES: T
MEEABHOER, » ISEHEES: TEABHENMER, »
199285 FE: "TREXHEABASE - sEHAHFRAEERE
RERZVERETE, -

3 BN TERMEHERMEL ATB LOREMEFEOFE » 2 R John Geweke
(1983) o

4 P TEMERRBMGL M BE TEMSEEMRE,  Sims
LDV test, the modified Sims test % o

5 FBDurbin-h BIAMKER » BEME S HIREBL 203 48 /R
R (DBRFERX(2) bz p, v I EH KRB  H5 Durbin-h 2 6
HigHER» 2 HER. Pindyck B D. Rubinfeld(1981: 193-195) o

6 1961 FE 10 BHFERIE  ERBFEBLHESMBREBLA  EHE
4.1% ° M 1992 E 1995 G FEHEB L » A S RBREO LML
BRIEE11.4% -
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Tax-Then-Spend or Spend-Then-Tax:
An Analysis of Causality between

Public Spending and Revenues

Tsai-tsu Su

Abstract

This paper uses the direct Granger test to examine the intertem-
poral relationships between public spending and revenues in Taiwan for
fiscal years 1961-1992. Revenues are found to Granger-cause spending
outcomes, with the strongest link occurring in the expenditures for gen-
eral administration, and for education, science, and culture. The reverse
causal relationship, spend-then-tax, finds little empirical support, with
the exception of obligations Granger-causing revenue outcomes. The les-
son learned from past data thus appears to be that raising taxes is more
likely to result in more government spending than to reduce the size of

budget deficit.



