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11.23 9.37 20.21,
: 2000

28 046 854 41 044 1123 58 034 10.66
N 1978 35 043 939 44 037 1268 6 033 1021
1980 38 042 856 46 034 1033 60 033 1711
1982 32 045 978 47 041 933 56 036 1631
1985 37 049 2021 45 035 846 59 033 1273
31 049 1084 4 040 937 58 036 1532

1998 60 0.21 7.26 64 0.17 3.95 80 0.25 13.17
2001 59 0.28 10.74 61 0.20 6.04 80 0.28 11.37
2004 55 0.39 14.94 60 0.31 11.18 61 0.36 9.91
2007 58 0.36 17.04 61 0.42 22.56 68 0.36 14.19
2010 58 0.34 12.34 61 0.42 25.03 76 0.31 16.49
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1953 34 0.61 17.30 33 0.61 6.62 41 0.55 7.48
1958 21 0.55 33.73 34 0.59 4.45 58 0.32 5.08

1977 21 059 295 41 044 1171 S8 024 632
26 056 1360 37 047 751 58 030 873

S 1978 33 045 824 41 033 867 61 027 950
1980 37 037 1002 43 025 1140 61 022 880

2001 59 0.16 5.27 61 0.18 4.56 80 0.21 6.87
2004 55 0.23 6.92 60 0.22 4.66 61 0.32 5.30
2007 58 0.19 6.28 61 0.20 4.62 68 0.26 5.66
2010 58 0.18 4.66 61 0.20 4.67 76 0.20 6.31
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1965 30 0.28 4.09 42 0.27 9.09 61 0.24 7.11
1975 32 0.32 7.74 42 0.20 9.65 54 0.30 6.11
1978 31 0.29 7.68 42 0.17 9.88 61 0.26 9.50
1980 32 0.27 8.02 42 0.18 8.22 61 0.20 8.80
1984 31 0.30 7.68 42 0.22 7.43 61 0.27 9.69
1985 32 0.28 7.00 41 0.20 5.00 61 0.25 6.76
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Historical Development of Fiscal Disparities on County-evel in China: A Study Based on Fiscal
Data Collected from New Local Chronicles of Three Provinces
WANG De-hua YANG Si=ian
Based on the countyevel fiscal data collected from their new local chronicles this paper studies
the fiscal disparities among such provinces as Fujian Anhui and Guangxi in different historical pe—
riods of their development. The results show that during the planned economy period the fiscal dis—
parities of the concerned counties were at a high level and remained high even on the early stage of
China’ s economic reform and open-up with the case of Fujian province even more distinct. The fis—
cal disparities in the tax-sharing reform period were narrowed before they took on upward trend. But
after 2007 the fiscal disparities in the respect of the fiscal expenditure have clearly decreased. On
the whole the fiscal disparities among the counties are affected not only by regional economic im—
balances but also by government-to-government financial relations especially their transfer payment
system. Even in the planned economy period there were also huge county-evel fiscal disparities. In
the market economy system county-evel fiscal disparities and the equalization of basic public serv—
ices can be achieved. The tax-sharing system reform and correspondingly established fiscal transfer
payment system have significantly played a role in equalization. We should go on with their improve—
ment to achieve the objective of reforming fiscal equalization between regions proposed by the 19th

National Congress of the Communist Party of China.

Analysis of Recovery Responsibility to Compensate for Ecological Damage: From Techniques to Law
ZHANG Zi+ai LI Chen-guang

Recovery responsibility is a most important way of taking the responsibility to compensate for ecolog—

ical damage. With recovery sorted into artificial and natural kinds ecological recovery differs itself from

restoration in such as its meaning concept and patterns of development. The source of claim for com—

pensating ecological damage lies in natural resources of state-ownership. With theory of the right for ap—

peal as its premise ecological damage compensation system helps realize the maintenance of public in—

terest in environment and should be constructed according to the existing civil rules as far as possible.

However restoration to the original condition never means complete ecological recovery and it should

be taken as a new type of environmental civil liability. The claim of recovery responsibility can be di—

vided into the right of recovery and the claim for recovery cost. Payment for recovery is not a compen—

sation for loss. In nature it should be regarded as the cost paid by the responsible person/s for dama—

ges quite different from the risk sharing rule of compensation for loss. The basic premise for the appli—

cation of recovery responsibility is that the damaged ecology can be restored. The alternative recovery

that has already existed in judicial practice is not covered by the responsibility of recovery.

Minamata Convention on Mercury and China’s Legislative Approach in Response
SHEN Hao
Minamata Convention on Mercury contains many obligatory provisions that require contracting
states to take measures to control mercury pollution and China feels enormous pressure for compli—
ance with accession to the Convention. The United States Japan the European Union and other de—
veloped countries/regions through either enacting new laws or modifying the existing ones are
committed to fulfilling the obligations of state parties under the Convention. The existing mercury-re—

lated legal norms in China are decentralized with low hierarchy and lack of systematicness not e—



