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Introduction
The Tax Sharing System (TSS) Reform of 1994 brought China’s intergovernmental fiscal system much closer to international practice.  It also moved China out of the precarious fiscal situation of the mid-1990s, and general government revenues as a share of GDP as well as the center’s share has increased rapidly.  At the same time, the fiscal disparities in the system that prevailed at the time of introduction of the TSS, which were supposed to be gradually reduced by expansion of the equalizing “Transitory Systems Transfer,” has persisted until now.  This paper argues that the unequal distribution of resources is a major impediment to achievement of the goals of a Harmonious Society.  However, a more equal distribution of resources alone is not enough, and should go hand in hand with better specification of expenditure responsibilities of the various levels of government, and stronger mechanisms for holding local governments accountable for those responsibilities.
China’s fiscal system

China’s fiscal situation has vastly improved over the last decade, and signs are that with the current tax structure revenues will continue to increase, provided tax administration keeps pace with the changing economy.  General government revenues went up from below 10 percent of GDP (new GDP numbers) in the mid-1990s to almost 18 percent of GDP now.  Some 2-2.5 percent of GDP social security contributions, which are included in government revenues in other countries, could be added to that, as well as extrabudgetary revenues of some 3 percent officially, and considerably more unofficially.  Together with a sustainable deficit of some 2-3 percent of GDP, this would provide China with a fiscal envelope of some 25 percent of GDP, comparable to the lower income OECD countries, and higher than most East Asian countries, including East Asian Newly Industrialized Economies (NICs).  Indeed, excluding redistributive functions through social security and non-contributory transfers that take up more than half of government spending in advanced OECD countries, China’s government size is already comparable in terms of share in GDP with those advanced OECD countries.

China is much more decentralized than OECD countries and middle income countries, particularly on the spending side (Table 1).  In part, the sheer size of the country explains this degree of decentralization, but the structure of government and some unusual expenditure assignments also give rise to this pattern of spending.  Functions such as social security, justice, and even the production of national statistics are largely decentralized in China, whereas they are central functions in most other countries.  
	Table 1: Share of Subnational Governments in Total Government

	 
	Developing Countries
	OECD Countries
	Transition Countries
	China

	Sub-national share of Government Tax Revenues
	9.27
	19.13
	16.59
	40

	Sub-national share of Government Expenditure
	13.78
	32.41
	26.12
	73


Among the sub-national levels of government, sub-provincial levels spend more than 50 percent of overall government expenditures (Table 2).  
	Table 2.  Changing Shares of Revenues and Expenditures: 
Percent Distributions by Level of Government

	Revenues
	1993
	1999
	2003
	1993
	1999
	2003

	Central Government
	22%
	51%
	55%
	
35%


	61%
	66%

	Provinces
	13%
	10%
	12%
	
	
	

	Prefectures/Municipalities
	34%
	17%
	16%
	
66%


	39%
	34%

	Counties + Townships
	32%
	21%
	17%
	
	
	

	Expenditures
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Central Government
	28%
	31%
	30%
	
45%


	51%
	49%

	Provinces
	17%
	19%
	19%
	
	
	

	Prefectures/Municipalities
	23%
	21%
	21%
	
54%


	49%
	51%

	Counties + Townships
	31%
	28%
	30%
	
	
	

	Source:  World Bank (2006) 


Fiscal disparities among subnational governments are larger in China than in most OECD countries.  These disparities have emerged alongside a growing disparity in economic strength among the provinces.  From 1990 to 2003, the ratio of per capita GDP of the richest to poorest province grew from 7.3 to 13. In China, the richest province has more than 8 times the per capita spending than the poorest province.  In the US, the poorest state has about 65 percent of the revenues of the average state, and in Germany, any state falling below 95 percent of the average level gets subsidized through the “Finanzausgleich” (and any receiving more than 110 percent gets taxed).  In Brazil, the richest state has 2.3 times the revenues per capita of the poorest state (World Bank, 2002).  Some countries for which data exist have higher fiscal disparities than China, though.  In Russia, disparities are larger: the richest of the 89 regions has revenues per capita some 40 times higher than the poorest (Martinez-Vazquez et al, 1998).  After transfers the richest province in the Philippines has 28 times more revenues per capita than the poorest one, while the same numbers for Indonesia and Viet Nam are 10, and 22 respectively.
  
Inequalities in spending are much larger at the sub-provincial level.  The richest county, the level that is most important for service delivery, has about 48 times the level of per capita spending than the poorest county (World Bank 2006).  In Indonesia, the richest district government has thirty times the expenditure per capita of the poorest one (Hofman and Cordeiro, 2005).   These disparities in aggregate spending levels also show up in functional categories such as health and education where variation among counties and among provinces is large (Figure 1)
	Figure 1: Within Province Disparities in Per Capita County Expenditure

	a. Education (constant 2000 RMB)
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	b. Health
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The large vertical and horizontal fiscal imbalances put much demands on the transfer system, which should not only provide adequate resources to the various levels of government, but should also reduce the large disparities.  The current transfer system is dominated by the “Tax Rebates” that can best be understood as a form of revenue sharing, and numerous earmarked grants, which together make up over 60 percent of total grants.  The general equalization grant (the “transitional systems transfer”) has been growing in recent years, but still makes up only 10 percent of all transfers to the regions  
Vertical imbalances in China are, as noted, large, but by itself that does not imply that on aggregate, insufficient resources are transferred to subnational levels.  Indeed, without a better specification of the role and functions of various levels of government, it is hard to determine whether subnational governments receive sufficient resources for their functions (see below).  At the same time, there are signs that the budgetary resources available to local governments are insufficient to cover their perceived functions.  For one, there is growing subnational government indebtedness.  Even though local governments are formally only allowed to borrow with State Council approval, this can be, and is, easily circumvented, and many local governments are thought to be in arrears on their debt.  On aggregate, local government debt is estimated to be as high as 14percent of GDP.
  This local government debt is one sign that the allocated budgetary resources are not sufficient to discharge local government responsibilities.  
Another sign of this is the considerable amounts of extrabudgetary resources, which have become critical to the finances of public service units.  Although consolidation has taken place since the mid-1990s when extrabudgetary funds peaked, budgetary units throughout the government system still generate considerable non-tax revenues, which are by and large used for service provision.
    
The disparities in expenditure per capita cited above already suggest that the transfer system has limited impact on the horizontal imbalances.  Indeed, the transfer system as a whole is not equalizing in the sense that per capita transfers to the provinces continue to show a positive correlation with per capita income (World Bank 2006).  Even if the tax return transfers are taken out, the remaining discretionary transfers show a similar positive correlation with per capita income (Persson and Erikson, 2006), which suggests that other considerations than equalization dominate the transfer system. 
Intergovernmental Fiscal Reforms for a Harmonious Society 

The Chinese intergovernmental fiscal system is clearly evolving.  The Tax Sharing System Reform of 1994 has been very successful in reversing the downward trend in government revenues and the central share in government revenues.  As a result, the size of the public sector has grown, but so has the fiscal imbalance among the central, provincial and local governments.  Expenditure assignments to sub-provincial governments are inappropriate in some cases and expenditure responsibility is unclear.  Disparities between rich and poor places are large, and the present system of transfers does not sufficiently equalize these disparities.  
Ongoing reforms such as completing the Tax Sharing System reform below provincial levels, the rural tax reform, changes in expenditure assignment, the “three rewards and one subsidy” program, budget management and treasury reform are introducing fundamental changes that affect virtually all aspects of the intergovernmental fiscal system.  However, because these reforms are implemented in piece-meal ways, they often introduce complications that have had unintended effects.  For example, policy calls for addressing the fiscal problems of the county and township levels, but reform measures such as the rural fee reform and the abolition of the agricultural tax reduce revenues, and policies such as the teacher salary increases push up cost burdens to those levels of local government.  Compensatory transfers from central government only partially cover the lost revenue or increased costs.  Other levels of government are meant to contribute to this compensation as well, but implementation is often only partial.  
A rebalancing of the fiscal system is essential.  This can be accomplished through some combination of expenditure reassignments, productivity improvements, new independent sources of revenue for local governments, a restructuring of intergovernmental transfers, and establishing a framework for responsible borrowing.  Correcting the dysfunctionalities in the existing intergovernmental fiscal system will likely also have a positive effect on the financing and delivery of local education and health services. 
The key challenge for China’s fiscal system in supporting the Harmonious Society remains the high fiscal inequality.  This fiscal inequality is a problem for China as a whole, not just the poor regions: from the perspective of the central government, the fiscal system should provide for a minimum standard of public goods for all Chinese, but the highly unequal distribution of resources means that China as a whole can only afford very low standards that are increasingly out of line with the country’s status on the international scene.  The rich regions have arguably excess revenues, which they are free to spend on pet projects like Olympics and World Exhibitions, but from a national point of view such spending means that Gansu is not capable of sending kids to school for 9 years of basic education.  
To illustrate, on current policies, the poorest region on a per capita basis (Henan province) only spent RMB900 per capita for consolidated provincial government in 2004.  The richest (Shanghai) spent RMB 8000.  If China would seek minimum standards of public service for the country as a whole, this can only cost as much as the poorest region can afford (Figure 2, the bottom line), so RMB900.  If more equalization were to take place, those minimum standards could be raised.  With perfect equalization on a per capita basis,
 i.e. all provincial resources are pooled, and allocated on a per capita basis to the provinces, the average per capita spending level could be almost RMB1600, and so the national minimum standard could be almost twice as high.
	Figure 2: Provincial expenditures and central minimum standards.
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	Source: China Statistical Yearbook 2005 and staff estimates


Thus, achieve the Harmonious Society for all, a major reallocation of fiscal resources will need to take place.  This is politically very difficult, as well as technically challenging, but in the end it will be necessary.  

First, China would need to devote an increasing amount of resources to equalizing grants—in exchange for higher performance standards for the receiving regions (see below).  A better definition of fiscal needs in the regions, including a much more detailed assignment of obligatory functions across all levels of government, and over time establishment of affordable minimum standards will be required for this.  In addition, a better definition of revenue capacity, including extrabudgetary funds, would be needed to better define the grants system.  

Second, China should consider options for devolving more revenue sources that benefit poor regions.  An excellent opportunity here is natural resource taxation, which in China are assigned to the regional governments.
  Many of China’s scarce resources (water, energy, land) are located in the poor regions, whereas most of the consumers of the resources are located in the rich regions.  Taxing these scarce resources more by means of higher resource taxes would therefore not only be good for a more efficient use of those resources, but also help in reducing some of the current fiscal disparities.  

Third, China could consider cutting transfers to the rich regions in tandem with increasing the tax base for subnational governments.  This is good for reasons of accountability, and would free up fiscal resources for more transfers to the poorer regions.  A well-designed property tax to replace the existing real estate and land taxes (and the many extrabudgetary fees and charges put on land transactions) would be an excellent source of revenue for urban areas, and one that could promote more efficient land use at the same time.  Other options for local tax bases include motor vehicle taxes and a surcharge on the personal income tax.
Fourth, central government should get involved in sub-provincial distribution of resources.  As noted, sub-provincial inequalities are even larger than inter-provincial inequalities, and the center could, as a minimum, set limits on the disparities among sub-provincial governments.  China could go further, and consider defining revenue assignments for each level of governments, and expanding the central treasury system such that the transfer system can target the county level directly, and thereby making equalization a truly central task.
Expenditure Assignment and Accountability.
Since reforms in the intergovernmental fiscal system started in 1980, the emphasis has been on the revenue side and the transfer system.  Indeed, the budget law, which is the basis for the current intergovernmental fiscal arrangements, only provides a broad division of labor between central and local governments, and does not touch upon sub-provincial responsibilities, which is left to provincial governments, and considerable variation exists.  Sector laws often give only token attention to the issue of functional assignment and its fiscal consequences.  In contrast, other decentralized countries define the responsibilities in much more detail, either in the constitution (South Africa, Germany), in a special law on local government (Philippines, Indonesia) or in sectoral laws.  
The absence of a clear assignment of responsibility is problematic in a number of ways:

· It could lead to overlapping responsibilities, to unfunded mandates on local government, or to the underprovision of essential public services

· It leaves expenditure needs of the various levels of governments undefined.  Without it, it is hard to define an effective intergovernmental fiscal system, as it is unclear as to what level of spending a local government is to undertake to implement national policies.

· It undermines accountability of local governments, as neither their constituents, nor supervising governments are in the clear what to expect in terms of service delivery from that level of government.

The international literature emphasizes that clarity of function is more important than exactly which level does what.  The economic literature prescribes that a function should be assigned to that level of government that best matches benefits and costs of that function, whereas the “subsidiarity principle” would lead to assignment of a function to the lowest possible level.  These considerations, however, still leave much scope for interpretation, and in practice there is considerable variety in the assignment of functions among countries.  
For some functions, China’s assignment of functions is out of line with what theory would prescribe and with what other countries practice. Thus, China could consider centralizing some of the responsibilities for government services, or at least of centralizing the financing of those services, for equity reasons as well as efficiency as well.  In particular, income-maintenance responsibility (pensions, disability, and unemployment insurance) would seem an inappropriate assignment for sub-provincial governments.  In most countries, this is a central government responsibility.  In a large country like China, it may be reasonable to assign this function to the provinces, but prefectural and county responsibility for this function, as is presently the case, is likely not viable in the long run.  The reassignment of these functions should be accompanied by a reassignment of revenues.  
For most functions it is more important to clarify rather than to reassign.  In that context, first order of business for China is to establish more clearly the nature of local government.  While China is a unitary country, and local governments are in principle an agent of the central government, de facto there is a high degree of autonomy for subnational governments.  This may well be desirable in a large country such as China, but at the same time, determining the boundaries of autonomy would from a fiscal perspective be desirable.  In particular, the continued role of many sub-national governments in the production of basically private, tradable goods remains an issue.  In many unitary countries, the central government determines by law what type of activities local governments can be engaged in through a positive list of functions (“an “ultra vires” definition of local governments).  But even if local government is granted a wide range of autonomy (“general competence”), central government could consider specifying at least those functions that a local government must perform, obligatory functions, lest fiscal resources be used for tasks that are not considered national priorities.
Detailed empirical evaluation of the fiscal implications of expenditure assignment and reassignment is needed.  In doing this analysis, it will be necessary to work out the fiscal implications (and necessary remedial policies) for the next five to ten years if no restructuring takes place.  This is a bigger issue than just expenditure assignment.  The financing of this shift in responsibility would likely include a reassignment of some revenue sources and reallocation of transfers as well.  
The gradual expansion of the experiment to establish three levels of (budgetary) government rather than the current five offers an important opportunity to clarify expenditure responsibility.  Functions will need to be reassigned from either the township level or the prefectural level to county/municipal level or province level, which is a massive task, and one fraught with considerable risk to service delivery as well as budget discipline, if not done together with a careful mapping of responsibilities and expenditure needs.
Enforcing accountability
Even if responsibility over functions is clarified, China still faces considerable challenges with enforcing accountability.   This is of considerable concern, because without accountability there are limits to what the intergovernmental fiscal system can achieve in terms of efficiency and redistribution.  Specifically, if there is limited accountability for results, more equalization of spending to poorer provinces could well lead to higher waste of resources rather than better service delivery for the poorer part of the population, and achieving the goals of the Harmonious Society may be only partial.

Given the high degree of decentralization in China, a key issue is accountability of local governments to central government.  Key in this accountability is the evaluation criteria for local officials.  Up until recently, evaluation criteria for local officials were heavily focused on achieving investment and growth.  These are not that hard to measure, and the accountability system has evidently worked reasonably well.  But the shift in focus to a “harmonious society” reflects the fact that China has reached a stage of development in which the people and the central government are putting more weight on non-growth outcomes, such as health status of the population, educational attainment, energy efficiency, and quality of the natural environment.  It is inevitably going to be harder for the central government to know if the local government is doing a good job meeting these multiple objectives and to use that information in staffing and financing decisions.  

There are complementary directions in which China can try to improve accountability of local officials to the center.  First, China has quite a few transfers ear-marked to specific issues: for example, transfers for rural education.  In many countries some or all of the transfer would be conditional on meeting certain performance criteria.  The criteria could be as simple as number of students who complete the school year; or they could be a more sophisticated measure of what the government really wants to support: for example, having a certain percentage of exiting students pass a standardized exam.  There are a number of areas of public policy where performance-based grants can be an effective tool of redistribution and accountability.  A system of broad categorical block grants for the main functions in which the center takes an interest (health, education, rural infrastructure) with equalizing properties, and conditional on performance could also be a good intermediate steps—better than the multitude of ad-hoc earmarked grants with conflicting objectives in place today, but short of a single unconditional equalizing grant that requires a better specified system of expenditure responsibilities.
A second and complementary approach is a more general benchmarking of the quality of government in different locations.  The World Bank is involved in an interesting example of this right now.  We have worked with the National Statistical Bureau to carry out an investment climate survey covering 12,400 firms in 120 Chinese cities.  Many of the questions get at the issue of local governance and how it affects the climate for investment: for example, how much time firms have to spend dealing with the government bureaucracy, whether they have to pay bribes to get loans from the state-owned banks, how long it takes to clear goods through customs.  In general, cities in China vary enormously in these areas, and cities with better local government receive more foreign investment, more local private investment, and more growth.  

An innovation in this round of investment climate surveys is that we also collected data at the city level on social issues such as the unemployment rate, education expenditure per capita, and medical insurance coverage, as well as on environmental issues such as clean air days per year, percent of water treated, and green space per capita.  We find a very clear pattern in which cities with better investment climate also tend to have better social and environmental conditions (Figure 3).  To some extent these measures provide a scorecard on local governance.  I do not think that there is a unique, scientific way to create such a scorecard.  But efforts to measure and publicize the quality of governance in different cities stimulate a healthy debate and puts competitive pressure on cities to provide better services.  Indeed, such benchmarks are likely to influence investors in their choice of location, which in turn would stimulate cities to improve their investment climate.  For the central government, looking at these kinds of benchmarks can help identify locations where governance is quite poor and which need specific reform measures before any large increase in transfers are likely to bear fruit.  
	Figure 3: Investment Climate and Harmonious Society
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	Source: Author’s estimate based on 120 cities investment climate survey 2005


A similar benchmarking exercise is under way for public services.  The World Bank, together with the DRC and Tsinghua University is sponsoring a pilot household survey in 5 cities to determine people’s perception of public services in their city, a variation of the “citizen’s scorecards” that has gained popularity in countries such as India, Indonesia, and the Philippines.  Although people are less mobile than capital in China, and perception based surveys need careful interpretation, the central government could decide to take these and similar indications of household satisfaction with their public services into account in allocation decisions and/or promotion of local officials.
A third option for better accountability is citizens’ participation in decision making on budgets.  China has already started several experiments in this regard citizen’s budgets and community driven development.  The China Development Foundation is experimenting with participation in budget processes in several local governments in China, whereas the Leading group for Poverty Reduction has just started an experiment in community driven development in 60 villages across the country in which villagers themselves rather than the government decide on how to use village grants funded from the county and central budget.

Finally, more fiscal transparency at all levels of government would improve accountability over service delivery as well.  More information as to how the budget is spent would allow People’s Congresses at all levels to better discharge their oversight function.  More information in the public domain would allow better policy analysis and evaluation by the rich field of research institutes and universities that China possesses.  The upcoming revision of the budget law is in this respect an opportunity t anchor more transparency in fiscal and intergovernmental fiscal matters in law.

Conclusion
China has in principle sufficient fiscal resources to afford the level and type of spending that would be commensurate with a Harmonious Society.  But to achieve this spending a major redistribution of resources will be needed, not just among provinces, but also below the province.  This reallocation of resources can only be done gradually, and would need to go hand in hand with a better specification of roles and functions of the various levels of government, and stronger mechanisms for accountability to ensure that poorer local governments use their higher level of resources well. 
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� This paper relies in part on the forthcoming World Bank (2006) report Reforming Subnational Finance:  Lessons from Northeast China  authored by Dana Weist, Roy Bahl, Ines Kudo, Magnus Lindelow, Mei Wang and Christine Wong.





� China’s Flow of Fund accounts 1996-2002 show that Taxes net of non-contributory transfers—the amount available for government consumption and investment was some 18 percent of GDP in 2002. This is comparable to Germany (18.6), France (18.3), the United States (17.9), and Japan (17.5).  Thanks to Francois Bourguignon for the OECD data, which were taken from the OECD National Accounts for 1994.


� It should be noted that these countries’ regions are much smaller than the average province in China and indications are that the smaller the sub-national entity in a country, the larger the measured inequality.


PHalf of that is owed to the center, and the 14 percent of GDP should therefore not all be seen as additional general government debt


� It is largely because of the extrabudgetary funds that the government sector in the National Accounts is some 5 percentage point larger than in the fiscal accounts.  


� Note that such an extent of equalization may not be desirable from the perspective of incentives for revenue mobilization, nor may an equal per capita amount necessarily equalize expenditure needs.


� This by itself could be problematic, although many countries around the world have similar arrangements.  See Hofman and Manuelyan, 1994, for a comparison of China’s and international practice.  
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				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		5,558		5,315		0		0		253		171				0		0		555,769		531,528						25,262		17,146

		Prefecture		Net Transfers		110,000		227,000		443,000		199,000		269.0		554.7		1,079.9		462.9				11,000,000		22,700,000		44,300,000		19,900,000		26,895		55,467		107,994		46,290

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		26,726		4		0.0		0.0		84.6		0.0				0		0		2,672,644		362						8,458		1

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		5,418		-53		0.0		0.0		21.2		-0.3				0		0		541,835		-5,250						2,125		-27

		County-Level City		Net Transfers		17,236		39,963		98,482		113,000		25.0		39.1		90.4		98.2				1,723,624		3,996,295		9,848,184		11,300,000		2,502		3,914		9,035		9,822

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		7,994		10,107		0.0		0.0		10.1		9.7				0		0		799,373		1,010,744						1,006		971

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		1,356		1,368		0.0		0.0		3.6		2.1				0		0		135,564		136,820						363		210

		County		Net Transfers		45,029		87,557		183,000		212,000		26.6		52.5		111.5		128.8				4,502,890		8,755,670		18,300,000		21,200,000		2,660		5,252		11,150		12,878

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		18,712		22,844		0.0		0.0		13.8		14.3				0		0		1,871,175		2,284,449						1,383		1,431

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		4,404		4,000		0.0		0.0		3.9		3.3				0		0		440,440		399,958						389		326

		Province								20%		16%						26%		16%								20%		16%						26%		16%

		County-Level City								17%		14%						36%		22%

		County								24%		18%						28%		23%

						Province								Prefecture								County-Level City								County

						1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003

		Nationwide		Net Transfers		7,078		7,569		15,040		16,929		269.0		554.7		1,079.9		462.9		25.0		39.1		90.4		98.2		26.6		52.5		111.5		128.8

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		973		1,063		0.0		0.0		84.6		0.0		0.0		0.0		10.1		9.7		0.0		0.0		13.8		14.3

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		253		171		0.0		0.0		21.2		-0.3		0.0		0.0		3.6		2.1		0.0		0.0		3.9		3.3

		AVERAGE TRANSFERS AND RFR SUBSIDIES																																		Unit: Million yuan

						Province								Prefecture								County-Level City								County

						1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003

		01.beijing		Net Transfers		2,492		5,680		7,746		10,025		138.4		465.1		430.3		556.9

				RFR Subsidies						5		0

				ow.salary subsidies						0		0

		02.tianjin		Net Transfers								5,040								240.0

				RFR Subsidies								0

				ow.salary subsidies								0

		03.hebei		Net Transfers		4,697		9,100		21,031		23,941		427.0		827.3		1,727.3		415.8		10.3		19.7		75.4		86.1		20.8		38.4		99.2		112.8

				RFR Subsidies						1,954		1,954						175.2		-0.0						6.8		6.3						12.8		13.0

				ow.salary subsidies						393		355						36.4		0.9						2.2		0.8						3.9		3.3

		04.shanxi		Net Transfers		2,539		4,959		12,029		14,308		227.4		450.8		1,093.6		233.2		3.9		5.3		56.3		67.2		18.2		35.2		87.8		103.2

				RFR Subsidies						293		975						29.3		-4.7						2.8		5.7						4.1		9.5

				ow.salary subsidies						208		35						23.2		-0.5						2.8		0.7						3.0		0.9

		05.neimenggu		Net Transfers		8,041		8,807		20,324		20,672		329.2		733.9		1,693.7		645.1		23.8		45.2		82.4		71.5		28.8		57.0		148.0		154.0

				RFR Subsidies						1,430		1,430						119.1		-0.9						8.3		8.2						17.0		17.4

				ow.salary subsidies						187		187						17.0		0.1						2.5		2.7						2.4		2.4

		06.liaoning		Net Transfers		15,350		14,213		20,351		27,348		525.6		1,013.5		1,453.6		1,023.1		40.9		40.4		60.9		100.9		64.3		78.8		107.7		161.1

				RFR Subsidies						43		807						21.5		-27.1						21.5		8.4						0.0		19.6

				ow.salary subsidies						0		0						0.0		0.0						0.0		0.0						0.0		0.0

		07.jilin		Net Transfers		11,025		7,188		13,418		16,763		449.3		798.6		1,490.9		593.7		54.9		68.2		141.0		180.4		44.2		84.7		163.1		201.7		21.6%		22.8%

				RFR Subsidies						726		754						80.7		3.6						11.4		11.3						13.0		13.2		21.4%		19.0%

				ow.salary subsidies						157		172						17.4		5.1						5.8		5.8						3.8		3.8

		08.heilongjiang		Net Transfers		8,853		12,203		22,977		24,976		285.4		938.7		1,767.5		932.0		32.3		36.1		60.1		74.9		28.2		63.7		120.4		137.6

				RFR Subsidies						949		1,068						73.0		0.0						5.4		5.4						11.7		13.5

				ow.salary subsidies						203		203						15.6		0.0						3.3		1.4						2.7		2.7

		09.shanghai		Net Transfers		12,330		10,372		20,501		23,465		212.2		533.5		1,079.0		1,277.4

				RFR Subsidies								0

				ow.salary subsidies								0

		10.jiangsu		Net Transfers		5,919		4,066		13,437		15,353		259.2		315.2		1,021.3		546.9		18.6		24.7		74.0		37.7		55.4		81.0		152.0		189.5

				RFR Subsidies						1,047		1,172						80.5		-3.5						6.6		6.8						21.8		24.6

				ow.salary subsidies						0		0						0.0		-16.2						9.1		1.0						13.8		4.9

		11.zhejiang		Net Transfers		7,585		12,365		15,130		17,045		369.8		1,102.5		1,375.4		756.0		46.4		103.0		133.7		38.4		44.4		97.9		152.5		181.9

				RFR Subsidies						637		721						63.7		6.1						10.3		4.8						13.2		13.7

				ow.salary subsidies						15		0						7.3		0.0						0.0		0.0						4.9		0.0

		12.anhui		Net Transfers		4,881		3,975		12,428		15,288		129.6		233.8		732.0		209.8		19.7		20.3		58.9		74.2		20.7		43.0		120.0		156.3

				RFR Subsidies						1,405		0						82.6		0.0						6.9		0.0						20.1		0.0

				ow.salary subsidies						308		0						18.1		0.0						1.6		0.0						4.9		0.0

		13.fujian		Net Transfers		5,698		2,860		5,366		7,559		310.9		317.8		596.3		250.6		23.2		3.4		28.0		38.5		27.9		38.1		55.2		82.6

				RFR Subsidies						52		1,336						17.5		-6.2						25.3		15.7						13.6		19.0

				ow.salary subsidies						0		0						0.0		0.0						0.0		0.0						0.0		0.0

		14.jiangxi		Net Transfers		3,003		6,671		13,653		15,323		177.5		606.4		1,241.2		285.4		10.3		27.0		77.7		88.8		13.0		49.6		115.8		122.3

				RFR Subsidies						1,500		1,549						136.4		-5.3						10.5		10.0						16.6		17.2

				ow.salary subsidies						276		276						25.1		0.0						2.6		2.3						2.8		2.8

		15.shandong		Net Transfers		11,241		9,384		18,664		21,614		444.1		552.0		1,069.0		240.9		28.9		45.4		110.3		126.5		45.2		45.3		110.6		119.2

				RFR Subsidies						2,177		2,117						136.1		-2.5						14.1		13.8						20.7		20.2

				ow.salary subsidies						644		593						64.4		-1.5						8.5		7.4						12.4		10.2

		16.henan		Net Transfers		8,438		9,997		23,470		27,543		315.0		565.4		1,368.9		395.5		26.5		21.7		71.6		84.8		29.7		51.4		142.3		169.1

				RFR Subsidies						2,816		2,766						165.0		-0.0						10.5		10.3						24.4		23.9

				ow.salary subsidies						625		625						36.8		0.0						5.5		4.7						6.7		6.7

		17.hubei		Net Transfers		5,020		7,774		15,208		16,432		191.0		579.5		1,209.6		250.3		31.8		55.9		128.4		124.5		24.0		54.8		130.4		136.4

				RFR Subsidies						1,915		1,986						134.5		-5.0						20.7		18.0						21.7		23.3

				ow.salary subsidies						311		361						22.8		0.1						3.9		3.0						4.1		4.3

		18.hunan		Net Transfers		6,156		7,327		18,477		20,852		284.5		523.4		1,319.8		379.8		13.0		30.1		95.0		110.7		26.7		46.3		130.7		145.4

				RFR Subsidies						2,229		2,229						159.2		-2.0						11.6		11.6						23.3		23.3

				ow.salary subsidies						413		422						31.8		1.0						3.0		3.0						4.8		5.2

		19.guangdong		Net Transfers		28,553		21,739		43,506		50,619		656.5		1,020.0		1,971.3		1,271.7		58.1		72.9		196.3		231.2		45.1		55.4		149.9		188.6

				RFR Subsidies						217		1,213						31.0		-1.1						13.8		11.2						24.0		12.4

				ow.salary subsidies						0		27						0.0		0.0						0.0		2.0						0.0		0.7

		20.guangxi		Net Transfers		6,595		6,240		13,196		15,674		227.8		445.7		933.3		311.7		28.5		13.7		45.3		58.0		28.8		47.4		105.0		129.8

				RFR Subsidies						315		1,580						23.4		0.2						2.9		8.2						3.2		17.0

				ow.salary subsidies						276		276						20.2		0.1						1.9		1.7						3.1		3.1

		21.hainan		Net Transfers		3,385		479		2,661		3,500		211.7		316.5		347.1		272.3		33.0		52.3		97.3		135.5		36.6		66.6		104.1		145.8

				RFR Subsidies						99		272						1.4		4.8						8.1		10.7						4.8		14.7

				ow.salary subsidies						63		63						1.4		2.6						3.7		3.6						3.6		3.6

		22.chongqing		Net Transfers		874		4,362		12,101		11,654		50.9		107.1		295.4		277.5

				RFR Subsidies						823		778						20.1		18.5

				ow.salary subsidies						128		128						4.1		3.0

		23.sichuan		Net Transfers		11,084		16,424		32,565		35,866		262.3		782.1		1,550.7		454.4		13.4		64.4		130.3		145.2		19.8		62.8		130.6		143.2

				RFR Subsidies						2,679		2,679						127.6		-11.1						15.9		15.6						16.1		16.1

				ow.salary subsidies						394		454						26.2		0.0						4.5		4.1						6.6		4.8

		24.guizhou		Net Transfers		6,125		6,725		12,589		14,498		321.6		747.2		1,398.7		279.9		20.3		44.3		105.4		127.5		16.9		58.0		131.9		140.5

				RFR Subsidies						1,157		1,168						128.5		0.0						11.7		11.8						13.7		13.9

				ow.salary subsidies						227		227						25.3		0.0						3.6		0.4						4.3		3.2

		25.yunnan		Net Transfers		12,145		11,475		18,480		21,032		410.3		717.2		1,155.0		209.6		41.1		78.4		130.7		137.7		41.9		81.7		118.3		136.9

				RFR Subsidies						233		1,133						14.6		0.0						3.0		9.4						2.0		8.7

				ow.salary subsidies						203		203						12.7		-1.4						3.0		2.7						1.7		1.5

		26.xizang		Net Transfers		2,532		2,114		3,140		3,845		152.6		302.0		448.6		225.4		13.9		33.2		47.9		56.2		7.6		16.5		25.1		29.6

				RFR Subsidies						0		22						0.0		0.2						0.0		0.2						0.0		0.3

				ow.salary subsidies						0		0						0.0								0.0		0.0						0.0		0.0

		27.shaanxi		Net Transfers		3,515		5,528		8,399		9,852		224.8		502.5		763.5		231.9		3.0		14.7		51.2		26.1		18.6		34.8		69.1		81.1

				RFR Subsidies						1,278		1,312						116.2		-3.5						8.9		9.3						13.1		13.4

				ow.salary subsidies						231		231						21.0		0.0						1.9		1.9						2.4		2.4

		28.gansu		Net Transfers		4,044		6,243		12,625		14,923		156.5		445.9		901.8		270.8		5.8		29.0		88.5		141.1		18.1		56.5		108.5		125.9

				RFR Subsidies						872		885						62.3		0.2						7.9		8.1						10.8		10.9

				ow.salary subsidies						200		219						14.3		0.1						2.0		2.1						2.4		2.7

		29.qinghai		Net Transfers		2,134		2,283		4,064		4,468		79.9		285.4		507.9		188.2		5.5		1.5		15.0		15.3		12.9		37.8		60.8		70.7

				RFR Subsidies						207		207						25.8		-0.1						1.8		1.8						4.9		4.9

				ow.salary subsidies						47		43						6.6		-0.3						0.5		0.4						1.4		1.5

		30.ningxia		Net Transfers		3,107		1,850		3,739		3,760		146.6		462.5		934.8		162.5		45.7		89.0		195.0		164.5		31.8		72.5		151.1		151.1

				RFR Subsidies						174		165						43.6		0.2						11.1		6.7						8.9		8.4

				ow.salary subsidies						49		39						12.3		0.1						2.9		1.4						2.6		2.1

		31.xinjiang		Net Transfers		4,975		4,659		9,912		11,566		164.8		268.6		660.8		185.4		10.4		33.4		46.1		63.8		24.8		49.1		99.7		108.5

				RFR Subsidies						12		679						6.0		5.2						0.0		5.0						6.0		7.9

				ow.salary subsidies						0		175						0.0		5.2						0.0		2.2						0.0		2.5

		AVERAGE TRANSFERS AND RFR SUBSIDIES																																		Unit: 10,000 yuan

						Province								Prefecture								County-Level City								County

						1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003

		01.beijing		Net Transfers		249,163		567,992		774,590		1,002,492		13,842		46,513		43,033		55,694

				RFR Subsidies						500		0

				ow.salary subsidies								0

		02.tianjin		Net Transfers								503,957								23,998

				RFR Subsidies								0

				ow.salary subsidies								0

		03.hebei		Net Transfers		469,688		910,028		2,103,145		2,394,107		42,699		82,730		172,735		41,578		1,032		1,970		7,539		8,614		2,078		3,842		9,918		11,278

				RFR Subsidies						195,402		195,402						17,520		-5						681		626						1,282		1,302

				ow.salary subsidies						39,280		35,493						3,636		90						221		84						388		334

		04.shanxi		Net Transfers		253,921		495,932		1,202,913		1,430,774		22,739		45,085		109,356		23,321		388		529		5,634		6,722		1,823		3,516		8,780		10,318

				RFR Subsidies						29,345		97,539						2,935		-470						276		569						412		945

				ow.salary subsidies						20,845		3,510						2,316		-47						276		65						296		94

		05.neimenggu		Net Transfers		804,100		880,703		2,032,413		2,067,213		32,923		73,392		169,368		64,505		2,379		4,522		8,244		7,153		2,882		5,699		14,803		15,400

				RFR Subsidies						142,957		142,957						11,913		-89						834		823						1,695		1,736

				ow.salary subsidies						18,652		18,652						1,696		7						254		271						242		238

		06.liaoning		Net Transfers		1,534,981		1,421,318		2,035,071		2,734,757		52,563		101,351		145,362		102,306		4,086		4,039		6,087		10,086		6,431		7,884		10,775		16,115

				RFR Subsidies						4,300		80,708						2,150		-2,711						2,150		841								1,965

				ow.salary subsidies								0								0								0								0

		07.jilin		Net Transfers		1,102,524		718,753		1,341,794		1,676,307		44,929		79,861		149,088		59,366		5,488		6,824		14,104		18,038		4,417		8,473		16,309		20,171

				RFR Subsidies						72,600		75,388						8,067		363						1,139		1,133						1,301		1,320

				ow.salary subsidies						15,694		17,154						1,744		514						582		582						375		375

		08.heilongjiang		Net Transfers		885,314		1,220,255		2,297,726		2,497,564		28,538		93,866		176,748		93,196		3,231		3,609		6,010		7,493		2,820		6,366		12,035		13,755

				RFR Subsidies						94,949		106,793						7,304		1						536		540						1,169		1,347

				ow.salary subsidies						20,318		20,339						1,563		0						334		143						266		267

		09.shanghai		Net Transfers		1,233,027		1,037,178		2,050,126		2,346,491		21,222		53,347		107,901		127,736

				RFR Subsidies								0

				ow.salary subsidies								0

		10.jiangsu		Net Transfers		591,935		406,628		1,343,681		1,535,279		25,922		31,519		102,134		54,690		1,861		2,472		7,400		3,766		5,542		8,101		15,199		18,948

				RFR Subsidies						104,690		117,245						8,045		-348						662		677						2,184		2,463

				ow.salary subsidies								0								-1,619						913		95						1,384		487

		11.zhejiang		Net Transfers		758,525		1,236,537		1,512,963		1,704,470		36,985		110,247		137,542		75,598		4,638		10,297		13,373		3,842		4,436		9,790		15,246		18,192

				RFR Subsidies						63,684		72,099						6,368		610						1,033		477						1,317		1,368

				ow.salary subsidies						1,468		0						734		0								0						489		0

		12.anhui		Net Transfers		488,130		397,517		1,242,794		1,528,760		12,960		23,383		73,196		20,979		1,967		2,032		5,887		7,425		2,069		4,297		11,995		15,628

				RFR Subsidies						140,499		0						8,265		0						693		0						2,014		0

				ow.salary subsidies						30,786		0						1,811		0						159		0						495		0

		13.fujian		Net Transfers		569,759		285,987		536,627		755,867		31,090		31,776		59,625		25,059		2,318		342		2,800		3,855		2,790		3,815		5,525		8,256

				RFR Subsidies						5,242		133,608						1,747		-620						2,532		1,574						1,355		1,897

				ow.salary subsidies								0								0								0								0

		14.jiangxi		Net Transfers		300,274		667,094		1,365,309		1,532,310		17,748		60,645		124,119		28,545		1,034		2,704		7,768		8,881		1,298		4,964		11,577		12,234

				RFR Subsidies						150,000		154,850						13,636		-530						1,047		1,000						1,659		1,718

				ow.salary subsidies						27,620		27,620						2,511		0						260		232						277		277

		15.shandong		Net Transfers		1,124,144		938,425		1,866,423		2,161,437		44,408		55,201		106,903		24,090		2,893		4,544		11,033		12,645		4,525		4,525		11,062		11,916

				RFR Subsidies						217,700		211,734						13,606		-250						1,414		1,377						2,070		2,018

				ow.salary subsidies						64,408		59,282						6,441		-152						853		744						1,237		1,022

		16.henan		Net Transfers		843,819		999,730		2,346,998		2,754,326		31,498		56,543		136,891		39,550		2,651		2,172		7,155		8,484		2,965		5,141		14,234		16,911

				RFR Subsidies						281,600		276,600						16,496		-2						1,054		1,035						2,436		2,391

				ow.salary subsidies						62,501		62,501						3,677		0						550		471						674		665

		17.hubei		Net Transfers		501,963		777,431		1,520,802		1,643,203		19,100		57,949		120,962		25,028		3,177		5,594		12,843		12,454		2,400		5,479		13,042		13,643

				RFR Subsidies						191,481		198,620						13,448		-500						2,073		1,805						2,171		2,330

				ow.salary subsidies						31,100		36,121						2,279		14						388		303						412		429

		18.hunan		Net Transfers		615,555		732,742		1,847,659		2,085,221		28,448		52,339		131,976		37,980		1,304		3,013		9,502		11,073		2,671		4,632		13,073		14,536

				RFR Subsidies						222,874		222,874						15,920		-200						1,159		1,160						2,328		2,329

				ow.salary subsidies						41,336		42,223						3,180		101						304		298						476		520

		19.guangdong		Net Transfers		2,855,325		2,173,929		4,350,627		5,061,927		65,653		102,001		197,127		127,174		5,806		7,290		19,627		23,122		4,511		5,544		14,986		18,862

				RFR Subsidies						21,712		121,252						3,102		-114						1,377		1,119						2,399		1,242

				ow.salary subsidies								2,695								0								198								74

		20.guangxi		Net Transfers		659,527		624,040		1,319,563		1,567,386		22,777		44,574		93,332		31,173		2,845		1,373		4,531		5,804		2,880		4,742		10,505		12,982

				RFR Subsidies						31,499		157,963						2,344		22						292		825						323		1,698

				ow.salary subsidies						27,599		27,599						2,019		10						192		167						310		309

		21.hainan		Net Transfers		338,474		47,936		266,126		349,981		21,175		31,655		34,712		27,231		3,298		5,232		9,727		13,554		3,657		6,662		10,410		14,578

				RFR Subsidies						9,901		27,162						137		480						805		1,066						478		1,473

				ow.salary subsidies						6,301		6,305						137		258						365		362						362		362

		22.chongqing		Net Transfers		87,386		436,190		1,210,093		1,165,412		5,089		10,709		29,535		27,748

				RFR Subsidies						82,325		77,842						2,008		1,853

				ow.salary subsidies						12,783		12,783						412		304

		23.sichuan		Net Transfers		1,108,438		1,642,395		3,256,487		3,586,597		26,232		78,209		155,071		45,437		1,339		6,443		13,026		14,522		1,978		6,283		13,061		14,321

				RFR Subsidies						267,883		267,883						12,756		-1,112						1,586		1,555						1,612		1,612

				ow.salary subsidies						39,369		45,446						2,625		0						454		405						655		482

		24.guizhou		Net Transfers		612,538		672,472		1,258,855		1,449,756		32,163		74,719		139,873		27,987		2,031		4,433		10,536		12,748		1,691		5,799		13,187		14,054

				RFR Subsidies						115,686		116,752						12,854		2						1,174		1,179						1,373		1,387

				ow.salary subsidies						22,730		22,730						2,526		0						361		38						432		324

		25.yunnan		Net Transfers		1,214,506		1,147,542		1,847,962		2,103,170		41,030		71,721		115,498		20,964		4,113		7,844		13,065		13,770		4,185		8,175		11,826		13,691

				RFR Subsidies						23,330		113,316						1,458		0						297		941						200		867

				ow.salary subsidies						20,330		20,330						1,271		-140						297		269						169		151

		26.xizang		Net Transfers		253,173		211,414		314,045		384,544		15,258		30,202		44,864		22,543		1,386		3,321		4,791		5,621		758		1,650		2,506		2,956

				RFR Subsidies								2,211								22								24								29

				ow.salary subsidies								0																								0

		27.shaanxi		Net Transfers		351,468		552,765		839,891		985,177		22,478		50,251		76,354		23,187		301		1,467		5,118		2,605		1,864		3,484		6,910		8,110

				RFR Subsidies						127,779		131,230						11,616		-353						887		927						1,309		1,339

				ow.salary subsidies						23,103		23,103						2,100		4						188		188						238		238

		28.gansu		Net Transfers		404,433		624,316		1,262,501		1,492,326		15,647		44,594		90,179		27,078		583		2,895		8,847		14,114		1,814		5,649		10,851		12,590

				RFR Subsidies						87,192		88,462						6,228		21						788		806						1,081		1,094

				ow.salary subsidies						19,990		21,876						1,428		6						200		212						242		267

		29.qinghai		Net Transfers		213,366		228,329		406,351		446,758		7,986		28,541		50,794		18,821		550		154		1,502		1,529		1,292		3,783		6,084		7,068

				RFR Subsidies						20,656		20,655						2,582		-14						176		176						489		491

				ow.salary subsidies						4,651		4,324						664		-30						52		38						140		149

		30.ningxia		Net Transfers		310,732		185,012		373,919		376,023		14,665		46,253		93,480		16,254		4,570		8,903		19,499		16,455		3,180		7,248		15,106		15,114

				RFR Subsidies						17,422		16,542						4,356		16						1,106		666						895		844

				ow.salary subsidies						4,905		3,915						1,226		10						290		136						259		210

		31.xinjiang		Net Transfers		497,518		465,866		991,230		1,156,618		16,480		26,855		66,082		18,536		1,044		3,340		4,606		6,382		2,482		4,909		9,966		10,854

				RFR Subsidies						1,200		67,868						600		520								504						600		790

				ow.salary subsidies								17,527								516								216								246

		SUM OF TRANSFERS AND RFR SUBSIDIES																																		Unit: 10,000 yuan

						Province								Prefecture								County-Level City								County

		province				1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003		1995		2000		2002		2003

		01.beijing		Net Transfers		249,163		567,992		774,590		1,002,492		249,163		744,213		774,590		1,002,492

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		500		0		0		0		0		0

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		02.tianjin		Net Transfers		0		0		0		503,957		0		0		0		503,957

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		03.hebei		Net Transfers		469,688		910,028		2,103,145		2,394,107		469,688		910,028		1,900,081		457,363		61,920		130,011		505,088		637,457		240,994		441,776		1,140,525		1,297,025		2,391,845

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		195,402		195,402		0		0		175,202		-27		0		0		44,953		45,698		0		0		147,433		149,731		195,402

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		39,280		35,493		0		0		36,355		448		0		0		3,984		3,023		0		0		35,296		32,022		35,493

		04.shanxi		Net Transfers		253,921		495,932		1,202,913		1,430,774		227,387		495,932		1,202,913		256,528		10,486		17,981		225,366		255,420		167,691		316,438		763,838		918,308		1,430,256

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		29,345		97,539		0		0		29,345		-4,233		0		0		2,210		17,628		0		0		27,177		84,144		97,539

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		20,845		3,510		0		0		20,845		-93		0		0		2,210		588		0		0		18,635		3,015		3,510

		05.neimenggu		Net Transfers		804,100		880,703		2,032,413		2,067,213		395,070		880,703		2,032,413		709,557		68,980		135,674		263,800		228,894		204,642		404,646		1,021,398		1,062,609		2,001,060

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		142,957		142,957		0		0		142,957		-715		0		0		22,506		23,857		0		0		116,958		119,815		142,957

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		18,652		18,652		0		0		18,652		22		0		0		2,536		2,435		0		0		16,485		16,195		18,652

		06.liaoning		Net Transfers		1,534,981		1,421,318		2,035,071		2,734,757		735,888		1,418,918		2,035,071		1,432,282		306,484		298,922		462,605		867,378		180,056		189,204		258,592		435,097		2,734,757

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		4,300		80,708		0		0		4,300		-37,957		0		0		4,300		65,620		0		0		0		53,045		80,708

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		07.jilin		Net Transfers		1,102,524		718,753		1,341,794		1,676,307		404,362		718,753		1,341,794		534,296		76,838		218,371		451,335		577,217		114,849		228,771		456,659		564,794		1,676,307

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		72,600		75,388		0		0		72,600		2,180		0		0		36,432		36,243		0		0		36,415		36,965		75,388

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		15,694		17,154		0		0		15,694		1,543		0		0		6,978		6,978		0		0		8,633		8,633		17,154

		08.heilongjiang		Net Transfers		885,314		1,220,255		2,297,726		2,497,564		370,996		1,220,255		2,297,726		1,211,545		74,313		202,106		432,697		591,923		143,838		324,655		601,755		687,755		2,491,223

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		94,949		106,793		0		0		94,949		4		0		0		36,478		39,446		0		0		58,441		67,343		106,793

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		20,318		20,339		0		0		20,318		0		0		0		7,006		7,006		0		0		13,312		13,333		20,339

		09.shanghai		Net Transfers		1,233,027		1,037,178		2,050,126		2,346,491		403,211		1,013,601		2,050,126		2,426,983

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		10.jiangsu		Net Transfers		591,935		406,628		1,343,681		1,535,279		336,990		409,746		1,327,742		710,970		61,424		170,554		518,000		293,757		155,180		234,933		425,582		530,552

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		104,690		117,245		0		0		104,590		-4,529		0		0		49,654		52,807		0		0		61,139		68,967

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-21,045		0		0		10,045		7,414		0		0		13,843		13,631

		11.zhejiang		Net Transfers		758,525		1,236,537		1,512,963		1,704,470		406,830		1,212,712		1,512,963		831,583		139,153		401,591		561,676		199,769		173,018		372,029		548,867		673,118

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		63,684		72,099		0		0		63,684		6,096		0		0		17,555		18,122		0		0		40,820		47,881

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		1,468		0		0		0		1,468		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1,468		0

		12.anhui		Net Transfers		488,130		397,517		1,242,794		1,528,760		220,315		397,517		1,244,337		356,643		13,767		83,302		253,140		319,256		128,290		244,927		659,739		859,564

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		140,499		0		0		0		140,499		0		0		0		28,403		0		0		0		110,744		0

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		30,786		0		0		0		30,786		0		0		0		3,506		0		0		0		27,224		0

		13.fujian		Net Transfers		569,759		285,987		536,627		755,867		279,809		285,987		536,627		225,533		34,768		12,306		109,192		150,336		131,121		171,672		254,134		379,772

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		5,242		133,608		0		0		5,242		-5,578		0		0		2,532		51,940		0		0		2,710		87,246

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		14.jiangxi		Net Transfers		300,274		667,094		1,365,309		1,532,310		195,225		667,094		1,365,309		313,994		25,858		70,304		248,573		337,464		96,080		367,316		833,561		880,852

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		150,000		154,850		0		0		150,000		-5,826		0		0		35,581		36,994		0		0		119,472		123,682

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		27,620		27,620		0		0		27,620		0		0		0		7,535		7,650		0		0		19,955		19,970

		15.shandong		Net Transfers		1,124,144		938,425		1,866,423		2,161,437		754,938		938,425		1,817,358		409,534		208,282		354,454		904,729		1,036,928		294,114		285,079		663,696		714,975

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		217,700		211,734		0		0		217,700		-3,003		0		0		96,172		93,653		0		0		124,178		121,084

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		64,408		59,282		0		0		64,408		-1,219		0		0		25,598		26,784		0		0		39,593		33,717

		16.henan		Net Transfers		843,819		999,730		2,346,998		2,754,326		535,472		961,234		2,327,154		672,346		60,971		145,519		500,867		593,854		275,779		462,720		1,252,580		1,488,126

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		281,600		276,600		0		0		280,425		-25		0		0		67,464		66,232		0		0		214,326		210,393

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		62,501		62,501		0		0		62,501		0		0		0		6,600		6,600		0		0		55,901		55,901

		17.hubei		Net Transfers		501,963		777,431		1,520,802		1,643,203		229,201		753,333		1,572,510		325,359		82,597		307,692		744,905		772,143		98,414		219,148		521,696		545,701

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		191,481		198,620		0		0		174,826		-6,501		0		0		111,935		111,906		0		0		86,843		93,215

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		31,100		36,121		0		0		29,625		183		0		0		17,448		18,783		0		0		16,067		17,155

		18.hunan		Net Transfers		615,555		732,742		1,847,659		2,085,221		398,277		732,742		1,847,659		531,725		61,288		141,628		446,593		487,229		200,334		333,502		941,246		1,046,593

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		222,874		222,874		0		0		222,874		-2,805		0		0		57,933		57,995		0		0		167,620		167,684

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		41,336		42,223		0		0		41,336		810		0		0		9,720		10,743		0		0		31,434		30,670

		19.guangdong		Net Transfers		2,855,325		2,173,929		4,350,627		5,061,927		1,378,719		2,142,015		4,139,660		2,543,474		185,797		459,265		1,256,110		1,618,562		207,522		255,006		674,355		867,643

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		21,712		121,252		0		0		21,712		-1,945		0		0		23,413		66,044		0		0		2,399		57,153

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		2,695		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		2,174		0		0		0		521

		20.guangxi		Net Transfers		659,527		624,040		1,319,563		1,567,386		296,105		624,040		1,119,989		436,422		25,609		48,071		172,173		220,536		198,733		331,970		735,318		908,772

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		31,499		157,963		0		0		28,129		312		0		0		8,752		38,761		0		0		22,597		118,890

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		27,599		27,599		0		0		24,229		120		0		0		5,749		5,837		0		0		21,700		21,642

		21.hainan		Net Transfers		338,474		47,936		266,126		349,981		42,349		63,309		69,423		54,462		26,382		41,854		87,547		121,985		47,535		79,945		124,917		174,934

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		9,901		27,162		0		0		137		959		0		0		4,026		8,527		0		0		5,738		17,676

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		6,301		6,305		0		0		137		516		0		0		1,826		1,448		0		0		4,338		4,341

		22.chongqing		Net Transfers		87,386		436,190		1,210,093		1,165,412		203,570		428,367		1,210,938		1,165,412

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		82,325		77,842		0		0		82,325		77,842

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		12,783		12,783		0		0		12,783		12,783

		23.sichuan		Net Transfers		1,108,438		1,642,395		3,256,487		3,586,597		550,866		1,642,395		3,256,487		954,168		60,266		341,462		755,533		842,297		249,271		816,748		1,632,647		1,790,132

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		267,883		267,883		0		0		267,883		-14,462		0		0		80,908		80,862		0		0		201,483		201,483

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		39,369		45,446		0		0		39,369		0		0		0		11,804		12,162		0		0		34,732		33,284

		24.guizhou		Net Transfers		612,538		672,472		1,258,855		1,449,756		289,467		672,472		1,258,855		251,886		30,465		75,366		189,647		242,205		120,037		400,141		896,709		955,665

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		115,686		116,752		0		0		115,686		14		0		0		22,300		22,402		0		0		93,374		94,336

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		22,730		22,730		0		0		22,730		0		0		0		721		721		0		0		22,009		22,009

		25.yunnan		Net Transfers		1,214,506		1,147,542		1,847,962		2,103,170		656,477		1,147,542		1,847,962		335,424		61,694		133,341		261,306		275,405		468,758		907,414		1,277,170		1,492,341

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		23,330		113,316		0		0		23,330		0		0		0		3,561		18,829		0		0		19,355		94,487

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		20,330		20,330		0		0		20,330		-1,403		0		0		3,561		5,373		0		0		16,355		16,360

		26.xizang		Net Transfers		253,173		211,414		314,045		384,544		106,805		211,414		314,045		157,800		4,159		9,963		14,374		16,863		53,060		117,132		177,924		209,881

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		0		2,211		0		0		0		86		0		0		0		73		0		0		0		2,052

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		27.shaanxi		Net Transfers		351,468		552,765		839,891		985,177		247,258		552,765		839,891		255,062		5,727		33,745		127,943		65,131		162,127		292,633		566,647		664,984

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		127,779		131,230		0		0		127,779		-1,766		0		0		22,176		23,173		0		0		107,353		109,823

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		23,103		23,103		0		0		23,103		13		0		0		3,563		3,563		0		0		19,527		19,527

		28.gansu		Net Transfers		404,433		624,316		1,262,501		1,492,326		219,060		624,316		1,262,501		379,091		10,491		55,012		176,945		282,282		121,519		378,509		716,145		830,953

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		87,192		88,462		0		0		87,192		128		0		0		15,757		16,119		0		0		71,327		72,215

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		19,990		21,876		0		0		19,990		17		0		0		3,995		4,231		0		0		15,980		17,628

		29.qinghai		Net Transfers		213,366		228,329		406,351		446,758		63,888		228,329		406,351		150,571		1,100		922		9,010		12,231		51,677		151,323		243,365		282,701

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		20,656		20,655		0		0		20,656		-28		0		0		1,054		1,054		0		0		19,550		19,629

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		4,651		4,324		0		0		4,651		-30		0		0		310		190		0		0		4,327		4,164

		30.ningxia		Net Transfers		310,732		185,012		373,919		376,023		58,658		185,012		373,919		48,763		9,139		26,709		58,497		65,818		44,518		94,229		196,381		196,482

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		17,422		16,542		0		0		17,422		63		0		0		3,318		4,661		0		0		12,523		11,818

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		4,905		3,915		0		0		4,905		20		0		0		869		953		0		0		3,626		2,942

		31.xinjiang		Net Transfers		497,518		465,866		991,230		1,156,618		247,207		402,831		991,230		259,498		15,666		80,170		110,533		153,159		173,733		333,804		677,714		738,072

				RFR Subsidies		0		0		1,200		67,868		0		0		1,200		2,078		0		0		0		12,098		0		0		1,200		53,692

				ow.salary subsidies		0		0		0		17,527		0		0		0		2,065		0		0		0		2,164		0		0		0		13,298



Ines Kudo:
Province is the sum of prefecture + city + county (equal or close)



outliers

		id		year		province		municipality		district		typelevel		e_gdp		e_population		t_edu		oe_oecesh		oe_oee		ofe_cef		pcedu		solution

		1001		2003		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		kaifa		3.County-level city		714113.6		4		792.10				792.10		0		198.03

		1001		2002		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		kaifa		3.County-level city		1428397		4		22290.98				18684.11		3606.865		5572.75		drop

		1001		1995		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		kaifa		3.County-level city

		1001		2000		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		kaifa		3.County-level city

		1002		2003		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		fengjingmingsheng		3.County-level city				11		339.16				339.16		0		30.83

		1002		2002		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		fengjingmingsheng		3.County-level city		2731238		11		44003.10				32230.24		11772.86		4000.28		drop

		1002		2000		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		fengjingmingsheng		3.County-level city

		1002		1995		11.zhejiang		hangzhou		fengjingmingsheng		3.County-level city

		3171		2002		30.ningxia		yinchuan		jinfeng		3.County-level city				1		1156.35				1156.35				1156.35

		3171		2003		30.ningxia		yinchuan		jinfeng		3.County-level city		162389.6		1		1614.60				1614.60				1614.60

		3171		2000		30.ningxia		yinchuan		jinfeng		3.County-level city

		3171		1995		30.ningxia		yinchuan		jinfeng		3.County-level city

		drop if id==1001| id==1002

																		2000 Census

		id		year		province		municipality		district		e_population		e_rpop		urbaniza		Total		Urban		Rural		Urban/Total

		1535		2002		15.shandong		liaocheng		cm_liaocheng		99		127		-0.28		950319		475546		474773		0.50

		1535		2003		15.shandong		liaocheng		liaocheng		99		127		-0.28

		2474		2003		23.sichuan		guangan		linshui		92		110		-0.20		857198		102919		754279		0.12

		2474		2002		23.sichuan		guangan		linshui		92		110		-0.20

		2665		2000		25.yunnan		kunming		chenggong		15		17		-0.13		180685		40552		140133		0.22

		2100		2000		19.guangdong		jiangmen		jianghai		5		8		-0.60		189024		189024				1.00

		358		2000		04.shanxi		linfen		hongtong		9		61		-5.78		693261		123156		570105		0.18

		2576		2000		24.guizhou		liupanshui		panxian		11		94		-7.55		1070802		139431		931371		0.13

		1030		1995		11.zhejiang		shaoxing		xinchang		43		381		-7.86		414907		176142		238765		0.42

		province		region~d		district		pcedu		pcgdp		e_popu~n		t_edu		e_gdp		Solution

		03.hebei		5		gaoxin		130		37868		6		779		227210

		03.hebei		5		gaoxin		133		76667		3		398		230000

		03.hebei		5		gaoxin		269		153887		3		808		461660

		03.hebei		5		gaoxin		270		165470		3		811		496409

		03.hebei		5		shikaifa		185		204447		2		370		408895

		03.hebei		5		shikaifa		237		65000		2		473		130000

		03.hebei		5		shikaifa		.		117514		2		.		235027

		03.hebei		5		shikaifa		576		150427		2		1152		300854

		03.hebei		5		kaifaqu		125		25923		1		125		25923		DROP

		03.hebei		5		kaifaqu		254		50667		3		763		152000

		03.hebei		5		kaifaqu		416		86736		3		1249		260209

		03.hebei		5		kaifaqu		426		105308		3		1278		315924

		04.shanxi		5		changzhigaoxin		.		.		.		.		.

		04.shanxi		5		changzhigaoxin		133		33000		1		133		33000

		04.shanxi		5		changzhigaoxin		173		45580		1		173		45580

		04.shanxi		5		changzhigaoxin		250		52961		1		250		52961

		06.liaoning		2		kaifaqu		631		194677		10		6311		1946770

		06.liaoning		2		kaifaqu		347		138333		12		4166		1660000

		06.liaoning		2		kaifaqu		680		155379		13		8841		2019930

		06.liaoning		2		kaifaqu		876		172419		13		11392		2241443

		06.liaoning		2		dujia		.		.		.		.		.

		06.liaoning		2		dujia		469		20000		1		469		20000

		06.liaoning		2		dujia		644		34829		1		644		34829

		06.liaoning		2		dujia		688		39423		1		688		39423

		07.jilin		2		antu		203		6712		22		4462		147654

		07.jilin		2		antu		109		5586		22		2404		122897

		07.jilin		2		antu		160		5196		22		3516		114317

		07.jilin		2		antu		162		5918		22		3564		130200

		10.jiangsu		1		xinbei		.		.		.		.		.

		10.jiangsu		1		xinbei		153		27321		14		2137		382500

		10.jiangsu		1		xinbei		493		49748		14		6904		696471

		10.jiangsu		1		xinbei		541		53223		14		7577		745121

		10.jiangsu		1		kunshan		340		90752		58		19695		5263607

		10.jiangsu		1		kunshan		223		34034		59		13149		2008000

		10.jiangsu		1		cm_kunshan		237		42599		60		14194		2555959

		10.jiangsu		1		kunshan		268		51341		60		16087		3080458

		10.jiangsu		1		huqiu		.		.		.		.		.

		10.jiangsu		1		huqiu		185		18876		13		2410		245389		DROP

		10.jiangsu		1		huqiu		464		127606		13		6034		1658874

		10.jiangsu		1		huqiu		593		138316		13		7711		1798104

		11.zhejiang		1		yuhang		229		56481		88		20176		4970352

		11.zhejiang		1		yuhang		196		16435		62		12165		1019000

		11.zhejiang		1		yuhang		101		6910		80		8076		552770		DROP

		11.zhejiang		1		yuhang		653		37141		80		52253		2971297

		11.zhejiang		1		kaifaqu		.		107297		10		.		1072973		DROP

		11.zhejiang		1		kaifaqu		16		60000		12		189		720000

		11.zhejiang		1		kaifaqu		13		66290		13		170		861767

		11.zhejiang		1		kaifaqu		6		73332		13		74		953310

		11.zhejiang		1		daxie		282		47395		2		564		94789

		11.zhejiang		1		ningbobaoshui		.		.		.		.		215620

		11.zhejiang		1		daxie		315		.		2		630		.

		11.zhejiang		1		daxie		371		219224		2		743		438448

		13.fujian		1		mawei		.		.		.		.		.

		13.fujian		1		mawei		390		47527		15		5843		712900

		13.fujian		1		mawei		551		.		8		4409		.

		13.fujian		1		mawei		520		94002		8		4162		752015

		13.fujian		1		jimei		.		.		.		.		.

		13.fujian		1		jimei		402		28270		10		4017		282700

		13.fujian		1		jimei		420		22653		10		4204		226527

		13.fujian		1		jimei		554		67645		10		5544		676448

		13.fujian		5		siming		.		.		.		.		.

		13.fujian		5		siming		207		11091		11		2282		122000

		13.fujian		5		siming		243		12215		11		2668		134368

		13.fujian		1		siming		916		51484		11		10081		566328		DROP

		15.shandong		1		laoshan		275		66092		18		4957		1189650

		15.shandong		1		laoshan		396		43813		19		7532		832452

		15.shandong		1		laoshan		511		54140		19		9709		1028667

		15.shandong		1		laoshan		466		56976		19		8859		1082541

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		626		155429		4		2505		621714

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		.		.		.		2852		597770

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		420		88067		11		4616		968740

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		301		99318		11		3306		1092494

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		428		131090		4		1710		524361

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		288		90353		5		1442		451765

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		526		131021		5		2630		655103

		15.shandong		1		kaifa		562		200617		5		2810		1003086

		19.guangdong		1		xinhui		267		40795		84		22457		3426800		DROP

		19.guangdong		1		xinhui		159		12910		87		13849		1123150

		19.guangdong		1		xinhui		1071		77257		15		16069		1158857

		19.guangdong		1		xinhui		786		63631		15		11783		954470

		23.sichuan		4		gaoxinqu		.		.		.		.		.

		23.sichuan		4		gaoxinqu		54		54813		8		432		438500

		23.sichuan		4		gaoxinqu		109		98993		5		546		494966

		23.sichuan		4		gaoxinqu		103		89162		5		515		445812

		30.ningxia		3		jinfeng		.		.		.		.		.

		30.ningxia		3		jinfeng		.		.		.		.		.

		30.ningxia		3		jinfeng		1156		.		1		1156		.

		30.ningxia		3		jinfeng		1615		162390		1		1615		162390		DROP

		31.xinjiang		3		dabancheng		.		.		.		.		.

		31.xinjiang		3		dabancheng		12		15217		1		12		15217

		31.xinjiang		3		dabancheng		255		24649		1		255		24649

		31.xinjiang		3		dabancheng		958		33125		1		958		33125

		31.xinjiang		3		yiwu		29		10894		32		930		348612		DROP

		31.xinjiang		3		yiwu		334		4656		2		667		9312

		31.xinjiang		3		yiwu		755		5009		2		1510		10019

		31.xinjiang		3		yiwu		604		8987		2		1208		17975

		id		year		province		municipality		district		e_gdp		e_population		t_edu		error

		775		1995		08.heilongjiang		hegang		xiangyang

		775		2000		08.heilongjiang		hegang		xiangyang		10001		10		2		-6.01

		775		2002		08.heilongjiang		hegang		xiangyang		12080		10

		775		2003		08.heilongjiang		hegang		xiangyang		12596		10

		778		1995		08.heilongjiang		hegang		dongshan

		778		2000		08.heilongjiang		hegang		dongshan		34207		9

		778		2002		08.heilongjiang		hegang		dongshan		40941		14		41		-3.57

		778		2003		08.heilongjiang		hegang		dongshan		32811		14		22		-4.14

		788		1995		08.heilongjiang		shuangyashan		baoshan

		788		2000		08.heilongjiang		shuangyashan		baoshan		12659		14		18		-4.07

		788		2002		08.heilongjiang		shuangyashan		baoshan		248246		14		70		-3.42

		788		2003		08.heilongjiang		shuangyashan		baoshan				14		73

		1350		1995		14.jiangxi		jiujiang		gongqing		260383		6		29		-4.08

		1350		2000		14.jiangxi		jiujiang		gongqing		12780		6

		1350		2002		14.jiangxi		jiujiang		cm_gongqing		16775				452

		1350		2003		14.jiangxi		jiujiang		gongqing		18945				442

		2201		1995		20.guangxi		liuzhoushi		gutingshan

		2201		2000		20.guangxi		liuzhoushi		gutingshan		99939		11		3		-6.43

		2201		2002		20.guangxi		liuzhoushi		gutingshan				11

		2201		2003		20.guangxi		liuzhoushi		gutingshan		8097		11		189		-1.70

		3201		1995		31.xinjiang		wulumuqi		toutunhe

		3201		2000		31.xinjiang		wulumuqi		toutunhe		211510		12		21		-4.53

		3201		2002		31.xinjiang		wulumuqi		toutunhe		227613		12		182		-2.39

		3201		2003		31.xinjiang		wulumuqi		toutunhe		277911		12		135		-2.73





descriptives

		

		Average investment on education at the county level, by year

				NATION														NORTHEAST														LN

				table year, contents(freq mean t_edu  mean pcedu  mean edutotal mean edugdp)														table year  if region_id==2, contents(freq mean t_edu  mean pcedu  mean edutotal mean edugdp)														table year  if province=="06.liaoning", contents(freq mean t_edu  mean pcedu  mean edutotal mean edugdp)

				year		freq		mean(t_edu)		mean(pcedu)		mean(edutotal)		mean(edugdp)				year				mean(t_edu)		mean(pcedu)		mean(edutotal)		mean(edugdp)				year				mean(t_edu)		mean(pcedu)		mean(edutotal)		mean(edugdp)

				2000		2,794		3855.85		102.4713		24.2%		3.0%				2000		299		3480.716		96.84525		0.2464691		0.0323645				2000		113		3566.131		95.03858		0.21448		0.0289601

				2002		2,794		4704.02		129.8485		24.8%		4.8%				2002		299		4045.264		116.2354		0.2472361		0.0295509				2002		113		4047.931		108.5857		0.2224206		0.0256839

				2003		2,794		4705.43		130.6432		23.6%		4.5%				2003		299		4039.521		114.8342		0.2310197		0.0394916				2003		113		4229.374		111.1207		0.2099608		0.0238582

				2000				38.56		102		24.2%		3.0%				2000				34.81		97		24.6%		3.2%				2000				35.66		95		21.4%		2.9%

				2002				47.04		130		24.8%		4.8%				2002				40.45		116		24.7%		3.0%				2002				40.48		109		22.2%		2.6%

				2003				47.05		131		23.6%		4.5%				2003				40.40		115		23.1%		3.9%				2003				42.29		111		21.0%		2.4%

				Year		Total Education Expenditure 
(MillionYuan)		Per Capita Education Expenditure (Yuan)		Education Expenditure as Share of Total (%)		Education Expenditure as Percentage of GDP (%)

		Nationwide		2000		38.56		102		24.2%		3.0%

				2002		47.04		130		24.8%		4.8%

				2003		47.05		131		23.6%		4.5%

		Last year growth				0.01		0.79		-1.21%		-0.32%

		Northeast		2000		34.81		97		24.6%		3.2%

				2002		40.45		116		24.7%		3.0%

				2003		40.40		115		23.1%		3.9%

		Last year growth				-0.06		-1.40		-1.62%		0.99%

		Liaoning		2000		35.66		95		21.4%		2.9%

				2002		40.48		109		22.2%		2.6%

				2003		42.29		111		21.0%		2.4%

		Last year growth				1.81		2.54		-1.25%		-0.18%

		Average County Education Expenditure as a Share of Total Own Expenditure, by Province and Year (%)

		table province year, contents(mean edutotal)

				2000		2002		2003		Average Annual Growth

		03.hebei		16.0%		24.1%		25.3%		4.7%

		04.shanxi		23.5%		23.8%		22.8%		-0.4%

		05.neimenggu		19.2%		17.6%		16.2%		-1.5%

		06.liaoning		21.4%		22.2%		21.0%		-0.2%

		07.jilin		25.5%		24.2%		21.2%		-2.1%

		08.heilongjiang		27.3%		27.1%		25.8%		-0.7%

		10.jiangsu		29.3%		24.8%		21.0%		-4.2%

		11.zhejiang		23.6%		21.3%		20.6%		-1.5%

		12.anhui		26.7%		27.2%		25.2%		-0.8%

		13.fujian		30.0%		32.8%		30.8%		0.4%

		14.jiangxi		22.8%		22.6%		21.4%		-0.7%

		15.shandong		27.1%		24.9%		23.4%		-1.8%

		16.henan		27.5%		25.7%		23.2%		-2.1%

		17.hubei		24.2%		23.7%		22.6%		-0.8%

		18.hunan		25.2%		24.3%		22.5%		-1.3%

		19.guangdong		25.1%		26.3%		25.9%		0.4%

		20.guangxi		26.9%		28.0%		25.7%		-0.6%

		21.hainan		18.8%		19.8%		19.9%		0.5%

		23.sichuan		22.3%		21.6%		20.7%		-0.8%

		24.guizhou		25.5%		27.0%		26.4%		0.4%

		25.yunnan		24.2%		25.5%		25.1%		0.5%

		26.xizang		19.9%		24.2%		24.7%		2.4%

		27.shaanxi		27.5%		30.5%		29.7%		1.1%

		28.gansu		22.4%		22.9%		22.8%		0.2%

		29.qinghai		17.1%		19.0%		18.4%		0.6%

		30.ningxia		22.1%		21.1%		20.8%		-0.6%

		31.xinjiang		27.6%		28.0%		25.4%		-1.1%

		Average Per Capita Education Expenditure in Counties, by Province and Year (yuan)

		table province year, contents(mean  pcedu)

				2000		2002		2003		Average Annual Growth

		31.xinjiang		183		234		242		29.7

		11.zhejiang		152		209		238		42.8

		26.xizang		149		242		238		44.3

		13.fujian		156		170		163		3.9

		19.guangdong		126		161		160		16.7

		25.yunnan		132		154		158		13.0

		29.qinghai		107		157		154		23.5

		10.jiangsu		125		151		153		14.0

		05.neimenggu		113		147		150		18.6

		30.ningxia		116		156		139		11.3

		23.sichuan		84		138		132		24.0

		28.gansu		90		121		121		15.6

		08.heilongjiang		102		126		121		9.6

		15.shandong		111		124		120		4.5

		04.shanxi		90		117		119		14.3

		27.shaanxi		87		120		118		15.5

		03.hebei		101		97		116		7.4

		20.guangxi		83		115		113		14.9

		06.liaoning		95		109		111		8.0

		21.hainan		86		104		110		12.0

		07.jilin		91		110		109		8.8

		24.guizhou		73		108		107		17.4

		17.hubei		84		98		95		5.6

		14.jiangxi		73		96		91		9.2

		18.hunan		69		92		90		10.5

		12.anhui		76		89		89		6.5

		16.henan		73		81		77		2.0

		Average Education Expenditure relative to GDP, by Province and Year (%)

		table province year, contents(mean  edugdp)

				2000		2002		2003		Average Annual Growth

		03.hebei		2.0%		19.7%		17.3%		7.7%

		26.xizang		5.7%		8.8%		8.0%		1.2%

		07.jilin		2.3%		2.5%		7.3%		2.5%

		28.gansu		3.9%		5.5%		6.7%		1.4%

		25.yunnan		5.4%		7.3%		6.1%		0.4%

		24.guizhou		3.9%		6.9%		5.4%		0.8%

		31.xinjiang		5.2%		7.0%		5.1%		-0.1%

		29.qinghai		4.9%		4.9%		4.8%		-0.1%

		27.shaanxi		4.6%		5.4%		4.7%		0.1%

		30.ningxia		5.4%		6.2%		4.5%		-0.4%

		04.shanxi		3.7%		4.3%		4.3%		0.3%

		08.heilongjiang		4.1%		3.5%		3.7%		-0.2%

		23.sichuan		2.6%		3.5%		3.3%		0.3%

		20.guangxi		2.6%		3.6%		3.3%		0.3%

		12.anhui		2.6%		2.8%		2.9%		0.2%

		19.guangdong		2.1%		2.7%		2.6%		0.3%

		14.jiangxi		2.2%		2.9%		2.6%		0.2%

		05.neimenggu		2.3%		2.9%		2.5%		0.1%

		06.liaoning		2.9%		2.6%		2.4%		-0.3%

		18.hunan		2.1%		2.5%		2.4%		0.1%

		17.hubei		2.0%		2.2%		2.3%		0.1%

		11.zhejiang		1.5%		2.2%		2.2%		0.4%

		16.henan		1.9%		2.4%		2.1%		0.1%

		21.hainan		2.7%		2.4%		2.1%		-0.3%

		13.fujian		1.9%		2.0%		1.9%		0.0%

		10.jiangsu		2.2%		2.3%		1.9%		-0.2%

		15.shandong		1.7%		1.7%		1.6%		-0.1%

		Within Province Disparities in Per Capita County Education Expenditure by Province, 2003 (Million RMB, nominal)

		tabstat pcedu if year==2003 & level>3, stats(p5 mean p95) by(province)

		province		Percentile 5th		Mean		Percentile 95th

		03.hebei		84.80952		155.2382		285.9167

		04.shanxi		82.48148		169.5735		256

		05.inner mongoli		100.6873		206.5399		335.4333

		06.liaoning		62.9375		165.6198		312.4667

		07.jilin		65.49471		143.6685		207.6246

		08.heilongjiang		37.22222		158.2026		312.375

		10.jiangsu		87.44186		214.2567		544.4545

		11.zhejiang		207.473		322.5678		494.3125

		12.anhui		60.17647		114.9414		191.1875

		13.fujian		116.3654		232.1626		469.5833

		14.jiangxi		55.80392		124.208		186.6

		15.shandong		79.18104		171.3006		306.0263

		16.henan		61.82353		102.0485		156.5294

		17.hubei		70.50932		124.1438		203.375

		18.hunan		55.42105		117.3378		180.52

		19.guangdong		104.5882		228.8312		545.6909

		20.guangxi		82.66666		148.0165		252.6786

		21.hainan		95.20154		145.0721		280.7197

		23.sichuan		70.21824		144.3244		317.75

		24.guizhou		95.89516		140.1363		188.4286

		25.yunnan		132.8182		197.5853		309.4445

		26.tibet		168		339.5215		659

		27.shaanxi		86.71795		156.839		271.6364

		28.gansu		90.24324		159.5742		271.5

		29.qinghai		73.95238		217.5166		349.6667

		30.ningxia		71.78571		275.9889		316.3333

		31.xinjiang		93.82758		296.489		691

		Total		72.7807		175.35		365.6

						tabstat r_pcedu if year==2000 & level>2, stats(p5 mean p95) by(province)

		CONSTANT 2000

				Percentile 5th		Mean		Percentile 95th																																Increase in Yuan (constant)						% Increase

		03.hebei		62.64286		99.06221		143.7222		36.41935		44.65999																										province		Percentile 5th		Mean		Percentile 95th		Percentile 5th		Mean		Percentile 95th

		04.shanxi		56.83333		97.92413		142.0476		41.0908		44.12347																										03.hebei		31.3		43.9		62.6		50.0%		44.3%		43.5%

		05.inner mongoli		63.6		121.0896		239.6667		57.4896		118.5771																										04.shanxi		56.4		83.5		124.1		99.2%		85.3%		87.4%

		06.liaoning		45.26829		92.98857		168.8333		47.72028		75.84473																										05.inner mongoli		51.7		103.0		244.3		81.3%		85.1%		101.9%

		07.jilin		61.45454		99.49085		180.8718		38.03631		81.38095																										06.liaoning		36.5		57.2		70.6		80.6%		61.5%		41.8%

		08.heilongjiang		58.03509		112.2667		208.6		54.23161		96.3333																										07.jilin		32.4		59.8		63.2		52.7%		60.1%		34.9%

		10.jiangsu		77.85965		106.4564		153.3023		28.59675		46.8459																										08.heilongjiang		37.0		78.6		118.4		63.8%		70.0%		56.8%

		11.zhejiang		93.4836		139.7822		232.6667		46.2986		92.8845																										10.jiangsu		2.2		31.0		92.0		2.8%		29.1%		60.0%

		12.anhui		38.9375		78.40453		124.55		39.46703		46.14547																										11.zhejiang		114.9		170.8		294.5		122.9%		122.2%		126.6%

		13.fujian		98.41666		150.598		213.8667		52.18134		63.2687																										12.anhui		24.6		42.6		77.2		63.2%		54.4%		62.0%

		14.jiangxi		50.71014		76.51227		104.9545		25.80213		28.44223																										13.fujian		15.3		39.0		101.4		15.5%		25.9%		47.4%

		15.shandong		52.57534		93.80116		159.8276		41.22582		66.02644																										14.jiangxi		47.2		55.0		81.6		93.1%		71.9%		77.8%

		16.henan		43.08511		68.92785		100.9024		25.84274		31.97455																										15.shandong		21.3		36.0		84.6		40.6%		38.4%		53.0%

		17.hubei		56.28333		78.76542		120.7561		22.48209		41.99068																										16.henan		25.9		34.8		55.6		60.0%		50.4%		55.1%

		18.hunan		41.14844		72.1632		114.8064		31.01476		42.6432																										17.hubei		18.0		39.3		63.1		32.0%		49.9%		52.3%

		19.guangdong		69.87075		108.1435		178.3636		38.27275		70.2201																										18.hunan		36.3		42.1		55.5		88.2%		58.3%		48.3%

		20.guangxi		55.6371		86.93174		117.2632		31.29464		30.33146																										19.guangdong		61.5		87.6		163.3		88.0%		81.0%		91.6%

		21.hainan		58.42169		81.0893		116.5111		22.66761		35.4218																										20.guangxi		36.5		52.4		79.5		65.6%		60.3%		67.8%

		23.sichuan		49.44444		88.28185		172.6667		38.83741		84.38485																										21.hainan		31.1		39.4		48.3		53.3%		48.6%		41.4%

		24.guizhou		52.74194		79.50859		96.4		26.76665		16.89141																										23.sichuan		29.2		69.8		158.3		59.0%		79.0%		91.7%

		25.yunnan		83.03615		132.1306		216.75		49.09445		84.6194																										24.guizhou		44.8		61.7		92.0		84.9%		77.6%		95.5%

		26.tibet		53.33333		145.1829		261.25		91.84957		116.0671																										25.yunnan		53.0		69.3		94.5		63.8%		52.4%		43.6%

		27.shaanxi		58.07527		90.22183		145.5455		32.14656		55.32367																										26.tibet		114.7		188.0		280.8		215.0%		129.5%		107.5%

		28.gansu		45.31818		90.83222		161.4118		45.51404		70.57958																										27.shaanxi		34.7		76.9		161.1		59.7%		85.2%		110.7%

		29.qinghai		46.5		113.9296		166.5		67.4296		52.5704																										28.gansu		44.9		73.3		110.3		99.1%		80.7%		68.3%

		30.ningxia		82.35484		133.0246		182		50.66976		48.9754																										29.qinghai		8.2		111.1		183.2		17.6%		97.5%		110.0%

		31.xinjiang		98.91892		185.6175		349.75		86.69858		164.1325																										30.ningxia		67.4		76.3		134.3		81.8%		57.4%		73.8%

																																						31.xinjiang

		Total		50.59477		102.6141		186.1905		52.01933		83.5764																										Total		34.6		72.1		151.1		68.3%		70.2%		81.2%

		CONSTANT 2003				tabstat pcedu if year==2003 & level>2, stats(p5 mean p95) by(province)

		province		Percentile 5th		Mean		Percentile 95th

		03.hebei		93.9375		142.9481		206		49.0106		63.3376

		04.shanxi		113.1875		181.4051		266		68.2176		84.7378

		05.inner mongoli		115.2759		224.0921		484		108.8162		259.9079

		06.liaoning		81.73529		150.1829		239		68.44761		89.2042

		07.jilin		93.81818		159.2517		244		65.43352		84.8233

		08.heilongjiang		95.04545		190.8306		327		95.78515		136.1694

		10.jiangsu		80.07619		137.4124		245		57.33621		107.8876

		11.zhejiang		208.4		310.5934		527		102.1934		216.5908

		12.anhui		63.5274		121.0409		202		57.5135		80.6813

		13.fujian		113.7051		189.5562		315		75.8511		125.7438

		14.jiangxi		97.91892		131.5424		187		33.62348		55.0576

		15.shandong		73.9238		129.8271		244		55.9033		114.6348

		16.henan		68.95082		103.6878		157		34.73698		52.8416

		17.hubei		74.3053		118.0327		184		43.7274		65.8483

		18.hunan		77.46018		114.241		170		36.78082		56.0447

		19.guangdong		131.3636		195.7584		342		64.3948		145.9083

		20.guangxi		92.14953		139.3663		197		47.21677		57.3773

		21.hainan		89.56098		120.5265		165		30.96552		44.2735

		23.sichuan		78.60377		158.062		331		79.45823		172.938

		24.guizhou		97.54348		141.2308		188		43.68732		47.1978

		25.yunnan		136		201.4278		311		65.4278		109.8354

		26.tibet		168		333.136		542		165.136		208.864

		27.shaanxi		92.73913		167.1163		307		74.37717		139.5504

		28.gansu		90.24324		164.1507		272		73.90746		107.516

		29.qinghai		54.66667		225.0297		350		170.36303		124.637

		30.ningxia		149.7353		209.3534		316		59.6181		106.9799

		31.xinjiang		158.4615		302.474		552		144.0125		249.776

		Total		85.15842		174.6734		337		89.51498		162.6599

		QUINTILES NOMINAL 2003

		table province quintile if year==2003, contents(mean pcedu)

		province		1		2		3		4		5

				Poorest 20%		Q2		Middle Income		Q4		Wealthiest 20%

		03.hebei		121		138		145		156		244		2.0

		04.shanxi		160		158		171		181		180		1.1

		05.inner mongolia		177		166		189		262		238		1.3

		06.liaoning		107		111		159		158		362		3.4

		07.jilin		122		138		162		146		149		1.2

		08.heilongjiang		136		176		168		168		141		1.0

		10.jiangsu		135		156		170		204		411		3.0

		11.zhejiang		267		271		314		395		390		1.5

		12.anhui		91		108		122		137		117		1.3

		13.fujian		173		179		194		249		443		2.6

		14.jiangxi		117		121		132		132		117		1.0

		15.shandong		112		125		141		185		295		2.6

		16.henan		92		102		97		107		114		1.2

		17.hubei		106		117		121		136		141		1.3

		18.hunan		101		110		107		114		154		1.5

		19.guangdong		164		174		164		240		454		2.8

		20.guangxi		126		121		160		136		203		1.6

		21.hainan		130		144		125		131		217		1.7

		23.sichuan		161		138		140		132		151		0.9

		24.guizhou		140		143		136		140		142		1.0

		25.yunnan		186		204		203		190		204		1.1

		26.tibet		262		249		353		372		461		1.8

		27.shaanxi		145		153		151		142		192		1.3

		28.gansu		116		144		169		167		204		1.8

		29.qinghai		209		204		260		206		201		1.0

		30.ningxia		189		208		170		198		673		3.6

		31.xinjiang		233		314		286		319		310		1.3

		QUINTILES CONSTANT 2003

		table province quintile if year==2003, contents(mean edugdp)

				1		2		3		4		5

				Poorest 20%		Q2		Middle Income		Q4		Wealthiest 20%

		03.hebei		3.77%		2.25%		1.80%		1.31%		0.95%		3.9

		04.shanxi		9.13%		4.66%		3.41%		2.48%		1.34%		6.8

		05.inner mongolia		4.48%		2.90%		2.17%		1.94%		1.14%		3.9

		06.liaoning		4.63%		2.64%		2.01%		1.20%		0.98%		4.7

		07.jilin		28.52%		2.72%		2.36%		1.69%		1.24%		23.0

		08.heilongjiang		7.20%		4.33%		3.11%		2.24%		1.33%		5.4

		10.jiangsu		3.05%		2.21%		1.66%		1.31%		1.05%		2.9

		11.zhejiang		3.70%		2.41%		1.72%		1.56%		1.00%		3.7

		12.anhui		4.79%		3.17%		2.67%		2.13%		1.35%		3.6

		13.fujian		2.87%		2.06%		1.55%		1.26%		1.32%		2.2

		14.jiangxi		4.23%		3.01%		2.60%		2.12%		1.19%		3.6

		15.shandong		2.30%		1.68%		1.47%		1.33%		0.92%		2.5

		16.henan		3.31%		2.58%		1.88%		1.41%		0.93%		3.6

		17.hubei		3.91%		2.55%		1.95%		1.71%		1.05%		3.7

		18.hunan		3.83%		2.83%		1.99%		1.74%		1.35%		2.8

		19.guangdong		4.61%		3.21%		2.13%		1.64%		1.45%		3.2

		20.guangxi		5.47%		3.42%		3.29%		2.20%		1.73%		3.2

		21.hainan		3.07%		2.65%		1.88%		1.54%		1.07%		2.9

		23.sichuan		6.21%		4.05%		3.14%		1.84%		1.07%		5.8

		24.guizhou		8.72%		7.39%		5.58%		3.60%		1.85%		4.7

		25.yunnan		10.43%		7.17%		5.84%		4.10%		2.60%		4.0

		26.tibet		10.87%		8.20%		9.01%		6.93%		5.15%		2.1

		27.shaanxi		8.63%		5.28%		4.19%		2.90%		2.42%		3.6

		28.gansu		13.29%		7.63%		5.36%		2.77%		1.66%		8.0

		29.qinghai		8.65%		5.17%		4.96%		2.74%		1.24%		7.0

		30.ningxia		10.32%		5.29%		2.53%		1.84%		0.79%		13.0

		31.xinjiang		8.51%		6.99%		4.25%		3.47%		1.15%		7.4

				6.98%										5.2
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Poorest 20%

Wealthiest 20%

Per Capita Education Expenditure (Yuan)



		03.hebei		03.hebei

		04.shanxi		04.shanxi

		05.inner mongolia		05.inner mongolia

		06.liaoning		06.liaoning

		07.jilin		07.jilin

		08.heilongjiang		08.heilongjiang

		10.jiangsu		10.jiangsu

		11.zhejiang		11.zhejiang

		12.anhui		12.anhui

		13.fujian		13.fujian

		14.jiangxi		14.jiangxi

		15.shandong		15.shandong

		16.henan		16.henan

		17.hubei		17.hubei

		18.hunan		18.hunan

		19.guangdong		19.guangdong

		20.guangxi		20.guangxi

		21.hainan		21.hainan

		23.sichuan		23.sichuan

		24.guizhou		24.guizhou

		25.yunnan		25.yunnan

		26.tibet		26.tibet

		27.shaanxi		27.shaanxi

		28.gansu		28.gansu

		29.qinghai		29.qinghai

		30.ningxia		30.ningxia

		31.xinjiang		31.xinjiang
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0.0376651

0.009539

0.0912814

0.0133777

0.0447615

0.0113541

0.0462786

0.0098226

0.2851537

0.0124167

0.0720005

0.0132577

0.0305026

0.0104879

0.0369743

0.0099792

0.0478963

0.0134566

0.0287396

0.0131985

0.0423082

0.0118677

0.0230364

0.0091914

0.0331427

0.0093086

0.0390835

0.0104773

0.0382923

0.0134652

0.04613

0.0144502

0.0546666

0.0173023

0.0306922

0.0106848

0.0621411

0.0107

0.0871551

0.0184519

0.1043051

0.0260131

0.1086542

0.0514524

0.0862545

0.024219

0.1328864

0.0165668

0.0865224

0.012408

0.1031564

0.0079196

0.085135

0.0114586



		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Ines Kudo:
problems with Q5 check
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Poorest 20%

Wealthiest 20%

Per Capita Education Expenditure (Yuan)



		0		63.3376		49.0106

		0		84.7378		68.2176

		0		259.9079		108.8162

		0		89.2042		68.44761

		0		84.8233		65.43352

		0		136.1694		95.78515

		0		107.8876		57.33621

		0		216.5908		102.1934

		0		80.6813		57.5135

		0		125.7438		75.8511

		0		55.0576		33.62348

		0		114.6348		55.9033

		0		52.8416		34.73698

		0		65.8483		43.7274

		0		56.0447		36.78082

		0		145.9083		64.3948

		0		57.3773		47.21677

		0		44.2735		30.96552

		0		172.938		79.45823

		0		47.1978		43.68732

		0		109.8354		65.4278

		0		208.864		165.136

		0		139.5504		74.37717

		0		107.516		73.90746

		0		124.637		170.36303

		0		106.9799		59.6181

		0		249.776		144.0125

		0		162.6599		89.51498



Mean

2003



		year		province		municipality		district		e_gdp		e_population		t_rev		rev_gdp		t_exp		exp_gdp		t_edu		edugdp

		2002		03.hebei		tangshan		nanbao		5.875678				2409.867		410.1429		3447.344		586.7143		188.0217		32

		2003		03.hebei		tangshan		nanbao		6.017079				3395.137		564.25		3519.991		585		169.2303		28.125

		year		province		municipality		district		level		region		e_gdp		e_population		t_rev		pcrev		rev_gdp		t_exp		pcexp		exp_gdp		t_edu		pcedu		edugdp		edutotal		t_transf		pctransf		transfgdp		transf_exp		pcgdp		psgdp		urbaniza

		2003		07.jilin		yanbian		yanji		4.County		Northeast		12880		40		30487		762.175		2.367003		58323		1458.075		4.528183		9763		244.075		0.7579969		0.1673954		37598		939.95		2.919099		0.6446514		322		0.0667702		0.8393992

		2003		07.jilin		yanbian		dunhua		3.County-level city		Northeast		11068		48		16472		343.1667		1.488254		53288		1110.167		4.8146		7355		153.2292		0.6645284		0.1380236		39079		814.1458		3.53081		0.7333546		230.5833		0.2049151		0.595952

		2003		07.jilin		jilinshi		changyi		3.County-level city		Northeast		11569		59		5546		94		0.4793846		18383		311.5763		1.588988		5347		90.62712		0.4621834		0.2908666		14028		237.7627		1.212551		0.7630963		196.0847		0.1365719		0.7851159

		2003		07.jilin		yanbian		longjing		4.County		Northeast		8634		26		4890		188.0769		0.5663655		34730		1335.769		4.02247		3942		151.6154		0.456567		0.1135042		29080		1118.462		3.36808		0.8373165		332.0769		0.3474635		0.6228116

		2003		07.jilin		jilinshi		longtan		3.County-level city		Northeast		13638		51		5892		115.5294		0.4320281		17469		342.5294		1.280906		4672		91.60784		0.3425722		0.2674452		11577		227		0.8488781		0.6627168		267.4118		0.2356651		0.6528378

		2003		07.jilin		siping		tiexi		3.County-level city		Northeast		10757		23		2345		101.9565		0.2179976		10416		452.8696		0.9682997		3423		148.8261		0.3182114		0.328629		8309		361.2609		0.7724273		0.7977151		467.6956		0.5312819		1

		2002		07.jilin		baicheng		taobei		3.County-level city		Northeast		23280		48		5831		121.4792		0.2504725		22181		462.1042		0.9527921		5430		113.125		0.2332474		0.2448041		14994		312.375		0.6440722		0.675984		485		0.0219072		0.6660268

		2003		07.jilin		siping		tiedong		3.County-level city		Northeast		15407		25		3030		121.2		0.1966639		12441		497.64		0.8074901		3318		132.72		0.2153567		0.2666988		9312		372.48		0.6044006		0.7484929		616.28		0.629584		0.7775716

		2000		07.jilin		siping		lishu		4.County		Northeast		41490		86		8849		102.8953		0.2132803		21242		247		0.5119788		5950		69.18604		0.143408		0.2801054		12244		142.3721		0.2951072		0.5764052		482.4419		8.067631		0.240272

		2003		07.jilin		changchun		chaoyang		3.County-level city		Northeast		75401		68		15295		224.9265		0.2028488		29542		434.4412		0.3917985		6869		101.0147		0.0910996		0.2325164		13293		195.4853		0.1762974		0.4499695		1108.838		0.0494688		1

		2000		07.jilin		siping		tiexi		3.County-level city		Northeast		50953		22		1997		90.77273		0.039193		6932		315.0909		0.1360469		2253		102.4091		0.0442172		0.3250144		4830		219.5455		0.0947932		0.6967686		2316.045		0.1409142		1

		2000		07.jilin		tonghua		liuhe		4.County		Northeast		102200		37		6138		165.8919		0.0600587		12064		326.054		0.1180431		4375		118.2432		0.0428082		0.3626492		5562		150.3243		0.0544227		0.4610411		2762.162		0.6470255		0.2852435

		2002		07.jilin		yanbian		wangqing		4.County		Northeast		106500		26		4602		177		0.0432113		22568		868		0.2119061		4545		174.8077		0.0426761		0.2013914		19853		763.5769		0.1864131		0.8796969		4096.154		0.2309859		0.6348864

		2000		07.jilin		baicheng		daan		3.County-level city		Northeast		112768		42		6411		152.6429		0.0568512		20475		487.5		0.1815675		4797		114.2143		0.0425387		0.2342857		13752		327.4286		0.1219495		0.6716483		2684.952		0.57464		0.494251

		2002		07.jilin		baicheng		tongyu		4.County		Northeast		146000		35		4551		130.0286		0.0311712		22999		657.1143		0.1575274		6133		175.2286		0.0420069		0.2666638		18542		529.7714		0.127		0.806209		4171.429		0.5068493		0.3431436

		2000		07.jilin		baicheng		yaonan		4.County		Northeast		90700		43		4244		98.69768		0.0467916		16152		375.6279		0.1780816		3777		87.83721		0.0416428		0.233841		11589		269.5116		0.1277729		0.7174963		2109.302		0.6725469		0.4557783

		2000		07.jilin		changchun		chaoyang		3.County-level city		Northeast		124765		67		9988		149.0746		0.0800545		15883		237.0597		0.1273033		4852		72.41791		0.0388891		0.3054838		4644		69.31343		0.037222		0.2923881		1862.164		0.2394822		1

		2002		07.jilin		liaoyuan		dongliao		4.County		Northeast		144713		39		4582		117.4872		0.0316627		17966		460.6667		0.1241492		5436		139.3846		0.037564		0.3025715		13633		349.5641		0.0942072		0.7588222		3710.59		0.4727841		0.1476064

		2000		07.jilin		baicheng		taobei		3.County-level city		Northeast		98450		47		4218		89.74468		0.0428441		14270		303.617		0.1449467		3664		77.95744		0.0372169		0.2567624		9655		205.4255		0.0980701		0.6765943		2094.681		7.366044		0.6660268

		2000		07.jilin		baicheng		zhenben		4.County		Northeast		95106		32		3983		124.4688		0.0418796		14642		457.5625		0.1539545		3338		104.3125		0.0350977		0.2279743		11627		363.3438		0.1222531		0.7940855		2972.063		1.081488		0.2800256

		2002		07.jilin		liaoyuan		xian		3.County-level city		Northeast		23837		17		1818		106.9412		0.076268		4052		238.3529		0.1699878		814		47.88235		0.0341486		0.2008885		2400		141.1765		0.1006838		0.5923001		1402.177		0.0486638		1

		2003		07.jilin		tonghua		erdaojiang		3.County-level city		Northeast		52464		14		2269		162.0714		0.0432487		8580		612.8571		0.1635407		1775		126.7857		0.0338327		0.2068765		6503		464.5		0.1239517		0.7579254		3747.428		0.1761589		0.8028932

		2002		07.jilin		songyuan		changling		4.County		Northeast		241705		64		4738		74.03125		0.0196024		22376		349.625		0.0925757		7709		120.4531		0.0318943		0.3445209		17672		276.125		0.0731139		0.7897748		3776.641		0.6379347		0.2334851

		2002		07.jilin		siping		tiexi		3.County-level city		Northeast		96431		23		2015		87.6087		0.0208958		8757		380.7391		0.090811		2974		129.3044		0.0308407		0.339614		6583		286.2174		0.0682664		0.7517415		4192.652		0.0527942		1

		2002		07.jilin		tonghua		erdaojiang		3.County-level city		Northeast		52464		14		3788		270.5714		0.0722019		9079		648.5		0.173052		1598		114.1429		0.030459		0.1760106		4762		340.1429		0.090767		0.5245071		3747.428		0.1761589		0.8028932

		2000		07.jilin		liaoyuan		dongliao		4.County		Northeast		108810		39		3877		99.41026		0.0356309		10832		277.7436		0.0995497		3293		84.4359		0.0302638		0.3040066		7107		182.2308		0.0653157		0.6561115		2790		0.9637257		0.1476064

		2002		07.jilin		yanbian		longjing		4.County		Northeast		111870		26		4047		155.6538		0.0361759		25652		986.6154		0.2293019		3314		127.4615		0.0296237		0.1291907		23150		890.3846		0.2069366		0.9024637		4302.692		0.2282828		0.6228116

		2002		07.jilin		changchun		s_chaoyang		3.County-level city		Northeast		223138		68		13330		196.0294		0.0597388		24988		367.4706		0.1119845		6448		94.82353		0.0288969		0.2580439		11216		164.9412		0.0502649		0.4488555		3281.441		0.1066694		1

		2003		07.jilin		songyuan		changling		4.County		Northeast		278156		64		7969		124.5156		0.0286494		31583		493.4844		0.1135442		8000		125		0.0287608		0.2533008		23255		363.3594		0.0836042		0.7363138		4346.188		0.6246854		0.2334851

		2003		07.jilin		liaoyuan		xian		3.County-level city		Northeast		29550		17		2345		137.9412		0.079357		6012		353.6471		0.2034518		820		48.23529		0.0277496		0.1363939		3480		204.7059		0.1177665		0.5788423		1738.235		0.0402707		1

		2002		07.jilin		liaoyuan		longshan		3.County-level city		Northeast		56315		28		3597		128.4643		0.0638729		5315		189.8214		0.0943798		1430		51.07143		0.0253929		0.2690499		1672		59.71429		0.0296901		0.3145814		2011.25		0.1893989		1

		2000		07.jilin		liaoyuan		longshan		3.County-level city		Northeast		45000		27		3108		115.1111		0.0690667		4010		148.5185		0.0891111		1064		39.40741		0.0236444		0.2653367		833		30.85185		0.0185111		0.2077307		1666.667		0.2062444		1

		2003		07.jilin		liaoyuan		longshan		3.County-level city		Northeast		64909		28		4469		159.6071		0.0688502		7677		274.1786		0.1182733		1492		53.28571		0.022986		0.1943468		2973		106.1786		0.0458026		0.3872606		2318.178		0.1704848		1

		2000		07.jilin		liaoyuan		xian		3.County-level city		Northeast		25000		18		1721		95.61111		0.06884		3140		174.4444		0.1256		534		29.66667		0.02136		0.1700637		1338		74.33334		0.05352		0.4261146		1388.889		0.32376		1

		2000		07.jilin		tonghua		dongchang		3.County-level city		Northeast		84806		30		3593		119.7667		0.0423673		6789		226.3		0.0800533		1480		49.33333		0.0174516		0.2179997		3202		106.7333		0.0377568		0.4716453		2826.867		0.1798222		0.8748201

		2002		07.jilin		tonghua		dongchang		3.County-level city		Northeast		120550		31		5040		162.5806		0.0418084		10927		352.4839		0.0906429		1717		55.3871		0.0142431		0.1571337		6135		197.9032		0.0508917		0.5614533		3888.71		0.0861054		0.8748201

		1995		07.jilin		yanbian		helong		4.County		Northeast		66120		24		3406		141.9167		0.0515124		7108		296.1667		0.1075015		3333						0.4689083		2290		95.41666		0.034634		0.3221722		2755		0.2314277		0.5833333

		1995		07.jilin		liaoyuan		dongliao		4.County		Northeast		76644		39		2047		52.48718		0.0267079		6925		177.5641		0.0903528		2910						0.4202166		3351		85.92308		0.0437216		0.4838989		1965.231		0.6204269		0.1794872

		1995		07.jilin		jilinshi		yaohe		3.County-level city		Northeast		141704		47		2995		63.7234		0.0211356		8341		177.4681		0.0588621		3735						0.447788		2945		62.65957		0.0207828		0.3530752		3014.979		0.5152854		0.4468085

		1995		07.jilin		liaoyuan		dongfeng		4.County		Northeast		97824		39		2569		65.8718		0.0262614		8719		223.5641		0.0891295		3572						0.40968		4990		127.9487		0.05101		0.5723134		2508.308		0.4856068		0.2564103

		1995		07.jilin		changchun		jiutai		3.County-level city		Northeast		233346		82		4666		56.90244		0.0199961		12865		156.8902		0.0551327		6214						0.4830159		5873		71.62195		0.0251686		0.4565099		2845.683		0.7105414		0.2439024

		1995		07.jilin		yanbian		huichun		4.County		Northeast		58349		21		3501		166.7143		0.060001		8192		390.0952		0.1403966		3249						0.3966064		3875		184.5238		0.0664107		0.4730225		2778.524		0.2212034		0.6190476

		1995		07.jilin		baishan		jingyu		4.County		Northeast		26204		14		1000		71.42857		0.0381621		5496		392.5714		0.209739		1935						0.3520742		3397		242.6429		0.1296367		0.6180859		1871.714		0.5001908		0.4285714

		1995		07.jilin		baicheng		tongyu		4.County		Northeast		104188		33		1473		44.63636		0.0141379		7298		221.1515		0.0700465		3224						0.4417649		3853		116.7576		0.0369812		0.5279528		3157.212		0.7226456		0.3636364

		1995		07.jilin		jilinshi		yongji		4.County		Northeast		202058		76		4016		52.84211		0.0198755								4787								5611		73.82895		0.0277693				2658.658		0.6553712		0.1710526

		1995		07.jilin		yanbian		wangqing		4.County		Northeast		78459		27		3677		136.1852		0.0468652		7841		290.4074		0.0999376		3168						0.4040301		2217		82.11111		0.0282568		0.2827446		2905.889		0.2299673		0.4814815

		1995		07.jilin		tonghua		huinan		4.County		Northeast		108694		36		1920		53.33333		0.0176643		10146		281.8333		0.0933446		3269						0.3221959		5407		150.1944		0.0497452		0.5329194		3019.278		0.3415184		0.3888889

		1995		07.jilin		tonghua		liuhe		4.County		Northeast		115197		37		2073		56.02703		0.0179953		6568		177.5135		0.0570154		2810						0.4278319		3809		102.9459		0.0330651		0.579933		3113.432		0.5507956		0.027027





				Total Revenues						budgetary funds for service delivery						Fees						Expenditure by Level

				2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003

		1. Higher Educational Institutions		5,245		6,631		7,952		2,466		2,963		3,269		1,654		2,396		2,921		5,245		6,631		7,952		33.5%		36.3%		37.7%

		2. Specialized Secondary Schools		1,055		852		1,044		681		641		654		299		218		327		1,055		852		1,044		6.7%		4.7%		5.0%

		3. Technical Schools		81		103		95		60		67		74		16		22		24		81		103		95		0.5%		0.6%		0.5%

		4. Secondary Schools		4,085		4,837		5,484		2,538		3,064		3,519		620		734		778		4,085		4,837		5,484		26.1%		26.5%		26.0%

		Senior Secondary Schools		1,389		1,787		2,178		617		777		905		336		469		515		1,389		1,787		2,178		8.9%		9.8%		10.3%

		Whole Secondary Schools		85		99		72		59		66		47		7		13		13		85		99		72		0.5%		0.5%		0.3%

		Junior Secondary Schools		2,611		2,952		3,233		1,862		2,221		2,566		278		252		251		2,611		2,952		3,233		16.7%		16.1%		15.3%

		Rural Junior		970		1,121		1,309		731		878		1,095		86		87		88		970		1,121		1,309		6.2%		6.1%		6.2%

		5. Vocational Schools		429		465		547		266		306		336		113		118		142		429		465		547		2.7%		2.5%		2.6%

		6. Primary Schools		3,535		4,104		4,510		2,757		3,291		3,724		224		234		233		3,535		4,104		4,510		22.5%		22.5%		21.4%

		Rural Primary		1,781		2,097		2,396		1,439		1,726		2,091		111		114		121		1,781		2,097		2,396		11.4%		11.5%		11.4%

		7. Special Education Schools		71		84		88		64		75		79		1.6		0.7		1		71		84		88		0.5%		0.5%		0.4%

		8. Kindergartens		125		144		143		73		92		92		13		20		13		125		144		143		0.8%		0.8%		0.7%

		9. Others		1,053		1,061		1,221		417		485		585		0						1,053		1,061		1,221		6.7%		5.8%		5.8%

		Total		15,679		18,280		21,083		9,322		10,984		12,332		2,940		3,742		4,439		15,679		18,280		21,083		100%		100%		100%

				2001		2002		2003

		Deflators Liaoning		109		120		134

				Total Revenue						Budgetary Revenue						Revenue from Fees						Expenditure						Schools						Teachers						Students

				2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003																				Salary		Running Costs				Salary		Running Costs

		1. Higher Educational Institutions		4,812		5,520		5,937		2,262		2,467		2,441		1,517		1,995		2,181		4,812		5,521		5,938		61		66		69		30,364		33,819		38,086		372,336		450,536		514,191		11547				Higher Education		11547

		2. Specialized Secondary Schools		968		709		780		625		534		488		274		181		244		968		709		780																								Senior Secondary		2700

		3. Technical Schools		74		86		71		55		56		55		15		18		18		74		86		71		119		137		106		8,441		8,742		7,249		143,044		151,810		159,466		446				Junior Secondary		1335

		4. Secondary Schools		3,748		4,027		4,095		2,328		2,551		2,627		569		611		581		3,748		4,027		4,094		2,376		2,362		2,341		142,503		142,232		144,016		2,323,395		2,398,928		2,410,745		1698				Primary		1164

		Senior Secondary Schools		1,274		1,488		1,626		566		647		676		308		390		385		1,275		1,487		1,627																518,810		602,442		2700

		Whole Secondary Schools		78		82		54		54		55		35		6		11		10		78		82		54

		Junior Secondary Schools		2,395		2,458		2,414		1,708		1,849		1,916		255		210		187		2,395		2,457		2,414																1,880,118		1,808,303		1335

		Rural Junior		890		933		977		671		731		818		79		72		66		889		933		978

		5. Vocational Schools		394		387		408		244		255		251		104		98		106		394		387		408

		6. Primary Schools		3,243		3,417		3,367		2,529		2,740		2,781		206		195		174		3,243		3,417		3,367		12,739		12,161		11,339		181,444		175,549		170,947		3,230,517		3,061,398		2,891,925		1164

		Rural Primary		1,634		1,746		1,789		1,320		1,437		1,561		102		95		90		1,634		1,745		1,789

		7. Special Education Schools		65		70		66		59		62		59		1		1		1		66		70		66

		8. Kindergartens		115		120		107		67		77		69		12		17		10		115		120		106

		9. Others		966		883		912		383		404		437		0		0		0		966		883		912

		Total		14,384		15,218		15,742		8,552		9,144		9,208		2,697		3,115		3,314		14,384		15,219		15,742		15,854		15,250		14,339		381,377		378,243		382,936		6,268,241		6,273,311		6,254,817

				Total Revenue		Budgetary Revenue		Revenue from Fees		Expenditure

		1. Higher Educational Institutions		23.4%		7.9%		43.7%		23.4%

		2. Specialized Secondary Schools		-19.5%		-21.8%		-11.0%		-19.4%

		3. Technical Schools		-4.5%		0.4%		22.1%		-3.9%

		4. Secondary Schools		9.3%		12.8%		2.1%		9.2%

		Senior Secondary Schools		27.6%		19.4%		24.7%		27.6%

		Whole Secondary Schools		-31.1%		-35.2%		51.1%		-31.0%

		Junior Secondary Schools		0.8%		12.2%		-26.5%		0.8%

		Rural Junior		9.8%		21.9%		-16.7%		9.9%

		5. Vocational Schools		3.8%		2.8%		2.3%		3.7%

		6. Primary Schools		3.8%		9.9%		-15.3%		3.8%

		Rural Primary		9.5%		18.3%		-11.3%		9.5%

		Total		9.4%		7.7%		22.9%		9.4%

		YEARBOOK

				Number of Schools						Full-time Teachers (person)						Number of Registered Students						Pupil/Teacher Ratio

		Index		2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003		2001		2002		2003

		Total		15,854		15,250		14,339		381,377		378,243		382,936		6,268,241		6,273,311		6,254,817

		General Institutions of Higher Learning		61		66		69		30,364		33,819		38,086		372,336		450,536		514,191		12.3		13.3		13.5

		Professional Secondary Schools		119		137		106		8,441		8,742		7,249		143,044		151,810		159,466

		General Secondary School		2,376		2,362		2,341		142,503		142,232		144,016		2,323,395		2,398,928		2,410,745		15.7		16.4		16.4

		Senior				453		456				30,312		32,668				518,810		602,442

		Junior				1,909		1,885				111,920		111,348				1,880,118		1,808,303

		Primary School		12,739		12,161		11,339		181,444		175,549		170,947		3,230,517		3,061,398		2,891,925		17.8		17.4		16.9

				Growth 2000-2003						Share of Total 2003

				Schools		Teachers		Students		Schools		Teachers		Students

		Total		-9.6%		0.4%		-0.2%		100%		100%		100%								0%

		General Institutions of Higher Learning		13.1%		25.4%		38.1%		0.5%		9.9%		8.2%								0.0%

		Professional Secondary Schools		-10.9%		-14.1%		11.5%		0.7%		1.9%		2.5%								0.0%

		General Secondary School		-1.5%		1.1%		3.8%		16%		38%		39%								0.0%

		Senior		1.3%		15.5%		32.2%		3.2%		8.5%		9.6%								0.0%

		Junior		-2.5%		-1.0%		-7.6%		13.1%		29.1%		28.9%

		Primary School		-11.0%		-5.8%		-10.5%		79%		45%		46%

																						0.0%

										2002		2003		2002		2003		2002		2003

										Schools		Schools		Teachers		Teachers		Students		Students

		III. General Schools								2,362		2,341		142,232		144,016		2,398,928		2,410,745

		Senior Middle School								453		456		─		32,668		518,810		602,442

		Junior Middle School								1,909		1,885		─		111,348		1,880,118		1,808,303

		IV. Vocational Middle School								340		13		11,798		58		164,241		1,273

		VI. General Primary School								12,161		11,339		175,549		170,947		3,061,398		2,891,925

		VII. Special Education Schools								75		75		1,829		1,854		8,926		8,429

		VIII. Kindergarden								6,639				23,521				667,930

		2001

		Number of Students in Regular Institution of Higher Education (10,000 persons)		Number of Students in Secondary Schools (10,000 persons)		Number of Students in Regular Middle Schools (10,000 persons)		Number of Students in Primary Schools (10,000 persons)		Number of Full-time Teachers in Regular Institution of Higher Education (person)		Number of Full-time Teachers in Secondary Schools (person)		Number of Full-time Teachers in Regular Middle Schools (person)		Number of Full-time Teachers in Primary Schools (person)

		37.23		266.54		232.34		323.05		30364		169569		142503		181444

						2,323,400		3230.5

		1,521,950
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		0

		0



Salary



		

				Total		Service Delivery Expenditures																														Capital Expenditures

						Total		Personnel														Public

								Total		Basic Income		Subsidiary Income		Other Income		Expenditures for Staff's Welfare		Expenditures  for Social Security		Stipend		Total		Administrative Management Fee		Business Fee		Equipment Purchase		Expenditures for Repairs				Other Expenditures

												Subsidiary Income																		Total		o.w.: Schoolhouse

		2003

		Total		21,083		19,596		11,384		4,435		1,856		1,185		453		3,157		299		8,211		2,304		1,311		1,308		1,901		858		1,389		1,488

		Higher Educational Institutions		7,952		6,793		3,074		716		519		623		181		768		267		3,719		937		994		716		488		248		585		1,159

		Senior Secondary Schools		2,178		1,971		957		334		184		142		52		240		5		1,013		276		63		150		333		144		191		208

		Junior Secondary Schools		3,233		3,191		2,322		1,147		376		127		60		610		2		869		308		36		129		240		117		155		43

		o.w. Rural		1,309		1,304		964		577		130		34		20		203		1		340		111		15		54		106		62		55		5

		Primary Schools		4,510		4,461		3,491		1,646		505		154		86		1,098		2		970		367		49		115		271		134		168		48

		o.w. Rural		2,396		2,390		1,913		1,037		228		58		39		550		1		477		165		25		56		144		77		87		6

		2002

		Total		18,280		17,047		10,410		4,236		1,791		861		428		2,818		276		6,637		1,974		1,078		1,248		1,276		59		1,003		1,234

		Higher Educational Institutions		6,631		5,558		2,758		708		483		424		171		721		251		2,800		801		702		581		314		25		377		1,073

		Senior Secondary Schools		1,787		1,726		847		317		185		94		45		204		3		879		224		58		186		264		6		140		61

		Junior Secondary Schools		2,952		2,913		2,161		1,093		369		109		64		524		1		751		257		52		131		175		7		129		39

		o.w. Rural		1,121		1,119		862		514		125		32		21		169		1		256		83		18		27		68		4		56		2

		Primary Schools		4,104		4,097		3,284		1,571		499		122		91		1,000		1		813		310		67		96		195		9		138		7

		o.w. Rural		2,097		2,094		1,726		944		222		55		41		463		0		368		125		27		30		109		5		72		3

		2001

		Total		15,679		14,621		8,790		3,527		1,667		634		391		2,322		249		5,831		1,722		1,122		1,029		1,348		36		573		1,058

		Higher Educational Institutions		5,245		4,404		2,165		523		382		383		103		558		215		2,240		612		661		473		327		16		151		841

		Senior Secondary Schools		1,389		1,336		679		257		166		41		38		173		3		657		186		66		117		231		3		53		53

		Junior Secondary Schools		2,611		2,560		1,827		909		349		60		73		436		1		732		237		61		139		226		4		65		51

		o.w. Rural		970		969		732		423		119		21		24		143		0		237		82		19		40		67		2		27		1

		Primary Schools		3,535		3,514		2,764		1,300		479		72		96		817		0		750		290		77		100		187		5		91		21

		o.w. Rural		1,781		1,772		1,476		776		217		38		46		399		0		296		120		31		34		77		3		31		10

				Per Student				Total million

				Personnel		Running Costs		Personnel		Running Costs		Students

		Higher Education		5978.2		7233.6		3,074		3,719		514,191

		Senior Secondary		1589.3		1681.8		957		1,013		602,442

		Junior Secondary		1284.0		480.4		2,322		869		1,808,303

		Primary		1207.2		335.5		3,491		970		2,891,925

		Concept		Amount		% Total

		General Transfers (budgetary)		3,532,281		67.2%

		Earmarked Transfers (budgetary)		25,000		0.5%

		Fees charged to students		318,000		6.0%

		Subsidiary unit's contribution  (private school)		1,326,236		25.2%

		Other Revenues		58,056		1.1%

		Total		5,259,573		100.0%
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