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On the Non-equalization of Public Service of Government Information in China:
From the Perspective of Administrative Budget Information Transparency
Liu Jindong' and Zhang Yi’

( L: School of Finance and Taxation Shandong University of Finance and Economics;

2: School of Yanshan Shandong University of Finance and Economics)

Abstract: Disclosure of government information has become one of the most important basic
public services. The survey data of SHUFE in 2012 suggests that information transparency of
China’ s administrative expenditure not only lies in a low level but also varies widely across
regions departments as well as items. Using the three—stage nested decomposition of Theil index
it” s found that the regional difference plays a decisive role in information transparency difference
of administrative budget in China mainly comes from the regional difference which accounts for
49.53% in it while the inter—department difference follows with a percentage of 27.23% and the
inter—item difference of 23.24% at last. Further analysis with G * Fields decomposition method
denies the hypothesis put forward by Zhou Li’ an that economic inequity results in public service
inequity and the power theory proposed by Yang Danfang et al. It seems that the regional difference
may be partly due to the occasional institutional arrangement of various provinces and the inter—
department difference can be partly due to their different job attributes on information disclosure
and the inter—item should be partly due to the lack of detailed information under the institutional
repression. The above conclusion has significant reference for the future to promote the

transparency level and equalization of public service.
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