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2. GDP
GDP
. 1980-1993
GDP 1980 25.5%
1993 12.3%
( 3) -
3 1953-1993 GDP
( Do
QD) 1950-1979
1950-1952
@ 1980-1993
GDP
( ).
1 ( 1 %)

1985 222 282 258 23.2 50.3 49.7 425
1993 123 29.5 234 19.3 46.8 50.0 44.6

:IMF Government finance statistic ( 1994 2000) .
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2 1988-1993
( )
Ye

(%) (%)
1988 1582.4 421 26.6 119.3 18.8 15.7
1989 1842.4 434 23.5 260.0 12.9 5.0
1990 1944.7 439 22.6 102.3 5.3 5.2
1991 2211.2 420 19.0 266.5 -18.7 -7.0
1992 2503.9 468 18.7 292.7 48.1 16.4
1993 3391.4 514 15.2 887.5 45.5 5.1
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3 1988-1993
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1988  157.8 38.5 119.3 24.4 75.6
1989  307.7 477 260.0 15.5 84.5
1990  272.2 169.9 102.3 62.4 37.6
1991 2124  -542  266.6 -25.5 125.5
1992 333.9 41.2 292.7 12.3 87.7
1993 865.5  -22.0 8875 -2.5 102.5
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1978-1983

o 1978 2.57
o 1983 1. 82;
“ i 1983-1994 11
2. 86;
1994-1997 2.86 2.47, 1998
2015
2.73, N N
6 10
@ »” 9 6
1.
() (
1978 343 134 2.57:1
. 1980 478 191 2.50: 1
1985 739 398 1.86: 1
- 2016 1990 1510 686 2.20: 1
0. 422 1995 4283 1578 2.72:1
1996 4839 1926 2.51:1
1997 5160 2090 2.47:1
( 7) - 1998 5425 2162 2.51:1
1999 5854 2210 2.65:1
2000 6280 2253 2.79:1
2001 6860 2366 2.90:1
2002 7703 2476 3.11:1
2003 8472 2622 3.23:1
2004 9422 2936 3.21:1
2005 10493 3255 3.22:1
2006 11759 3587 3.28:1
2007 13786 4140 3.33:1
2008 15781 4761 3.31:1
2009 17175 5153 3.33:1
2010 19109 5919 3.23:1
2011 21810 6977 3.13:1
2012 24565 7917 3.10: 1
7 ( 2 %) 2013 26955 8896 3.03:1
2014 28844 10489 2.75:1
€ (2016) ). 2015 31195 11422 2.73:1
: ( (2016) ).
2.
3.
1978 2.57: 1 .
2015 2.73: 1 ( 6) - 9%
20% 71%
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“ 7 o 37% 27%
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From Pareto Optimality to Kaldor Improvement: An Analysis of Two Backgrounds
of Fiscal System Reform

HU Juan' CHEN Ting’
(1. School of Economics and Management Anhui Normal University Wuhu 241002 China;
2. State Grid Energy Research Institute Beijing 102200 China)
Abstract: Every system reform must involve the interest adjustment. The principle that the stock must be kept steady and
the increment must be adjusted was followed in the reform of tax—sharing system in 1994. The double—track fiscal system
had been implemented from then on. This reform method has kept the vested interests divide steady and it decreased resist—
ance of the fiscal system reform. This method is one classical mode of Pareto Improvement. However the background of
present fiscal reform is different from the 1993 s reform: the vested interests divide is hard and the space of Pareto Im—
provement does not exist nowadays. This paper suggests that the Kaldor Improvement is more suitable to the present fiscal
reform. This system reform will be feasible if this reform can improve the level of social welfare according to the Kaldor
principle and then the fiscal system can be used to distribute the benefit of reform to achieve the goal of social equity.
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