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A2 2o M (bad good)=2 A 2l

mre g =2

S = M (addictive good) 2 A
HES=SM AHIA HE5 &= &elA
2 HI &P E Hl 2 (Chaloupka and
Warner, 1999)

-173-




AHIAHE FAet Gl LAl

2d

o TQI2 LHIDAIZ SHIAH|
of R |

¢ WHO, OECD2} World
BankOll Al &= EHH0HAI == &

oli

AHIARE et Sl LAl

¢ SclUctilAd=E 20042 A=
dX EE Y de Ul
EXE0| 22 3.1%% 5.5% 24
ANEHEXNR KE)

& 2006.38 HOl HdHd EXH= 49.2%
(BH=X8 A g)

:
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Cigarettes per capita

Real cigarette prices & per capita consumption

US, 1870-2000
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Stl+=22 JIHE=EY: 0l=

(aggregate time—series data AI2)

| e e

Wwa

T
|
!
|
; ———
T
i
!
!

| Bamett el al., 1995  0.76~1.12

annual time series for US, '55~'89

| Goel and Morey, - 0.28~0.37 tlme series of annual state cross—sections

; 1995 - . for us, '59~'82 |
' Hu et al.. 1995 0.30 * quarterly time series s for California for us, w!
: ’ ) - '80~'92 i

! Tremblay and . . R |
| Tremblay, 1995 0.41 ! annual time series for US, '55~'90 |

_,,,,ﬂ_ e OB S |

| i

i Yurekii and Zhang, 0.48~0.62 | time series of annual state cross-sections |
{ 2000 Co ) ! for US, '70~'95 |

NS #:COC: ZAES(2005)0 A THEIR
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(individual cross—sectional data AI)

ETTEP
e e
- 28 1 am

|
=
Lewit and Coate, j

0.42 1976 National Health interview Survey
1982a .

. 0.26 ! (adult)

Lewit and Coate, 0.74 0.89 1976 National Health Interview Survey
1982b ’ : (young adult)

California Behavioural Risk Factor
Hu et al., 1995 0.24 0.46 Surveys, '85~'91 (adult)

Chaloupka and

0.53 111 1993 Harvard College Alcohol Study
Wechsler, 1997 ’ ’ :

(young adult)

i

i ' ' ) ] ' .

1 76-'80, '82, '85, '87-92 National
CDC, 1998 1 0.37 0.58 | Health Interview Survey (young adutt)

T2 : CDOC: JHS(2005)0 A WS

sil=22 JIIHEH4

e NASAIE DASTHO| Hioh SSHE
=S990 ot O DAl 21248
(Evans et al,, 1999; Hersch, 2000; Gruber
and Koszegi, 2004)

=> debatable issue
o | JIHESE L0 S| JIHAEBE L0
(4 2(rational addiction demand

model)(Becker and Murphy, 1988;
Becker et al., 1994 5)
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Sila+R2 JIHE=EH
Scllict

o 214 Z(2002)= 1960-1997 2 22| Lt2}

Ol AR HI| JIAEE L2 0272 =3

e 282 S2003)2 A S22
0.18-0.30°22 =X

o 22 £(2005)= 1998-20034 2|

SANIAZAMI=ZE 0| ol
AIDS(almost ideal demand
system) 2 0l [} E BHi=22
IHHEHE FEE U= 048

o T o2

o LBIAEOZ JIHEHHEZ 0.25-0.50
(Tobacco control, 2005)

¢10% IIASIt= SE 0N A 4%,
HEe=0ll Al 8% AHIZH A (Chaloupka et
al, 2000)

¢1971-2000= CHCH2, 3 LS HI 2t
= etiel 3 22 0.642} 0.82 (Lee et

al., 2005)
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2 = H2Z

o HAIOL S=2 S HE=2 OIAIRZ
=52 0|28 JIIFERAHE 2 0-0.1500

e )

= 1l(Lance et al., 2004)

¢1992-1998EH72t XIZ E 0|88t HIEY
AR0AE SHHBAEHEOZ 2H0|
s %020 HY0 HY0l &&=
MOt 2 switchole= A2 MEIOZ
XA FHE M I L (Laxminarayan
and Deolalikar, 2004)

A2 = 22310

o0|20 AL LHIIIAHOINS A
g—_gﬂ %*E Z20/= Ul S &(Ross
and Chaloupka, 2003)

¢ 01 = 1996-1999 California
HANME, GHioIHCINCE EXE
SX UL, DEEAHXNI EHES
=01E é',‘(Sheu et al., 2004) |

« EXHE E0/J] A= HIJPH A zH

HEAANER

o

l[|

-179-




SN 2

CHHf 2 R0 JI2EHS AT K A4 2

o EHEEO|™, SHHI A2 0I5 SHil
JIASIIE0] HI6H iR
DI-AOOIE._)[:}HH}(" xk" |

DDFA
o HIEHEXQO|H, SHf A2 QI 6t
SN OIS0l HIoH Sl 4

A0 S - BHAI £A 42

-180-




Sill=2 JIIAEEd 0 LAY

¢ 0=22 & 1960-2000 A=
=48A A& 5HlAlE SO0l Tt
SHiAZ olet &8 AN+ St
(Warner, 2002)

Federal cigarette tax rate & cigarette tax revenue in the US
1960-2000

o
©
=3
~

o o
g N

o
o -] (=]
L] [3,]

-
i
/

Real cigarette tax rate per pack
(1982/84 cents)

o

>

— ,

- L-r‘/ ) .
s
S
Real cigarette tax revenue

45

(billions of 1982/84 $)

e 2222222222822 2248

E—*—Cigareﬂe tax rate -#-- Cigarette tax renenueJ
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giladle 2AF =3

¢ Sl A HI 2l 2| 5 H| E(external cost)

= |

« S, SIHEM, NSAL

AP ECHA SO HZ X6k

- HEH 2E E2ZA:
SSHIAXTEAA HUHAM XIEH £
SR

— X| O Ml (sin tax) £ 32 =H
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SHilAl FutE FXA Hes &l

oEHIM Rt= AIZEHAUEE T4
o AHIXH O 2F AT OF 2
HAZ0| DM E =B
— dHE HasSMsSea,
deadweight loss) £ A4

Al FU2 AHGAO L HATGAN =
2t (B+C) o (D+E) 03 24

pIE
ZH 42 = (B+D)
FOHR o
A 3

&S Py foreeenereeneeni / =
ny
&% [m = P], ------------- : e
oA :

111 VAP N RO ’ :

e : .

Pl aq

o Q. Q, Sl HeH




fE

. EHiA=ela BT

=cl dl &t

>=0 AHIXIE

> %Emﬂ}_%i{
ALz 2

>l S ZHA
S}IHE‘Z*E Aot

» BE JHA &
s -OERE *%ad*ﬂ & &
2t M (Warner et al., 1996; Jacobs et al.,
2000)
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CHHY A2 210] ZEABHH?
s

¢ Sl ZANRES 2
A EE 0
>01=2 F2= EHlAl A0 T
S76t1) 20| AEGHHAME
olatoz QIgt A XA+

& JH(Warner, 2002)
o AHIAIE ME0 et B MEREZ
g4t THSY MaE g

S A SO12 AQ2 A0 I
Z01=01?

o &l & 2~(smuggling) SO} 6 X| US
¢ 2L |
>HI SOz EHilAHl ASI1A0|
0 S0t
>H|OFd A 2iet & GH) 24 AOA|
SA Yoz &3 Jis
>U+= 01018 =0 HRE A2

0l & (Joossens and Raw, 2000)
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gl AHA RPde SEHOIOH

o SHiAHIH = 2 EHZ A 2 E (burden)2
2 A& X (regressive)
¢ 2L, |
>HASE S0 AN 2AdIS= sl
A5 5 & A (progressive) (Townsend et al.,
1994)

=> debatable issue

>EHUiA T= YUl 22 Y2 0|8610
NASK SHES E2 AN AN S
oll Ell (total benefits)2] & AH A3 &9

AXNS ANE LT Y

0
oo

I, ¥ S NS
s
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NN A ES =N Dl

oSSR B4 2518
 HAE HNASXIIEHS JHH0 o1
ST E SHHAHIZ Q15 2RHI 8
2
SN A2 OIoh ALE & Al
« & 22|l BHHAIE

AHAH2 BHHEES

HE EHidANEY &M JIEE

STHHl DHHIZ OIBH AFSI R S M A =
DHIZ Q5 ASHIB AL +

NEEA ZItE
o ZHVHES &I AEIH
MEA DS 2ASEHE DAS
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R HIMH AIALE

o IANIS ABSEAE HHFE, =22
JIAEES, S22 A L0 2AE
Sl A b2 2 RHIE2 ESHE0 Tt
HI & & (non-linear)2 & It Jts

o MAHIE QMNOZ QEH AISEA Bt
DAHE O NUXIH =2 UAES2 M
EANHE 201 d2A3lE
H 2 Al (government failure) 7 & Jf

i
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