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A study of applying land varioustax to a
adjust land development

Liang, Ren-Shiuh

Abstract

The object of this study isto discuss and compare the different effects and intensity on
timing of land development between various discount rates. Empirical results for Taipei
and Tainan shows that different urbanization district will have various land value tax effect.
Higher urbanization district's effect is stronger than the smaller one. And real estate pros-
perity will influence the decision of development timing. Therefore the government should
pay more attention to the levying effect of land value tax especially the coming of self-
government.
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