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ARTICL ES

The Challenge of M easuring D ecentralization

Larry Schroeder & Naani Aoki 1
Abstract Many govermments throughout the world are either contamplating or
engaging in decentralization of fiscal and decision making powvers t sub-national
govermments But for policy-makers and researchers alike, a question of interest is
the extent to which decentralization has actually occurred Ansvering this question
obviously requires same fom of measuranent The paper illustrates the challenges
that are faced when attempting © design measures of administrative and fiscal
decentralization and suggests how considerable efforts are needed to derive measures
that are accurate indicators of the degree of local goverrment administrative and
fiscal autonamy.
KeyW ords Fiscal Decentralization, Administrative D ecentralization, Intergovern-
mental Relations

A seessnent and Camparion of Chinese Doctoral D issertations in Public
A dminigtration

Zheming Chen & DeguoLi 17
Abstract Doctoral dissertations reveal not only the quality and achievaments of
doctoral education but al® that of the disciplines inwlved This pgoer attanpts o
aszess the quality of doctoral dissertations (in Public Administration) in China by
comparingwith their countemparts in the US This assessnent is based on the six
evaluative criteria proposed by American <holars ( ressarch pumpose,
methodological validity, theory testing, causal relationship, mportant topic and
cutting edge). Thispaper shaws that doctoral dissertations on public administration
in China have shown substantial mprovement in quality, howvever, there are sme
praminent problens In order o improve the qualities both in doctoral dissertations
and public administration research, there isan urgent need t restructure the manner
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inwhich Ph D students are trained, t emphasize the mportance of methodology
training, © introduce diversified research methods including experiment alanalysis
and o fomalize the way in which acadamic research is conducted and thesis is
written

Key Words Public Adninistration, Doctoral D issertation, Quality A ssessnent,
Camparative A nalysis
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Introduction
WenWang 33

Goverrment Functions, Regonsbilities and Taxing Power. A
Conceptual Analysis of Inter-goverrmental Tax Separation and Outlay
A ssigrments in China's Fiscal Systan Refom since 1978

Yilin Hou 36
Abstract This article offers a preliminary analysis of China's financial
administrative refoms since 1978, focusing on govermment functions, inter-
govermmental division of taxing power, fiscal tranders and outlay regponsibility
betveen central, provincial and local levels The author divides the 1978 - 2008
incranental refoms intb wo 15-year periods The early refoms focused on
“ readjusments”, which refers b a re-installation of the basic functions of
govermment, the latter refoms focused on “ rationalization”, or institutional
innovation based on the realities of the Chiness ciety Empirical evidence
demonstrated that the overall effectsof the current fiscal transfer system by and large
achieve the original objectives in tems of Pecific effects of tranders however,
there is man for mprovament Some problems lie with the design of trandfer
instruments but mainly with the administration systan or goproach Citing evidence
fram field interviavs, the author suggests that more policies are © originate fran
localities rather than from central agencies in order t© render better local
adjusments that localities be granted more woice, vis-a-vis upper levels, inmaking
public srvice decisions and that the ©-called” match betveen total digposable
local revenue and outlay regonsibility” is a leaky idea and practice that should be
aubject o more scrutiny,
KeyW ords Goverrment Functions, Taxing Powver, Outlay Regonsibility, Fiscal
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