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An Evaluation on Allocation Performance of Regional Fiscal Support to Agriculture
Since from the Chinese Reform of Tax Distribution System :From Prospect of Grade

WANG Sheng'*?
(1. Chongging Acodemy of Social Science, Chongging 400020, China;
2. College of Economics and Management , Southwest University , Chongging 400716 , China)

Abstract : Based on the theoretical framework to evaluate the performance, this paper analyzes the allocer
tion performance of regional fiscal support to agriculture, from 1993 to 2007 , with the method of Data En-
velopment Analysis (DEA). The VRS technical efficiency of regional fiscal support to agriculture shows
that the DMU Zhegjiang, Jiangsu and Henan are always at thefrontier and fully efficiencty , while the DM U
Inner Mongolia, Yunnan, Shaanxi , Ningxia, Xinjiang, Shanxi and Heilongjiang are far from the frontier
and inefficient. Regionally , the efficiency of western region is lower than that of the eastern, middle and
national average level. The Mamquist Index shows that the allocation performance of regional fiscal sup-
port to agriculture improved in an overall level. The paper proves that the degree of urbanizationisaninr
portant exogenous factor which impacts the efficiency of regional fiscal support to agriculture in every re-
gion, and has the biggest contribution to Middle area. The investment infixed assetsof rural households,
the level of agricultural mechanization and the education period of rural labors also have significant efects
on the efficiency of some particular area.

Key words: Chinese sub - national fiscal expenditure to agriculture; performance; DEA ; TOBIT



