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Finally, one might quibble with the author's
means of defining "modern" taxation: few would
challenge the notions of legal transparency or of
universal implementation, but plenty of room re‐
mains to discuss the meaning of "equal" imple‐
mentation of taxation. Defined by ability to pay,
for example, or by portion of one's income? Per‐
haps the discussion of the modernization of taxa‐
tion will not be closed until we close discussion on
what we mean by "modern" taxation.
In all, Siegert has written an admirably thor‐
ough work here. Those working on bureaucratic
histories of Vormärz Germany will find it indis‐
pensable for comparison with their own states
and periods. Yet one wonders whether Siegert, in
attempting to capture every surge and flow of pol‐
icy debates and implementation efforts, has over‐
looked other potentially productive aspects of her
topic. Her book is not the last word on the topic,
but the last word will have to rely on it.
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