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1) P. G. M. Dickson, The Financial Revolution in England(Hampshire: Macmillan
and Company, 1967).

2) J. Brewer, Sinews of Power: War, Money and the English State, 1688-1783
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1990).

3) ALl tiRe] Zgs A AFAE oleld Me AEFgS 7RIth FAA AR A =
olggt EAE B FFAQ oAE AAI AFMEE J. F. Bosher, French
Finances, 1770-1795: From business to bureaucracy(Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1970).
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4) P. Mathias and P. K. O'Brien, “Taxation in Britain and France, 1715-1810: a
comparison of the social and economic incidence of taxes collected for the
central governments”, Journal of European Economic History, Vol. 5(1976), pp.
601-650.

5) P. K. O'Brien, “The political economy of British taxation, 1660-1815", Economic
History Review, Vol. 41(1988), pp. 1-32.

6) J. Brewer, Sinew of Power, pp. 89-91; Michael ]. Braddick, The Nerves of state:
taxation and the financing of the English state, 1558-1714(Manchester and New
York: Manchester University Press, 1996).
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1715 5.76 166 5.82 137 100 100
1720 6.11 6.40 110
1725 5.92 198 5.84 171 100 125
1730 6.23 186 6.60 198 113 144
1735 571 236 6.27 238 108 174
1740 5.93 201 5.70 190 98 139
1745 6.95 245 7.37 219 127 160
1750 725 207 7.42 174 127 127
1755 721 253 6.83 214 117 156
1760 8.67 847 146
1765 10.04 320 852 237 149 173
1770 10.42 318 8.67 188 143 137
1775 10.66 362 8.34 225 170 164
1780 12.57 419 991 272 190 199
1785 1457 424 11.07 251 227 183
1790 17.51 500 13.21 287 266 209

o ®ell Waw, A5 Bk Gawe] nad Aol oA 17159
B 17909714 sk AN ASge] g mFol AR ) Y=
QALY W EolT. = QoA 59 74 6% E=alx A 79 54 1
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7) P. Mathias & P. K. O'Brien, “Taxation in Britain and France, 1715-1810", pp.
604-605.
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1715 35 1467 17% 11%
1720 35 17%
1725 37 1500 16% 13%
1730 34 1261 18% 15%
1735 34 1363 18% 17%
1740 38 1492 16% 13%
1745 35 1627 20% 15%
1750 39 1848 18% 11%
1755 44 1970 16% 13%
1760 44 20%
1765 52 2733 19% 12%

8) Ibid., pp. 608-609.



<=7kl A S 11

auste mAe gug | ot EAE AEE
A= Oﬂi- AN y/}xﬂg

() (1) il =9
1770 55 3591 18% 9%
1775 60 3688 18% 10%
1780 61 3621 21% 129%
1785 69 4057 22% 10%
1790 76 4418 24% 11%

o

g2 FAleS 1736 17%] P4 A ez oA 10% T2

| A =

LS R 1

2
tt

e |n
&
rr
ox
ot
ol
vl
it
iin)
i
=2
o
[t
3

Jo] whaw el B &L 1780d ol F 20%E ZA Aeke W,

o [

EAl= o] Axe AlFxol|t). YAk (physical output)ell 7]Z3ke] AA|gH
FAE AT FEQoA B A5ES TEER ESto] FHIEAS R
£ Fgs =R

%87] wRolth. nElolast onetoldlw g sHe
A F84o]l ZPantte dFAA o Gag]

2,
o
=
M
i

Y
fo
QL'
El

[«

< AUF ez =4 HrrskA T
29| A& AR5 =T AXfle FAZ wol
o] gt
21 (W. Fritschy)= 4= dd&
FAo57 &S vwsta, vlEols, 2 HElo]

10 o) W, AT A g &

—n
<
©
Lo,
H
=

olr
ox, _IE,
(=N
4%
=
e
6 B
QL
PNy
=

At
ol

10)

ale] Zghe AAY] A7) A AT 712 otk d=e] =
Dean®} Colee] 1&gt = ZA9] 7] A7l
FAEE TPz daM 7 5 e FAD

2ol 53¢ st g8l £ LRE A5 P
gk,

W. Fritschy, “Taxation in Britain, France and Netherlands in the eighteenth
century”, Economic and Social History in the Netherlands(Amsterdam: NEHA,
1989-1997), Vol. 2(1990), pp. 64-65.
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12) P. Mathias and P. K. O'Brien, “Taxation in Britain and France”, pp. 604-605. -
A 171593 1790 Abeloll e o= A 9wt ol 2 7uint o g 718}
i, G A7 79 A 29F oA 9wl 74wt Wo g Frieit) avla ko)A
ZAFS 19 33 7awk glEada 29 83 7Nt glHEg Zvlglm = =
A2 59 84 28k FsolA A 3w 24 1% == F7HITH

13) Michel Morineau, “Les budgets d’état et gestion des finances royales en France
au dix-huitiéme siécle”, Revue historique, vol. 536(1980), p. 320.
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W. Fritschy, “Taxation in Britain, France and Netherlands”, p. 65.
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F7HIE ©E F vz FAck v M. B9 2 I Aol e Al
2 A7) 5 olHt) AP AA 2 AFS 16402 Ft) . Brewer, Sinews of
Power, pp.89-91; Michael J. Braddick, The Nerves of state, pp.1-20.

P. K. O'Brien and P. A. Hunt, “The rise of a fiscal state in England, 1485-1815”,
Historical Research, LXVI, No. 160(1993), p. 150.
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17) A. Guéry, “Finances de la monarchie francaise sous ’Ancien Régime”, Annales
E.S.C., vol. 33(1978), p. 227.



o] 17853714 Zigse] Alege dAdem
oA A A F Y B ste] B¥, =t =
gef aels & I T
A&RoR ggetm Aol 100 F= S7HAT W Zgse] A
174171 #7121 8337 J43 FHH, 18417] el 7o
A7) Fate] £EE S0 S ASITh 184714 vehd 2-3ue] Aledd F
2 Ul TR AR HAleE Aol ol AR 174171

Al HE oAl S EdTE b S| Aol
9o AMdERNE $2l= 16407 1690 Ateloll =3t Zpxe] 24
P 2 P eSS AR1E & Sl delM e o] WEE F
Hol AHAQN AFE 7S 4 A, ZFc s AR
T 2 EWE EQE Age] A&AQ e v s Hl ol2A Xk

o =g ZW2 A yeht P A3 4 ’

o] oj®l HelM =3 GEAE Avre dx Fgsit)h o] A7 oy
g AFdEe] AEAar, A FFo] AGA ZAHJSATE Feo] Fa
Filoltt. o] Age F=o] o]2ut AP W 7127t oJBA rlAEAEA

N

fe}
Hl
—‘:J—
|H

u
|>
1o
Bt
>
>
o
=
El

(1) 9=e] 2=AAI=

AP e BEE U A2 & BAdt], YVt Bz e A
g

18) P. Dickson & J. Sperling, “War Finance 1689-1714”, J. S. Bromley (ed.), New
Cambridge Modern History(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1970),
Vol. 6, p.285. ol =9 FA|d g3 X mA= FFolth ot 27t VoA
E dle Hold® A7 95 9] Agde] ZF29] 15 FFEOR Y W]
wZolth. 28tk = F vete] BAlgde] Azte] AE F AAE HAW AME
#E = ok

16 TP A A 24T
22| Fata YA webA] 17, 18M]7100] F=o] ofEl WA o2 E o] EAE
S dstn o8 7K SRS AeEoE Ay AP A S Fu A
Holgl BE2& dv FE3 o]f7F Utk

= HFoE o83 AP Y-S S EHE 18A7] TR FR Ao
2 o]F g7 =AAE MNP AP Aoz Byt O o] NYE
R :

<l SAE A Ag
o} o] Apgo] HeElE 91g BEAA AR Gl wig Fag XA on
& FAYdd Ax & BFole] AuI AFEdrh0 ey o] Al7le] =
kL A A7t glo] Hlth
Et G2 BAATE ANAFA WY T2 FAd 9
gl A=Al Zoh 17471 A GoeA AgEd Alge] TR
oA n9E F2 FUE FIAEE FA(customs),
Sl AAEE 53] FF FHEE EF A (excise), 2|3l 2} 7ol A3
A | we} Fa=EE QA A (R, hearth tax)7}
Alae] Aae ARl o8 == &, 7

NS
QL
g
X
=
1o
i—";
=
1o
:<l>1=t

>
o

~

Rl

jind

D)

=2

X

ot
o

ox
ol
12
1o
rol
lt
o
=
i
o g

AN e
ox,
o
2 o
o
3
o
=
ol
[o
o
iy
ol
N
o
e, I

1:011
Kk
P,
o —
)
Y
o &
1 N 4y O 0 30 (g

19) J. Brewer, Sinews of Power, p.91.
20) J. A. Schumpeter, “The crisis of the tax state”, International Economic Papers,
IV(1954), pp.5-38.
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21) Howard Tomlinson, “Financial and administrative developments in England,
1660-1688", J. R. Jones (ed.), Restored Monarchy, 1660-1688(London: Rowman
and Littlefield, 1979), pp. 95-105.

22) Hughes, Studies in Administration and Finance, 1558-1825(Manchester:

Manchester University Press, 1934), pp. 159-160; St. B. Baxter, Development of

the Treasury, 1660-1702(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1957), pp. 91-93.
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s Fol= 348 ez QAEAT) R. Douglas, Taxation in Britain since 1660

(London: Macmillan, 1999), pp. 15-19. o] A<l & o AAg 2718 S2= J.

V. Beckett, “Land Tax or Excise: the Leving of Taxation in Seventeenth- and

Eighteenth—century England”, English Historical Review, vol. 100(1985), pp.

285-308.
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24) E. Kiser and ]J. Kane, “The bureaucratization of tax administration in early
modern England and France”, The American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 107,
No. 1(Jul. 2001), p. 200.

25) Braddick, The nerves of the state, pp.95-99.

26) ]. Brewer, Sinews of Power, p.101.

27) A. Coleby, Central Government and the localities: Hampshire, 1649-1689
(Cambridge: Cambridge University, 1987), p. 171. A4 #5E #AH <1493 A
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QIZH ol o] AalAWA, o]Fe] ¥E 552 05 &Y. 1 243 #dE9] +
dellA HET Fe] th2A] g2 29 “AHEHlE"o] 2R sk HE&o] A o Fobxa,
AR A1 Bl F2#AE TS A8t J. E. D. Binney, British Public
Finance and Administration, 1774-92(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1958), p. 32.
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(Résumé)

La Révolution financiére de I'Etat moderne:

31

Une étude comparative sur la fiscalité en Angleterre et en

France

Eun-Joo YOON

Cet article vise a analyser un aspect de la révolution financiére, les
réformes fiscales de I'Etat moderne. Une étude comparative sur la
fiscalité en Angleterre et en France nous montre trois points comme
suit:

Premiérement, les modeéles de la croissance d'impdt de deux pays
étaient différents I'un de l'autre. En Angleterre, les recettes fiscales
ont fait de la croissance explosive et réguliére depuis la Restoration.
Au contraire, en France, elles ont continué a fluctuer tout au long du
17éme et du 18éme siécles.

Deuxiémement, la réforme fiscale en Angleterre doit étre réexaminée.
Malgré la supression de la ferme dimpdt et la centralisation des
fiscalités, l'administration fiscale a été loin détre les finances
publiques. Les intéréts privés régnaient avec tenacité sur les finances
en Angleterre. D'autre part, la France a trouvé un moyen d’accroitre
les recettes, en approuvant la poursuite de lintérét privé des
financiers et en assurant les préts a court terme de leur part.

Troisiemement, les différents chemins de deux Etats résultaient
non seulement de la présence du Parlement en Angleterre, mais aussi
de la guerre. L'Angleterre, éloignée des guerres continentales, n'a pas
souffert de la difficulté financiére qui a ruiné le trésor royal de
France et qui I'a contrainte a vendre les offices. De ce fait, la France
n'a pas pu liquider les financiers qui ont pris les rénes du gouvernement
a travers la vénalité, tandis que 'Angleterre a poursuivi les réformes
fiscales, en supprimant la ferme d'imp6ot et en établissant le controle
des recettes fiscales.
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{(Summary)

The Financial Revolution of the Modern State:

A Comparative Study on the Taxation in England and in France

Eun-Joo YOON

This article aims to analyze one aspect of the financial revolution,
the tax reforms of the modern state. A comparative study on the
taxation in England and in France shows us three points as follows:

First, the pattern of tax increase was different between England
and France. Tax revenues of England made explosive and steady
growth since the Restoration. On the contrary, those of France
continued to fluctuate throughout the 17th and 18th centuries.

Second, the tax reform in England should be reviewed. In spite of
the abolition of tax farming and the centralization of taxation, the tax
administration was far from the public finance. The notorious private
interest prevailed tenaciously over the finance of England. On the
other hand, France found a way to enhance the fiscal efficiency by
institutionalizing the pursuit of private interests of the financiers and
by ensuring the short term loan from them.

Third, the different paths of the two states resulted not only from
the presence of the parliament but also from the war. England, saved
from the continental wars, didn’'t suffer from the financial pressure
that ruined the royal treasury of France and forced her to sell the
offices. Thus, France couldn’t liquidate financiers who took the reins
of government through the venality, while England pursued the tax
reforms abolishing the tax farming and establishing the control of
the tax revenue.



