2010 11

(44 2

FE A A B F IR MK 5 5 250 R A BT R AL

(P EAAHFEIE WK SR § 2528, d® 100836)

[ 1 AXES “TZE W FE MR CH SRR E TR PR E EF AAATER
AXaH 4 A8a: 8N BYEMBCCHE MR EN T EF R AR FHAMAE 0 B X
HEMA SR, 3 FE MBS EARE M T, BES R BB S R
A, BRERT “ T2 HHWEFHa S, KRR PE MR BE MR EH FE; REEAR
XN

[ | MBS TAE M BB EREE R EH; e

X
[ ] F810 45 | 1A ] 1000- 596X (2010) 11- 0005- 10
(1994 41. 3%
2005 27.5%,)
1998
2003 SARS
, 1998
[ 1 2010- 09- 28
[ | EXR#H2BFELEATE ‘¥ ANFHNURKEFAR” (09& ZD031)
[ ] FHEEHEA: FEHLAHAFRURETZEFARAGEETHR TEHAAR: #F

FoOows BE KR S SR &P s Rer T AUk
HR AXHE: G



2010 11

2006 ,
{ ,
» ,
2007 . 70%
, 45 2% ,
, , 61_ 5% “ 2 ,
, , , 20%
, , (17%),
(35 4%) 2006 )
, 2008 , . 25%
( 1)
Y « ” . 1995—2009 15
, 459
[43 » ) N 60%7
, 40%
i 30%  45%
() , ,
) 30% , 10% ~ 20% i
( )
, . 1994
( 2)



Hh I S 2 (%)

90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10 el
0"'/\""""'«"
I G
WASEPE S —— TS
WM —— FRPE
1 ( )
: 1994—2006 :
= + + (
+ +
+ + +
) +
= + +
.
( ) =
+ + +
2007 K » {
»( 8-4),
8- 4
( )

2010 11

AR (%)

20

ol— o 8N |

-10

b PO D PO DSOS O & ER
PP NN LT PTIFTLFFLSS
SRR A I G S S S S

WA ST H o — REUR S HL R AR i
W Rk SO o R B S U E AR



2010

11

60 %

4%
6% ,

15%

9%

90

2000

1994

2

, 2000

2000 48 8%,
2004 54 1%,

50%
, 1994 23 3%
20%
40: 60
: (20% )
, 15 8%
” 7% " 5% -~
, 14%
1995 ,
15 ,
1995 37%, 2009
10% ~ 15%,
15% , 20% , 2009
, 15~ 20%:; 20
20% ,
, 5% ~ 10%

1994

()
2008
( L,
(
. 23.1%)
( : 17. 7%)
15. 9%) OECD 2004- 2007
(
) [2]
, ., OECD
., OECD :
10% :
GDP , 1994
3%, 2 26%
6% ,
4%



1 OECD (2006 ) (2008 ) (%)

Xk e sm | #m | em | x3 | ax | oam | 0| *E g
g zH

—E N 2R 5 13 5 13. 3 125 11 0 14 0 13. 2 12 2 151 17 7
2 115 34 23 57 26 9.2 34 34 74
UNE S 57 2 4 36 58 39 4.7 22 47 72
Z2HFF 4 10 0 54 72 63 29 21. 3 8 1 110 23 1
FBARD - 1.7 14 23 34 32 L1 L6 26
WE AR E 4 19 36 19 21 18 39 13 2 4 74
ER P4 21 1 13. 7 14 3 16 0 126 13. 5 14 6 11 8 49
T AART 155 09 29 16 20 04 29 25 28 L9
HH 16 9 11. 2 8 8 130 10 6 15 7 13 7 120 159
AR AL 2 R G Rk 18 6 42 4 46 5 359 339 12 4 40 9 352 120

WH: AEkBEEEELHE IRZEsAIHE AXRHR = MAERSANGTH #ErlEkz £4
FEHBEAT AHHALEMRX B E, & B2 FHETE
% #t#kJF: OECD Figure in 2009

4 12% ”
, GDP 2003 —2008 ,
, GDP 2% 30
, 2008 2 1% , )
GDP , GDP , ”
OECD GDP « ”
(2000 —2005 ) 20%
GDP , 10% ,
30% 30 ,
, OECD , ,
( ,
. )
) 2008 ,
1994 —2008 , , ”
4. 4%, ,
OECD 10% ~ 20% , GDP ,
1%, 0 69%, OECD ,
5 5%
()




2010 11

, 2008
, 2009

, 2010 , , « »
, : 2010 ,

. ()
L BTk LALA N EE £ SRR I
, ARAE B R ECE AT )

« E)
° ° ° ’
« « 2
’
”
’ 9
)
’
’ ’
«
’
2 «
’
43 » ( ) ”» 43 ( ) ”
’
9 ’ 9
’
5 bl ’ ? ’
’
’ > ?
« ” «
o 9
2
« 2
’
’ ’ ’
’
) ’

10



2010 11

, 3 EBRRE MAHRT, #HxzMBEL He98
. IRA A E B9
( ;
) ; ( ) (
) ) )
; (
) ; )
. ( )

2 ARBEBTIRGE A Ao A2 T B0

BK, BEZHE L hey Ak £ 4
4 BENFZGENS, RE MBS B R E
; , 5k
, , (
)
2 lSJ 2
) ) (Rajkumar and Swaroop)
« » [6]

11



2010 11

GDP
25% ,
() :
S LI T TS U PN ,
WA & : :
, 3 Bt o AT BURUBALE], AR EEIR 4 B BUR
Witz
, 30
: 30 :
2 e 2 RESCH R T, AR RS s 89 ,
#o% & : :



2010 11

b 2
[7]
2 2
(13 2
o o
(43 2
2 2 2
2 2
b 2 2 2
GDP , ,
2 2
2 2
o 2
2
[8119]
2
4 TEMEE G BCERE TALE, 4 MECR ,
Bhirdk , ,
“
2 2
”
b
2 2
o o o 2 2
2 2
(49 2
2 2 2
2
(13 2
o
2 2
2 2 2
2
2
( Delavat ,
lade) ) ,
[10) 1995 —2004 «“ ”
o
2
[11]
2
2 2

[1] PERAEARES S, NERAEA [M] . 4% F B AEH ML, 2008
[2] S Dewan, Ettlinger Comparing Public Spending and Priorities Across OECD Countries [ EB/OL] . http: //
13



2010 11

www. americanprogress org/ issues/2009/ 10/ pdf/ oecd _spending pdf, 2010- 09- 02

[3] % A&, A, MEAKHFHANRLFEZHFL [M] . 7% +E ML H R, 2002

[4] R. Baltussen Priority Setting of Public Spending in Developing Countries: Do not T ry to do Everything for Everybod-
y[J] . Health Policy, 2006, 78 (2/3) .
[5] World Bank. Strengthening World Bank Group Engagement on Governance and Anticorruption [ EB/OL | . http: //
siteresources. worldbank org/ Extpublics Ectorand Governance/ Resources/ GA CStrategyPaper pdf, 2010- 09- 02
[6] A S Rajkumar , V. Swaroop Public Spending and Outcomes: Does Governance M atter? [ J] . Journal of Develop-
ment Economics, 2008, 86 (1) .

[7] %5, k& FTEXSKRS MELEEHEE ABRKMEFHRN [J] . FEHER 2007, (3) .

[8] A#4%. THMFTERMETAMIFREAL [I] . ZFHR, 2008, (7).

[9] 24, F#A. PEAMELHEN RGEERS MR [J] . FEHER, 2009, (1) .

[10] C. Delavallade Corruption and Distribution of Public Spending in Developing Countries [J] . Journal of Economics
and Finance, 2006, 30 (2) .

[11] 2483, REF. BMSAEZL HEHBE [J]. PEKAE, 2008, (5 .

THE REFORM OF CHINA S FISCAL EXPENDITURE STRUCTURE IN
THE 12™ FIVE-YEAR PLAN PERIOD

Research Group, Institute of Public Finance and T rade Economics, CASS

(CASS, Beijing 100836, China)

Abstract: T his paper discusses the main issues that may be involved in the process of China s fiscal ex

penditure structure reform in the 12" five-year plan period. It consists of four parts. Part 1 gives a brief ae-

count of the background of China's fiscal expenditure structure reform. Part 2 analyses the basic status and

shortcomings of China s existing fiscal expenditure structure by comparing the structures of other coun

tries. Part 3 explores the strategies of China s fiscal structure reform against the economic and social situa-

tion during the 12" five-year plan period. Part 4 draws the conclusion.
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penditure; capital expenditure; social expenditure
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