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Abstract; This paper gives the conclusion that the utility of government officers is decided by the local com-
petitive power according to the general equilibrium model on the premise that the utility maximum aim of
consumer, realtors and government officers is achieved. The local competitive power has positive effect on
the land finance. The conclusion that the local competitive power and fiscal decentralization has positive
effect on the land finance in the situation of that the aim of economic growth is controlled by local govern—
ment is proved by the panel data of 31 provinces area from 2000 to 2016. This paper has given a suggestion

to reduce local governments dependence on land revenue at the end.
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