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1. AED

oj= wHT}t 29dlel] thgk wAA Hilo] ok AW dHo] H
TG ES fﬂff“XlU Al AANE Aow et FERATS
sl ek 2l FE G5 7] ABATIE AL e el &F
AR o] B 2 288 A A&7 Ads FHepL glivkal
7het) oj@Al 29t At ¥gE kel §elg 2371 7}Lsﬂ
78 oFAAA ol A 29dl 2Aleh Aol tigk RS A5t -
sitt. e gt zAlAo] s A TFS X*ﬂs}ﬂ Fo7e] i*ﬂ%ﬂ
LE I o sffar ARE ofA7A] 29dle AT el E3E o
QAA] ok

ﬂi%ﬂ/ﬂ A 2AAE= ek Al 292 Hhe(1994)9]
ZFEAATY BaAolth wnFE Agd Exwvte] d5S o] @yt
SHAIRE Algo] AUAA FaL Ao} 2L Fob EfE Ao R -85
gtohar njdgie) o] & Q1% Apduit o] W EEA Y 27|97 s &
B EAE FaL olFle] 191 Al719] AN o o]oj itk Aolth
ol GAl AddoA A7|E AN HEo]7|%E FtKAgell et al
1996).

°]F4(2007) 2l A ARG AN AT ApolE FEGIL
1991 7H8S XS4 7A7F SAl] 3108 7hE ZH?‘WZ}% 7}%
A7 BX 57 97) =4S 7hEA bt 7
A 7)% zﬂzlxﬁﬂ.o_ ix] %—iﬂ-

? ATt AR 19911 A

&

=
. olz AN AF S o] AYAT 1990LS_EH zﬂ& A
%715-& AG7E 2l EThE A Aokt o]TAde] w4l el =kt
o] A7k Jrk EE o]Ade] A= 1990 SRS vhRaL Sl

1) o] =& x| g7y “1990dt) o] F 2¢dl A, EAAE WEx F
7P (FEUAANAAATS 2013-01), “2=9 ZA Sojtir ) 204)7] A€
AL, T, A (FREGAEAATAE 2013-03)& AT dsksith
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S 7HIT 20003 B0l AP AHolE B AHolE AHH L
& ZHA 71Z7F o]ofAaL Atk

oHE2012)E F= 2gde] 2R HuE Za AW ApNg
o FARY BAE Fol BHrhgrh 29dl AT z
oA wE 7HAA vEE 2

AYEQ2012) FA 296 XA A} 7] Fo] JeAor xits
ojFolgitte ol FHUTh AAEL 29 A4S olslste NP=R
AL A A%, =2 HALSAS 719 Absl AT oHS SHet

299 ARS WAtE E skt AL Ak el Uy f4

A7kl A A1 R Qe FFAN 290 AAo] FHE 5 9

© A FEE AR PERAES Bds ALF5ES FT8a 9
7

2294l AN L35] = Alg] 7+ 3] Al(Generational Accounting) 4] AT}
29 AR A7) AlokllA AL7bsde SHeka vkl Frkett
(Swedish Fiscal Policy Council 2012). ©]Z:=H|AEE A9 dlS EX]9} A
Aol A&7sAS B RS AEFe wdw H71ECHEconomist,
2013). A EHA AEF(welfare capitalism)ZA] oS Ho] 84
WA EAE dAHow el 7] mZolth

SR A AT o] FHg A (AEE 9, 2012)% BRG] A&

4

dee FE3ITh ~9do] 1990 o] %
N =
-9—

bt ofuet AYAAA7A Frata 9]
(201) %= 2=9gdo] AAFZ HAS o

Aol A&7k de gra Jhal slvka B
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° lf%';% 204171 o] % 29l AL A AA ] P WSk o A
EEM% 3t EAES 957 As 2otk 147 2R ~9d =
ki g Zholuy itk ol {9 2

Ao 194719 Bl A 29w 2AAA] EFor A3 A5A9)
1gF ARBRAVGFS FEA 3G 2dd BX5vp 3449

1960-901d Al7] =HlieE, AEFAE HstE gEstal 1990 o]+

AAN7I9} EX=7F o] F3E A4S Asit) 432 A7) g

o7 BEleE 1919 2APHE S ke S A AE7bsAel gk
ele] w2S gelsta, 534 A oA 29d A AR S =

2. 29 E =AM FH2o| Hist

2.1 19M[7] =M M| E3: ZAILI FA|

19417] 29ldlelli= of2] Aol I Ao &5 FaE= a5
Al, TRkl g5 BEAASE AREA, %ﬂoﬂ Prjﬂrrtl't— WA, 2|3
ZRA el A, A 5ol 9}"*5} AEomnt BH, BF AFE
S AlmEolAtt AEE A HFE A ‘é‘%}ﬂr Arh A A A ol
A 2R, 25A|, AR RAT7|olFe] 3T AlFelEhd FAlE A, A5

(APHAL, FA7E 2L Al s AR e

<E 1> 1900 299l 24 FUE AEER HolErh A A7 A
35 Ad EAA(land tax), S1FAl(poll tax)= AH Ao =nE
190030 EXAQ] R AA AYe 1% £33 } AFAE ot A
A9 A AP 0.5%0l Edsirh oAl Aleel A5 F AR
= AR JEZoz AR ZAFAY 28% ;(]—7\]6‘]—51 9lt},
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E 1> A MY M (1900)
(&) 1332, %)

A= R H| 5
#H4 (Customs duties) 57,360 35.6
A (Excise duty on liquor) 20,414 12.7
A (Excise duty on sugar) 9,947 6.2
ESAAS BlA 7,599 4.7
ZFolA B O1AJA] (Stamp duty) 6,606 4.1
EAA (Land tax) 1,696 1.1
71e} EXA 1,112 0.7
1FAl (Poll tax) 750 0.5
2 105,484 65.4
A5 9 AR A
(Local income and property 45,412 28.2
A )
(Local sales taxes on liquor) 10,310 6.4
27 55,722 34.6
A 161,206 100.0

- &3] Swedish Tax Agency(2005) 298%. FA| MY GDP 75% 5.

A YRR F2 JER AT B
o gl SRR
1=

A MY 5700

H
A ADe 4 vl fIH A3
7| mERGFe szl weh BTt 1947] A% FeiFel 97
el ZojE o 1880 FHHTE] 29dl AkjE S
UA] 7slE A ch(Dahlgren, 2000: 12).
SHEFA= At FakEo] A @& Adstoloj =, MY, <A

el

12
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FTAE-oF AR AQlS Fel oF 3%11& azyz A4 Aﬂ 4 ]
AN & Azrt us SEkd WS eﬂé
a ook E3 SEHEFAR A, S-HA7E 242 13- 7009 22U
Bo] FARe} ANAN-E 3 A4 F AYY 10%E AAEHaL

h

THSwedish Tax Agency, 2000: 28).

22 AQEle] Zsk 20 MF: 2SML DEF AIEE2ZE
7ld=

?JO]E‘r. AWAaSAE TSI A5 ATomA, AsoR 14
AYaL o A5 431 FEIA ATl Bl Har dAAE] 4%
2 52 HoIARE Rl o] HEH AL FHAE FATE o] Foj Mt |
oM ThA ZAAIAL] Ao w H7bETY
E‘re i =7kl om 1941719 E35e] FAAAE A =
T AdEh AL 2AAALE FskE o] 250 tR St
*1154 FATA Ae7E AR Aol FA SuA A5AF =

A AAE, 1902 AW 2J3]7F 254 FAA Ele 2D o A
AT A2E 254 AAS W7A ot 84X

B AAEel
2 &

SAE 78

1{]:
olF AA|staL, AlEo] FA Forhe HolA olEk A
5} th(Dahlgren, 2000: 14).

OF Aka5Ale] gl H T 19408t o] TS Aaesln

ﬂll
mlm

2) §A3] WA, 29lol A 1 A5RAE A =9 Al7]E 1810delth &
Al FHERE 4*%101] o5 AHFo R X A5AE EYEAET, ol BAl 29
gl FAIS o] WolEo 1 71l Ui F2173Q1 wietol it o]o] FF2ERE 44 &
Hual 77 A5AE 2 A H Q) o] % 24%4.%%! 23‘—’3 FA7F AT 1863
9 1% Al H]Eﬂﬂrxﬂi 23 A r:‘r o] & WA ﬂo‘oiH AN
7F Aol Al FoldhE HAka(grant)] °lUlL A AR, F5ibis, A
25, MALS 35 A h(Dahlgren, 2000: 11-13). x]j‘: x]ﬂwtv} A=
25AE g vEAEe] F85a itk
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3] 19479 o EAE M]TxEA AT FEste] AASAZTA
Alge] 485 22} o] Eubar 19463 A AN Frkgo]
apA} ARl JZMZ—? W Zdshel Adfo]th 2RI, 2012: 138). ©]
25AME 19659 GDP 16.2%° o2& =], ol BA] 29w =Rl
5 33.3%2] Auke ZA|Ekal, OECD =77} Hit GDP 6.9%<] 2817} A&
o)At 1970 0] A5A IAMNES §7% 74 StEH ol T

ﬂ% FollA 7 =2 S

AAl= ANQAAESASE o] FrEo] AEHTrt 1938 HIA TS

[<N=1 H]Eﬂ/ﬂli NAE A=, 1994: 52). HAA] A M S 19803 )
60%H7HA] SEkot 199010l 57% 2 Solbdar 1991 d ZAE 2 30%
2 gZ ke § A% s 7125 23 Utk 20139 5EHE 26.3%00A4
Al 22% = et o

AR AHAE I 1$—E1 A Al X Fagk o %E} 53] F
Aot g A7t anjAle] T3 Aot 19606l Ayt

= 4% Ao %_‘t&iﬂl/ﬂlﬂ EYHATL 1969130l = o] Fo] FIHHAIA
B oA Aol 10%E QIGEHAT o] % FIP A AES Al Q1 E
of @Al 25% = 3| =i AA AYGelA vlFE STFskaL St

A RA7Iol S 1950 SR wEAl FrHTh 1960 ool =
ALE| A7 o 5§t F]lo] TRl wE At 182 A3 = )0
ALk 19579 AFNE oz AFAAI; T2AF + A5V
olAAA R A Aokl o] W ASHEATe A Fuo] A&F i
o2 AL o] F AFEAT|TE Ao R 1859 o] Ho| gt
(Swedish Tax Agency, 2000: 28). 2] 1990\Ath E¢] A}Ls]|H A7 Fol
A b Fol AAEHAT mEAt & AR RG] OES 199395 o8
A7)l F WEoR oY 095% % A& 1997 4.95% % Solwtil

O

_4

=L rlo

to o L= U < Y R =

3) 19799 Al F2 YHEY Hi AAES o3y ZohEzeke 20029 Al
). 28" 87%(56%)@5# 83%(40%), TITF=L 73%(59%), ©1ElE] 72%(52%), Vl=r
70%(39%), ZHZ 60%(50%), 5L 56%(49%). Gy} m=L 1979\l AthH o
2 dAANEC] B2 Jﬂolﬁi%} o] Qls} Zo] Fi1, EFxol HUL i
o7 o %01‘” O} 218} #o] ) Alan Reynolds(2008)S L.
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@
rir

1998 AFAY o Sl =2 Ad=e] 7%7F FHEa 9l
oh 2ol o3 185 ol B AX 1E&EFE Al oAt A7
3LA2%E AFB| A7l o val Stk

29l Y-S ARAL A, AR EAT| T o2 Ue] BAal <]
1>S 29 1950 FHIEEEo] GDP 21%0 =Ea] Utk A= A3
F71olgo] e, o] % ARA, A, AR EAT| A F ] B STt
et 58] 1A ARl EAT o Fo] A oR o wEA Solwth
o] 2L 2000 0% 1A=, 2000~2010 7|ZFl = A A ] H]Fo]
FHasskal A Hlse] S7keke 1%17} 28w gk 2000 A Al
ol MARSAH7F 2R3 v 333% Ao 20101 28.0% 2 A
slal AHAH vl AA] Ade 24.6%NA 29.4% = F7HAC

<ag 1> 29 M2l 74 et

- ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
. N socialforsakringsavgift
50 % B |ndirekta skatter
Direkta skatter

40 %

30%

20 %

10 %

0% T 7 1t 1 T T 1 1 1 T T T T 71T T 1
1900 1905 1910 1915 1920 1925 1930 1935 1940 1945 1950 1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000

KALLOR: Rodrigues, Den svenska skattehistorien; RRY, Statens finanser; RSV:s verksamh 3 7 RSVis istisk rsbok.

- &3] Swedish Tax Agency(2012a) 28%:.

OECDY] ZAAA] wad AJed=e 254, HelA, &abA|, An]
Al, AHE BT o5, 71 5 6ZlE o] Qi) < 2>E& KW, 2010

=
29l RlREEEo] GDP 45.5%0|th o] IRIEHES ASA, WA,
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AREAIE A MR AR AHA 17.3%, 2HA 13.4%, AE] 7o =
11.4%, 71€F 24% = FA <}

<E 2> OECD =7} &2 M= v
(k) GDP %, 201091)

e AR AT A e AR 24 | =
T vnaA e | A |3uE|iue
29 | 127 | 35 | 1.1 | 134 |24 |87 27 0.0 |11.4] 34.1 | 455
OBD | 84 | 29 | 1.8 |11.0]05] 53 3.2 0.6 | 9.1] 2461 338
Slh) | 36 | 35 | 29 | 85 |0.8] 25 24 0.8 | 5.7]19.3] 25.1
Aofab)| 91 | 00 | -181] 49 |16]6.2 03 -0.8|57]|14.8]| 204
‘- &3]0 OECD(2012).

OECD H#¥} Hlua Byl ~gele] A=w A9 fFui dubdozm
oy E3 ASA9 18T AFRAVE Ho] a1y A9d A%
| A4S GDP 12.7%%= OECD 3t 9.1%HT} 3.6% XEQIE, A3 H 7]
= 28T 5 8.7%%E OECD Hit 53%HT} 34% ¥QAE Frh 294
mMEL 2 Ugl Hd A2SAE o] Wi, Agu 7]AEe Wl
= Hel AR RAT S-S o AYAaL Slh

2HA A9 = GDP 13.4%= OECD B+t 11.0%° Hl8] 22 Helr} 3}
Auk A Qo)A JA = v|Fow AxkshE ~9dl 2 A7} 28.4%
= OECD H+t 31.3%ETt S 29dle] 2nlAl A9e Ao FRoM=
g2 vl vls] Bou AFHA Aol t Be shge] AA Aol
AR et v Q3| Aty ARAE ZeA v A o 24e vt
7F 2= 9gle]cta)

>

Hl

4) s 254, 18F ARV Fo] 53] wekek ygle|tl 254 Al

AL GDP 3.6%= 299 12.7%0] Bl & 91%¢JE, BT A3 A7) o
L GDP 2.5%=Z 2294l 8.7%0] 1oH 6.2% XQIE7} 2T}, 29ule] Aol A
3t AlEo] HH R kol A= Fokek Aotk

[e]
A
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3. 29 d =AM

KA 2l Mot Iy

rel

3.1 1960C] ~ 1990H: SX|X| & BIIef IR EE

o] 27.1%= AA 1919 debb HAE 19800 +H =7F HAb 18.5%,
OECD Hi 155%¢} vluahd s weE £ro] Z7lo]thKees van
Kersbergen, 1995: 100).5)
AHRFAEE v FFoz APt 19609 26 AFFAE
& GDP 30%%1H] o= @A wl=r3} olH|Segh oEolth o] % e SR
1

OECD it 42.9%, G237} Hit 52.1%9 Blushd 1960130 o] %
W7 AREFAZ] S7PF £ AREFAEZAME 29 do] thE
= oY HAa7t RdR 54 A7 1960 o] 19901 71A]

A7]0]tt6)

5) 19603 GDP th¥] HA|A|&F H]FS HH, 2gd(109%) T =& Uk 59
15.4%, S2Ew|o}l 154%, W7ol 153%, T2 132%, H|53 Uk ol
11.7%, 9Pt 11.1%, 97 10.8%, W U= A= Al 9.2%, 8.8%, 1=
6.8% S°]t}. Kees van Kersbergen(1995) #H=.

6) =998 99dS AUd MEMAE A9de] ARG g Tdg Be
ootk Rt O 299 AARDE 1960 th7EA] AR g

(market-oriented model), 1960\ THH-E 19901 d7}4] 7NY=2] = P(interventionist

model), 1990'd ©]F FREXF3% d(partial liberalization model)2 T3}

(Lindbeck, 2009, 2007).
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< 3> 29dl ICUFHE 0| (GOP %)

kil ikl = ikl =9
1880 7.2
1900 7.5
1906/10 8.2
1916/20 10.8
1925 16.0 19.6 21.6 22.6 17.8
1933 18.9 20.1 20.1 25.2 23.0
1950 21.0 19.8 27.8 33.1 30.1
1960 28.7 253 27.5 S 33.9
1970 39.8 40.4 32.5 37.0 32.9
1980 47.5 43.9 36.2 L2 33.1
1990 53.6 47.1 44.7 399 32.6
2000 54.2 48.8 46.9 37.4 37.9

- 23] Swedish Tax Agency(2005)2] o8] EE A4,

BARFAES A7) sids ka5l
o <# 3>S HH, 299 S9REEe 1947] $8F GDP 7%°l4] 1910
A 10%= YgPgem o]F FE3] Sojut 19501 21%°l o] 25t} o]
= A G, 5ol mX A EslE o] thSwedish Tax Agency, 2000:
28). 29dl HREEe] wWE SRR Frhek 212 1950 o] ot
196011 2=9ElS 28.7% 2 FUHTE vton} of =& whet fHan 1970l
dufael g AFE Sl 299 EX57F PG B, ¢
& 73(1932-46)0] HEA=7HE $3 BEYS AT, dE2#uE 4
(1946-1969)°] HEA=7F =S &9 Aojt}, o 22 G| wd 3l
19699, 29dl SIEFES 37.9% 2 oA AACAM 7P ¥& yebt
= AT

$ergo] welsjop @
E]_}:
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<3 2> A IDREE W (GDP %)

) BACE 285, .
5 L B S.a%7 | NgEielEas
NG EAAS \\; __u;/ ,;\_; \\ii\f
ma reie [ ARl o et
wf/&;; " T S AR RTINS [l
8y I RRRRE PN S
9 i wih g gii—i—:‘*i‘* - OECD =
piE e
% %Ei R
5t
- &2 OECD. stat.
<I%9 2>+ OECD I HIEEE FX& AxdHz I3 AQdd], 244
SRReEe] ok A, wAARER 48 J0EE el 54
o] HAETE 20009 7HA = ARIE HE Al7]o] Ao g wuldEol
e2u nagel 43 AVl AASAY St 7128 weln, 18
tl 20001 o] o= AR, HyARAR 7R a1 Ald HRIFEE]

3.2 1990HCH o|F: XA 7|} +=I1E

AT Yetee 22k iRl o] & FE3] EAXES 59 $al 1980 o]
T NAFFYAI YA FAHA] GUrE <9 3>8 B A 7] 9
it} BA)2)% v|Fo] Z71s] 1990dd] ©]F GDP 19%UlE A g

20081 =&Y olFol= 2% FElor Ak a¥d o] FAEX

7) Economist 7IAHE B @A A FES 39)5h7] ] 24k 7 7199 =
AxsAle] d9 oA Yol T3 BEH7]E & 4 AKThe Economist “Sweden
Tax cuts? Why?” 2000. 8. 3)
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OECD H#& 7127 Wolth A4 7t Jels Asinw 493 te g
o] ghigir)

<38 3> ZHMLTED SAIXIE 8IS 2 (CDP %)

HE| R = /

§E85 8

£ 6885588885888 88288888 RECRBRRERRER

- &4 OECD(012) && A7-4.

19922007 A7) 5 UES BH, 294, AdE F SXAF 1)
o] Fragh v, TR ogE 5 wE SE2 7t
d 5 UE s AT YR SR 299
7V AA a3k yakelth 1992~2007d 717 A¢dle B4 H]5o] GDP
34.7%0 A 273% = FHAashHA v BAAEAA AA Ha AelE =
Gl Al T3k

< 4> F0 5 2iso 2XK|E HIZ 5l (GDP %)

15

10

- &2 OECD. stat.
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<O¥ 4> BAE7E P Fale di1A] Uekse] 5XAE HsY W
32 HoFEry TP o= EU 2170 B 1992~2007d 7|7kl 7)1E
B2 A& HFS FASAY 25 571, 20089 58917] oF 3
Lokele BES Holerh ofd Hg| ~9dle 1992 o] % A& HA] A
= H]Fo] Yrolxa 9tk 1990dd] 2\t I A|A 7] HA| wel A 2~
de o2 Yty g8 54 AF vlFo] st of Aol

X% ulFe] 2987

Jeor
N
o)

<E 4> A Fo MY X|E 5}
1994199]199{199{199|199(199]199{199{200J200(200]200|200{200{200{200{200{200{201{201|201{201
Hu 29 161.]69.470.968.164.462.460.7158.458.155.]54.455.455.154.453.952.7151.(051.154.952.951.]51.451.
ER & G2 [49.450.452.150.953.050.949.448.148.146.947.947.148.047.447.446.146.047.451.951.(49.149.149.4
A A4 [-0.]-8.4-11]-9.1-7.4-3.1-1.4 0.9 0.8 3.4 1.6-1.4-1.1 0.4 1.9 2.2/ 3.6/ 2.2-1.¢ 0.0 0.2/-0.-0.
ESA| g2 |-5]-5.9-5.4-5.1-7.4-4.1-2.4-2.4-1.4-0.1-2.(-2.1-3.9-2.9-2.4-1.4-0.1-2.1-6.]-6.1-4.1-3.1 -2.
=7} A9 |55.473.478.982.981.184.483.(82.(73.464.162.160.459.60.061.454.949.450.052.449.149.948.4 47.

R 52 |58.463.(68.971.175.480.081.(181.478.976.474.475.476.177.178.474.171.477.187.§93.195.4100.{102.|
- 2] OECD. stat.

<¥ 4>oA B0 19901 FuE A9l
AAZ AR A4 AxE A, o F
d OECD Ht AAZEC] 12%] HETAT 296 A% vlo]y
1~2% A 7153, 4G5S 199333 E 9%tz ezt A9
A4 ARE 9 7159 2ulel] 2k 299 AFFAE 19919 vlo]
Yz 243k F 19931 do] F3 -112%] o]27al o] wlojux R
1997 3744] olojxtt, =/RANE 1990 d ) Xk FA38] S 199130l
GDP 55%% =7} Hf 58.9%7 Sl or} 1994 82.5% =2 =7
7He A

= HIRS 44 =7kes A7
A

o] 7 Atk 1991~93
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<E 5> A9 2ok MHAIZ WaF (GDP %)

3151 2|0} ZAA - =7 - N A5

199%5(a) 106 25 14 58 02 28 62 19 70 ?66 60
2000b) 94 23 13 37 03 09 6.1 11 68 23 ol
20 75 17 13 43 04 08 67 10 70 20 39
2010(c) 69 16 14 46 03 07 71 12 70 215 322
Aol | M2 | 202 | 201 | A28 01 | A9 | A01 | A08 | 202 | A3.3 | A9,9
A8 AN | AB0 | ATL | A362 | 500 | A67.9 | AL6 | AR1 | A29 | A124 | A15.2
Aol | AT | A09 | 200 | A12 01 | A21 09 A07 | 200 | A51 | A127
a5 A349 | AFB0 | A00 |A20.7 | 500 |A750 | 145 | AB8 | A00 | A19.2 | A195

- &2 OECD. stat.

ab

ac

ofeigt Aeld 2ddHE 19137 AR FREYS 3y

GDP tiH] HAA|% H]Fo] 1992 o] % tfF wopxlal, ARFTAE o
2 Zog ZQU} <F 5= HopH A& W= 1995dL 7]Fo s Al

Aotk 1995 AH-FAES GDP 65.0%°]3L 20001300 55.1% % 9.9%
FRIEZL sttt o] Al7] BAAE HlFo] 33% XERIE AL AA
A HobE 2.1% XEQIE, FAAA 1.9% XEQIE, FF3qd 1.2% XQJE
o=tk A4 %i TEE HW ofx M nlFo] 2 ARERA] &

AAaER BH AA A, FAAE &
=, w2 la ﬁLJ} Tl Bsta A

Olﬂid 712 20104714 H]
gk A7) AAE o}
T AE TS S, B4 ok JA] 9] tiide] of
HOM
v A& FEREAS FE 2A9Y ARFAY ST 3R
Yogt o HEoRith AFFAE 19921 GDP -8.9%, 19931 -
11.2%9014 1998\ S22 Zo}gkar 20000 GDP 3.6% % = HE Ak
7= 1991 d0 = GDP 55.0% % 271 Ht ofgo] Avkzt 1992
d 73.4% 2 FFS FolHar 1996 84.4%7bA] F7EEIo 20001 64.3%
7 ykolA] oAl FE=7E it off 2 FZolgtth ol APt &
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AAES g hA ) AFAE T2 vEs AEsta ol A

o,

4. 19914 =AM| J&e| L3 Z3}

4.1 19913 Z=AMPIHEe F2 S

ujm

Al SAAIE] 85%°l o], wsAb tiF-Eol 50%7F
A GOl AEHa ARATE old] HyAFAHRE

FAEI A ARG GA] o] R Fo EH
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<Abstract>

Study on the development of the swedish tax and
fiscal system in the twenties century.

Oh, Keon-Ho

Sweden is known as the welfare state of high ‘total tax revenue’ and social
expenditure. However, on facing economic and fiscal difficulties, Sweden
implemented tax reform and fiscal restructuring on a large scale. This paper
deals with the development of the swedish tax and fiscal system in the
twenties century.

Traditionally Swedish tax system had been characterized by high statutory
marginal tax and broad tax allowance designed for encouraging productive
investment of profit. The Swedish tax reform of 1991 is called as ‘the most
far-reaching reform in any industrialized country in the postwar period’ due to
its dramatic tax rate cut and tax base broadening. It was the outcome of
political adjustment between Social Democratic and Conservative forces.

As the result, Sweden currently enjoys fiscal substantiality by the
generational accounting and wins the support of citizens for the tax system.
This is why Sweden receives attention as a model state in market capitalism

since 2008 fiscal crisis in Europe.

Key Words: Sweden, Tax, Fiscal Policy, total tax revenue, Social expenditure,
swedish tax reform of 1991, fiscal rule.
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