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KA TARKINAL A B LU\ SEACH I B B e R (AR o Fd 1 1 v SRR 1
b7 53 BRI 4, b SR BORFE S 22 IORUR) Mg s, Aty BURFRA R T 58 2 (B
PR s T s W) BRI DU\ AEABERR "M IZ IR (fenzao chifanik cating



in separate kitchens) " [] B AUL 115 R HEHE (Wong, 1991 TRPRIE, 2002), LA 1T
FEGGESCHIETS |, FTABUOR A A R 43 i e | 18 K SR BOBORIBL S 1
WBUEE AR, AT RS T ST iz LG g s s (TS e 4 o)
B TFR, M7 BURFIA A BSOS 2 E 8l RS0 rh i B8, T AR M 77 5 v e R B & T
AT DL A 3 o B, B A mp e St 2 TR 0 ey =R AR LA by
BUR A T #0822 FBEIEON A AERE N 53 SEAT T 0RO il 2, 3K 40 D5 3 D I 3 AL
1, HJ5 AU K 3 BRI PR A 0 G (R0, W B s UG, M7 BURE R T 3k b
PRSP A 58, 0 Tk 2 i SR 5l oot 9% 6 (R0 £, SRR Ay B 2 T (¥ FUERL A/ % 4 A2
ANz s R AL BLSCIR | AR5 BUR AT BGHS 8 s 7 G Al s JAb LG
BN (8 22 FEALIBON AL B, 19804F LA AN o8 S M RSS20 K | Ik 430E T 4 )5 BURT )
BOBOR AR AL 55— 5 THI AR A 1 1 7 WO T Sl R B A, A 19BOAEA) T
GHEAT T 22 U v 8 DU B 8 R P et IBURF S 2R PRI IBOEs e, v v =y B D
3 BC IRV SO 4 D 19804 | 19854F | 198843/ B, 3K i B 1y i o = 2 DA vy e BURT 5
b 77 BURBEIR 73 B 7 30k B4 i AR AR 80 AR AR R AL 23 2 B A AR U AR A0 11
WU TTREA T 183 K D B e A v et 7 U 2 1) 5K 3R AR 1R SE N A2 24k

1) 1980 M BERE. HF LRI 7> 1) s RBURF [ E B | i) b7 BOR ] e B
Y i) PR S BUR AT R B = PR, GRS, 1994) FEIXPH B 7 Bl
f B E S rh R S BUR AT B K2 B IR g — Tl oy &
Tl 2 Ry SO 2 T AR 2 R 1 7 PR D BRI L, A B 5 AAE AN TR]2
I RS OGRS BOR AT L AT g B R AR,

2) 1985 F W BRLEE. 19854 [ BUR N T i g IL E R P A7AE (1 RSB 1T 4h 7 T B
I, BT R BRI A H A2 A b RBUR 170 W BURE ) 22 = 3 X 0 e B 22
RIBEUE | IV BURE ) e D | AT 4 /NI W B e ) B0 2 5

3) 1988 F W BRLEE.  Ibest ) | P sty BURF TR FRIBEE 7 i 7 sUAR R T Nl 2%
FM, (Ma. 1995 ) BEHILHIEZ I A | AKIEBUG TR 15 R P T 7 ok 2%
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BB LE A,
Hh =4ty TR RO B 70 BE 7 32 N AR | JF AR % 5 IR RF BRI A 25 P A R0
A B I ey R 55 H I Bt R Dt e S P 1) 2% o B 2 1 5 ) 2
A BURE T DR EE 2 (B SS ) BI3E AT R 2540 2 A, b =7 BUR R 251747 B
SPRCATIR] AR TRINE I A 3ty BURF B T ) DR - B Bt I Bl 1%,

2. BOFR UL 1FTERY (5] &

AR\ AU SR | A BRI R SRR EE R 2 R, ek o s 0 AL
JZo HL980AERH] T ILEBEHIRE f oS- 07 BURFIR IR B 73 BC Ml 5 IR i 5 7 i EE
HAEPBACIRESE T | Rk ity 20 1 8 2 (B, (R )\ A I B e Ay
RTRZ S, LT R LE A R e b ety 7 Py IR v s AT, T
A1 4 (R R ARty T BRIV B, 0T b7 BSORT I 2R P b DXl P B AR 45 i
EQLESE e 8

1) PRFRFYL LR AR D

J\AEARHESEA BUY B G, HEIL T AR 46 /N OB OIS B 52, 500t B T 4R
N PR RIBLIA L 1 R BISL/ G DP LG 22 1 S BURF B/ S B AR AT L 2328 i ok 2>
R 1) 8, B /GDPLEZ 19784 0231.2% , II9SSAETFAG L T N FfiE®s | 119854
(1122 .4 % 238 R B2 T 19934E14112.6 % . I B BRI/ S BUBCHE UL T 198044
RIS, WA I TF IR 1199445 W B SO A 1EBIBR /D 1R 3, R ) 4
7T ANBUOE A A SeBOR B RIE R U, R BUN B SRR A& 1978
F43.9% , 19854739.7% , 19934F22.9% , M19SOFIFUR R L HAEARHT SR T B4,

BB/ GDP L E > a5 ke T AR 22 4 13 U BOBLSAFD A IS (R 46 /N 119784
S DG T S PRI s K ANTHGE 73 87 T EEGDPIS AN 2GR B R 3 i, 12
JEMLBOAENEHE BT B /GDPLLR B2k FR% | IR T X EURF AT LAk



A8 IV BB X — ] R A IR UG Hh JBURT BB SRR sk, RO e
WS R T i/ T BB RS | 7oA TR | X — 25 518 )RR T
YT W BOB SIS ) (Wong, 19911 691 ),

H SR T A SO S A M b R gl s e R T BSURF 2 T B8 P J SE N 5% . E AR
BET BB G | A BB b BRSO sk b oK My — 59
i Y BURF (strong local-weak central government)” (Zhang, 1999: 116).

H 9/t SR R A M/ S BT L T Bl oAy v SR 7 BBURF T 9 5 o ke ™ i ) 1 22
7] L, A2 HE WA B AR I o 4 B B MAL B8 o SR BURF B ARDNS LU — 4 /N iRt T
“HRAC PRI S (4 T RBURE” (strong local-weak central government ) [{4+3, (Zhang,
19991 116) . IXFE I SRBUMBLSUGS G IRk I 95 1 vh SO b7 I Geia ), itk
T 5 22 TN WA AN A2 AN A WO 5 55 Dy AT 4 1 A BEATLRE PP SR BURF AN AL B USE

s
26 n)

2) XY E AP

JAAEA BB | 76 T e BOR B b o Bk L T2 TR BRI il
PR S P Al T A, TRy v S BORF T 1 T el 49 LA P Sk IR BB
SR | H T BUR AT T AT ANl 45 L M 77 R IR 2T | 7 LA X
Wb, P SRR OB AR | th bR T A, Sk Al R
SRR B T 2058 5,

75 BRIl 3 B Ay X 255 1 K 7 B ZE M T ik, 4
S5 M T BRI 5 4 R B Aok B 7 7 7 L 8, 19804 45 )
5 HOT O BRI T AT Hl X ol P RS R85 S B T
SIE T R IAAESRIR T R el B (R R B BORE | 45 R 4 4
TAIFL | 3 T 5 P AT A, AR 4 (wool wars), BEZEHE
% (silk cocoon wars) " ST Ry 7 BURFIELIE Sk M I 28 7 SRR P AR T 3R A A
HBIX ZE W] T, (Young, 2000 709)
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. 19945 I B e =

WA B AL LA L SBUS/GDP 5 rh e BURF B/ S B P FIBIIA EE 4 (two—ratios)
(9 A ke Ay b L DY SR 71 e e, )\ AEARIBURE S T R I A RIS L 2R T 2 A
WU, H DARIG s 28, BURFA AR B I BE R #h SEANBEAR PR Im) | DRI R i SEAT 9T 0 11
VBB, 19944F IR I LS (the 1994 fiscal reform) i R I BV 2 O,

1994 I B 4 2 M 25 ) 24 PR A o 24 1 5 LR A AR T PR BB 23 BB
FPBT IR B 5 N 23 Bl (fenshuizhi, tax-assignment system) (Wang, 1997) , HH B BURM AAR I
T I B IE INPAN B E | B ORSE I I BORIE | R b S BURF RS Bl Ee
HFINNRAT I BOSAT 1 FEEERUAL (recentralization ) 451652 31 T 1 7 BURF 158 1 HKHT

1. 1994F I B P &

T EBUR A DFEBURIBER AL | i) BB /GDPLEA G | i) SR BURFBISL/ B
W LG 3R K iv) I AT 3 A )R 23 G SBURT TS 0 7 FEE v I 2 R, St LU I
TR R FERIAAA L IR 23 CHIEE | T 580 T 44> HARIKI 19944 B T BUSCE,

OO FEE I S s v g T2 142 LA B Ay v o PR b he—tb T BB s 20 L P )
No LU IS SNFEBUAHN 230 D BB i) M5Bt i ) SERBE=A | b TR,

BB AN MIEBINT75% , KRB, 2B, B B, Bk A4
RGP A T A B 4 ik, b 75 B LIS (B 1125 %, BB | iy A LBt | b
SRR, RNBL AT FHBLAL K, Hh sk 7 BUR LA BRI R (b Je75% —Hhoy
25% ) | BHUEBL | UEFRAE Dy Bhe 43 B S LUJS RGBS 6199445 0 Uk o v o 2K B
H ., B A EAE A BBLE T o e K LU R

SO N3 ) R SI2 it IV IS R R AR A (R 385 19804 LL S5 Bz 46 /s 1) P R B e
Lo, B 2 i 19934 RN /GDP L #2127 % |, h RBUNBIRL /S BIHR EE 2
22.9%, 11 B BURF 19944 I LS H AR B T AN LE 2 1 8,

1 B AT DO 1B S ) b BT e R gk o I SR ABL 1 A U 3 TG R A



(Zhang,1999:131) B GBI /GDPI LU 2 440% |, Hh RRBURFBINL /B I L% h60%, 43
R S LLR 19944 RBURTBII /SBUIR EL A3 3 1755.7% |, (HEBII /GDPHLE
HIF R T11.2% | JXPIRH LR KA R BOR 2 TR,

2. 19944 W Bl E B £ 2 iRER

TOO4LE I B 2 0t Hh e — 30 BURF TR BRI 1 TR R 2B H S B 55 AT B AL S5 1K)
AR SR A B ST, DL IR e A SO AR R ok T R R A2
AV 2H G, Rl R BUR A T 384 s Berb g rh R B L SRR BRI W 5 4t )5
IRF 189 SR AR AT S o HH SR BURF A T VA SR CCE D ol o St ot 7y SO SRHR 1 A S i 14
TBU AR R s F T3 25 -5 B A 1 I AR

1) mENIEE

TO9ALE I B A3 5 BURFIAT AR H AT BRI AE AL RE AT, S0 B (18 3 AL SR BURFAC
THIBLABIR P E | BAR AL I T R BOF BB L | 20AR BegdiZb T 35
BORFRURL A L HL, AEIXRR G B0 7 BOR ARG I LA 98 SR PR AN AL BT 2,

HH SRR PR AR B <1994 4F R L AR AD 1 RN T BURFAE SEAE TR A1 58 <6 1B
) A A0 B ) 8 4 B MR o DXL I L9944 LI F SR BURF 14 T A1 8 4 K s 2 sk
/N R B 5 BURF I TREE A B8 < B35 SERE TN, 1995 EE T4 LI P A3 1) 3 15 50 e i
ik, 212003452 1 E 2088420 K 2141874270, WA Bt AT by A A ) 9%
PR LAAN TS BURF A WA, 845 W OS84T (3 1  eont 1 05 BUR 2
AR (R R, 5 BURF IR PR AR B g AT Al [ 98 73 8, T e | 34
Biohss |, M G e S e S 2 OISO | (O — 283y BURFB ARA IR oA
PSSR Bt S 0F B T H RIS BE AR A T3 | AL | eI S Brn 21
DR RS, 880 T ARATT R | ek TR Z R KIBGA AN,
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2) AW BUEESIE

19804F L A TR LA S, Hv Sl T I 4 A T s DX R i M X (V) 20 5 2 9 I 8 S b 22
YA 25 Hb 7 TRF IR0 U FR AN A6 TR 5, 20044 25 8 WS o X A 80 st v )b
NI ABIAIUE 6350 TCFI4986 70, LI |, PH IS PR Joi s DX VA IS g 222 1) WA A 5 X
(MR BLAIE 36570138270 ( [E ZE T kAL, i [ 48 TH4E 285, 2005, 279).

BEA 19944 B WA BSOS rh SR BURF A T 4 /N JF BB ) #2217 0 ) 1 7 DO SR B <
T E o A T A S MG 25 AR EURT 9] 5 [0 1 R 1) B A A < 2 e 075 b 20 1 LR
3% W 4y ie 7 2

AN BRI BE 43 A LU 4R 27 (Ahmad, Singh and Fortuna, 2004: 4).

AELIE BT (R D I <5 o B8 ¥ e 2 M 7 BURFHR A o IO, o 8 R i /N BURT W) 0 B 1)
7230, (Prasad, 2004 38) . HH SLBUR FRIHIMY) 6 2 3B 45 M 7 BURF LB AR g A L
WX BH |, X AR | D pL o CRIE R BB il I T IF o AR AT
A5/ IN 7 BSORF 1) WO U (A ) 22 BE B A B T R ZERUR . B4 & /EGDP T L
FMI99TEEI3.8% K- FI19994F115.0% , 20014E(115.8% , T4/ NBU I BUS AT
I ILGG K-, R ) A2 /N DX T D B0 ) AN B34 1) — A b B <k EEGDPIR T°1%

I J Y P A S 2 o PR ALY T [, B Il < o A A R AR R PRI IBURF 7] WA OG-
A g b0 A7 kS 380 4 FH T DLIE 5 31 v PO < B TR 3 WX — )i, 4 ]
MY < DAy 3 38 v S SORTECAE H b At 77 SEORT AR R 0T s ARt 200 ) 0 71 45 280 ) %
SaCBE | IR SRR o FORURE | AR R R e W] LA A ey B AR
Wz, BN H 7 B Sk H A,

ll. &it

e AL DORE | T DA B U B R ) e e R v b e 5 BURFIRL G AR I
P38 XSSO | 2 T 8 T 3B B i BURF R AR B AL IR, 1980



FUIL

S S DAy v 0 A IS A SRS I D IO 2 M3 25 ) o SRR AR o 5 v 5t 12

S B R T AU T S BUR kT S S ¥ B 41 9% % (Helping Hand) T B
%% J3 (Tsui and Wang, 2004: 71).

JUHAEAR | PRI b b B SR T v kot My Beia D BIIES | ok T ki
> Ml 5 V) 55 )22 T 0 RS 0P R 4 S0 v o ok 0 B 7 0 2 X265 T
Fi6 3 3 R ), 033 R ) 1 SO Ay T P e sl 7 BORF 1) 5 o[RBT
19944EFEAT T BRI, LA A3 (rax assignment system) g HHCy AR I B 454 K 7
PRI L% b He o e BORF IR LE o,

NLOOAEIF B LU | v she—H 75748 o 37 2R (Gabbling Hand), 4 T 4 37 e —
b7 BORF ) ot k5 28 e R U BB BE 7 T = Rl AR D R B R

1

2)

3

T R—th 77 BT E) AL RE A FB RYRRTRAL  LUAE (00 LR 3 B L rp S — i BURF (1)
B> He oA FE L BUR ) E‘Jﬁéfiﬁ%ﬂoﬁ% W1 T AL, DRI DL P DU B S 8 23
FLORITRG WSANHLEE FB AN BB AR R e | s — Ml 5 ORI AT 5% 2 Hb 7 B
I TR S A AH R S AT A4

WEHBNEHIE. SCEETHBLE | R R e DX 0y Bl X B Tk
JEZERE | IX 1T BUR ) B0 22 BEAT ORI, BILAE A ) 5 A B — RSk Bl e ) L
AR, AR - BUSORIELEH S |l AR s BUR TR B e ) 22 AN RE
L BRI FH o B 10 U SO 2 00 RETE 3 DX TR U BB T 2 1R 2 WL b 3
fith b, S Z A Bl < A B e BRSO A e A K

WA ERYERRE, BRI, AAAMENSHIE N | R RBUF R ZEHE B RE
WA TAESNE LAy A28, (UL A 98 <g iy HH DL 17 38 50 1) W B0 7 Aty
SSCHR) AR 83 A A5 i L, v ] A B0 200 B AT SE LA F) PR A0 8 < I 381 2 s Y
TRELRIRERESRPY | JFXr Y BEI BOz 8 1IE I PEAN i VRS Hh T A TP %6,
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Sk

SR (1994), Tr R RSO BE 5y , v WA IO 5 L

TR (2002), 0 56T [E H AT BAEAT K LA )8 W B e skt 4
TRk AL

Hh B BGES, W BTt (http 1 //www .mof .gov.cn/]
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1978
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1992
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2000
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<PizR 1> ERMBAIFUE - Hix Tk

A B AL

1132.26

1159.93

2004.82

2664.90

2937.10

3149.48

3483.37

4348.95

5218.10

6242.20
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8651.14

9875.95

11444.08

13395.23

16386.04

18903.64

217156.25

26396.47

T B AL 52

1122.09

1228.83

2004.25

28283.78

3083.59
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4642.30

5792.62

6823.72

7937.55

9233.56

10798.18

13187.67

15886.50

18902.58

22063.15

24649.95

28486.89
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10.17

-68.90

0.57

-158.88

-146.49

-237.14

-258.83

-293.35

-574.52

-581.62

-529.56

-582.42

-922.23

—-1743.59

-2491.27

-2516.54

-3149.51

-2934.70

-2090.42

(88437 12 &it, %
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31.2

25.7

22.4
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15.8
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12.6

11.2

10.7
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13.9

15.0
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