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JESCTIH ik Z AR SRR E 1Y A A AR IR, 5 20 H AT E B G0 Y I R B0 3 S, AR
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@ A SCHEHCE SR A CDP LA R HER 2t T IR TP L P2 BV 4 9 BORT S3C P 31 M 22 30 B 28 3 o L it 2% |
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A Y AR 2 L AT RE 32 B AR A SO R RS W, AN S A 0 IR AL, DR g S B 1 ok X A i R
L @06) 33 (1) A (2) BT AL BIBR T/ T 1% AT 99% (5 By WL {8, LA By 7
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ELGR] SCIEI T Y AR SO TE B4 SR AL R, AR SOk UM B A S GDP g FU{ELAT Dy AT 52 e F
JIR M BE R AR o BeAh, W] SR T B IR IR —— B A A A W B A 5 BN 3R 1 56 %
SCRTOA o H5 R SCRT IR, 48 B4 EL I8 B ) o8 X 3 1 e LSS — A, TR, AR SR 43 0l o A
G B R _E  R 34T GDP Y HUAELAE S £ SR AR i L5 S8 0 X A TR SR IR ) 9 820 .
1l R T 2000—2002 AF B BUE A 5 GDP L A 13. 54% Pl EL g Y
{64 13.07% ,AF 8 B A B {E D 13. 68% , PUALREAS 22 (0] Ff R A7 AE 35 22 57t 5 5 )i 2007 4F 8L 4%
WHECE YA & GDP HE A (O 18.85% , Ho b dfr 5 By 29 {9 20.20% , A Bl 55 B i 3 |
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SR E Ak (A X} HE A P4 (. LA 5
13.539 13.072 13. 680 -0.608
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Vertical Intergovernmental Fiscal Relation Reform and Grassroots-level
Government’s Finance Guarantee; Based on

Quasi-natural Experimental Analysis
NING Jing ( Central University of Finance and Economics, 100081 )
ZHAO Xujie ( University of International Business and Economics, 100029 )

Abstract: Grassroots-level government’s finance situation is crucial to the performance of financial functions of
the whole country. How to adjust the vertical intergovernmental fiscal relation in order to improve grassroots-
level governments finance situation is important for accelerating the establishment of a modern fiscal system. In
recent years, Province-Directly-Governing-County ( PGC) fiscal reform has been an important attempt to
straighten out vertical fiscal relations between governments at different levels, and has made it possible for
studying the effects of vertical intergovernmental fiscal relation reform on grassroots-level government’s finance
based on quasi-natural experimental analysis. Therefore, this paper researches empirically the PGC fiscal
reform based on nationwide county-level data applying Propensity Score Matching with Difference-in-Differences
Method (PSM-DID) , in order to investigate the effect of the reform on county governments’ disposable revenue
and identify the influence path. The results indicate that PGC fiscal reform has played an obvious role in
increasing county governments’ disposable revenue, more in increasing upper-government transfer payment than
in increasing the county-level own revenue. It means that the reform increases county governments’ disposable
revenue mainly by restraining prefecture-level cities from grabbing county-level transfer.

Keywords: Vertical Intergovernmental Fiscal Relation Reform, Grassroots-level Government, Fiscal

Finance Guarantee
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