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Introduction
To address the Covid-19 pandemic, governments made huge outlays of public funding to deal with the ever-expanding public health and other needs of citizens, communities, and businesses. In the post-Covid-19 era, governments have started to rationalize their budgets to deal with the mounting public debt incurred by those outlays and slower revenue growth arising from closed businesses, distributed work arrangements, labour supply issues, and lower economic growth. Unless budget stabilization regimes were already in place, governments had to find ways to slow the growth in aggregate spending, either by reducing overall expenditures or reallocating budget spending to address new priorities, raising taxes, or stimulating the economy. Not surprisingly, there has recently been growing interest in which governments undertake spending and strategic reviews, how they do so, and under what circumstances. 
Various terms – such as spending or strategic reviews – are used to describe efforts to review government expenditures, and some countries under them either regularly (i.e., annually or more frequently) or periodically on an as-needed basis. Several authors (Catalano & Erbacci, 2018; Pollitt, 2010; Pandey 2010; Dunsire & Hood, 1989) have variously argued that government’s willingness to undertake reviews depends on the amount of political interest and support for them, the extent of public support, a public service’s culture and experience undertaking reviews, and technical and information-sharing capabilities within government. However, little effort has been made to formally theorize the initiation, scope, effectiveness, and extent of institutionalization of reviews. Likewise, although both practitioner and scholarly interest in reviews is typically stimulated by significant crises or shocks that dramatically affect government finances or strategic priorities, the literature has not theorized how crises and shocks as variables might be linked to spending and strategic reviews. 
Our paper will explore the various ways in which crises are associated with spending and strategic reviews, and this does not lead to straight-forward propositions. Much of this has to do with several factors: where spending reviews fit in the causal decision, evaluative or performance chain; whether at the most basic level crises are viewed as independent, intervening or dependent variables; and whether crises are considered as possibilities for spending reviews or even justifications for achieving grander goals and objectives. Much also depends on the character of crises and spending reviews: there can be very different kinds of crises and reviews, which will inform our analysis. This paper also considers the current interest in developing policy and administrative regimes to deal with an era of increasing turbulence for governments, flowing from the pandemic, the accelerating effects of climate change, populism, and recent gyrations in international relations. The paper provides a point of departure for new theoretical frameworks for studying spending and strategic reviews and for better analyzing empirical case studies. 

