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Fah 2 1 B R SR ’a”lﬂ'l'“j:[‘ AL I/F[
SEFARLES T A % ﬁpwuﬁﬁfﬁf bl EEER
HURL *iﬁ%:ﬁ“ﬁ‘iy? T 25 e rﬁ”?’f
r@rﬂgz ({sﬁm 1998/99 = [/—5 1%Wﬂ gt o T

CER R CERE) S lﬂ*‘ﬂ
iﬁ;“ﬁ[ﬁﬁ”p;} PF,[JWEFJ i 160%—* 2.1% 1 5
m T ﬁ\ﬁd*%gm:m%ﬁ]“ E-tH 2% o @[r 1998

g[lﬁhfr“{]ﬁ B4 50 [%i’uﬁ GRg eI
g, T USRS T ) 1997/98



Froi bl b= 1 1.98%IRET= 2.38% > ST o

GVZA cHEME VRIS Fugljé\};ﬁ ] g
1999/2000 &+ 7 2.77%- by E’!%Eﬁfjgiﬁﬁlmiﬂrﬁ
A ]*%??%?JH'*‘? WF[ » A e =158

T4 TR [~ S o [k 7 s
TE{”JJ Ol Eieli JF‘[?%F{ZWEW%HZE— W‘@W?’T
frer -

IF‘[EW%F?TU 1997 = %+ F'ﬂ?ﬁzﬁﬂi% .
4iﬁJW§?J7J|}[’ rjjf:d??’g B‘E%F[J \l:‘l\:y.‘
TF#HJ i*ljff—!}t'lé'l@ﬁuﬁ[;ﬂ——(glg&_ 906) T
= i PR 0.40%% 0.629%0H] 17 1 7
B H T RIS 0.58%FET A =

0.66% ; Jui * K Elpﬁ/‘ﬁ = rfﬁ Ijﬂ?ﬁ FF Fi
73 F5F11990/91 & I/ 0. 58%%1’@*?{' F p 90.89% ™
T B F ¥ = 1999/2000 F [V 1.48% -

SRR P 1983 5 SRR

TR > % 9% BARGPEOT 153 71 1986 =

2 0.019%:F¥HRIT= 1994 & 1/ 0.0153% ; 1995 & &}
T 0.0201% o 1 = 1998 F 17, 0.0384% ¢

(Z )& 4 T30 X &5 B L (per-pupil educational

expenditure )
ﬂ: LA - Sy Y A s"sv?r;\ F (—:&

=) K??ﬂ? *E@F“?ﬁ% BT b B R
T IF_LE?[@%I]}]FJ— %l[auﬁﬁ ﬁfﬂ@pji[ [ﬂ Lt ﬁ[[ﬂ

(Tsang, 1995, p. 389 ) - 7 1997/98 &+ » &4 T 15 ¢
:;L?”srﬁﬁﬂi/ T 208 18,595 HE L o 1555, 28,597 wik
Tu o N[N 235,094 HL o

15
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(Z) 252 H5TRABR LB L2 A0t
(public educational expenditure as a percentage of total
public expenditure )
i g e~ 7 FWVPFVW¢ﬁ@J

(“fiscal-effort” cost indlcator) (Tsang, 19954, p. 388)
%’Ehﬁﬁjp FVE 155 =71 1984/85 = 1996/97 &+ ?Bf;_
T+ 16%-18%,1/[tf] - 1997/98 £ 20% - 1998/99 £% 18% -
I'I% % 1999/2000 £% 19% ( Census and Statistics
Department, 1999 ) - f/ JE\MF“ W 1997 F R I 5 > EIGH
PHBI RS e R e e
B I‘Eﬁﬁ ’ F[%ﬁuﬁﬂfﬂiﬂﬁﬁ bb i 1

ARG TEARETEFREY | R
F%ﬁf”fﬂﬁ’ FIE{ED=S I'F'EJTFJ’#F‘[ A 2

Fo T ﬂﬁﬁ FEVEE W B PO B P i
WA o fIRL 4u§¢ A B L S A
H%WQEﬁb‘WW%ﬁﬁﬁ%’Wﬁ%ﬁﬁwm(ﬁ

SRAULEYED Tﬁtﬁﬁ”4&? 5éf}‘¥ﬁij’ Eﬁﬂ<ﬂ1&_7 fel i
IR T ] S IE'"‘JPJ%:T ’ IE'FI @ 7
et wp$@%pﬁﬂ1ﬁﬂﬁ$ W%’Q
[H'FATfiﬁFﬁJEE C IR e ‘*?%F:ﬂﬁ = sl
ORI [ P s SRR ﬁiﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬁw
B S B IR AR (B

K Jgfﬁﬁf‘wﬂw&[ﬁ&‘i (5L HhF57 BF po
@ﬁﬁ”*ﬁﬁ%é PRI A f (=7 58 A
7%, (Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development » i OECD ) %ﬁfﬁ‘ T 29
% FYRSIT [EER 7 W10 B AL o RN



- ABEITRALETRA(FEEFHZA
3‘.17‘—;#@;5!){ ’ ,u%; Eg.—r; if‘f}: ’]:%,:‘;J-_“;;)

& 18 ‘g 3T
(1) (2) (3)

1971/72 425.03 42.56 19,075.07
1972/73 564.96 428.32 15,037.93
1973/74 820.67 573.06 17,921.54
1974/75 915.32 688.88 19,166.05
1975/76 990.48 690.76 23,720.64
1976/77 1,162.59 791.20 20,529.58
1977/78 1,342.67 899.35 21,028.94
1978/79 1,492.49 1,188.28 25,900.17

_1079/80 172178 157855 3181631
1980/81 2,164.07 2,357.37 46,743.57
1981/82 2,652.93 2,988.35 50,471.21
1982/83 3,495.08 3,807.83 56,235.50
1983/84 3,397.48 4,168.09 55,175.69
1984/85 4,050.05 5,032.56 68,706.02
1985/86 4,348.88 5,510.90 69,841.05
1986/87 4,765.64 6,492.50 71,452.24
1987/88 5,161.20 7,357.42 76,218.41
1988/89 5,967.43 8,997.95 92,929.88

1989/ 686622 1059193 10001988
1990/91 8,423.13 12,812.01 98,396.29
1991/92 9,313.07 14,087.58 138,542.87
1992/93 10,286.54 15,346.16 151,780.28
1993/94 11,610.01 17,136.01 162,653.61
1994/95 13,299.85 19,361.50 177,050.38
1995/96 15,160.40 22,123.43 183,957.97
1996/97 17,007.54 25,366.45 202,572.90
1997/98 18,595.19 28,596.72 235,093.65

FHAkR kP -
i@ i-F
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(1) F‘, Tt 1998 F OV M EEA RIS d AR 24,900
Z 7 (Hong Kong Special Administrative Region
Government, 1999, supplement, p. 7) > ﬁ' H ,[ﬂ
OECD{iy 23 ffsfnb Eifst-f= (IJfEfif=72-" fft

(Purchasing Power Parities ) 1§+§T » LR ) o
(B8 WH R~ SR P S A

o B SRR ST F[f&ﬁ« A E
FIOECDpYI B P ;

(2) OECD [ 29 {fi¥ F Yl t0 i 5= 1 sl A
FONBREYETR ~ SRR PR e 5
Bl & F'U*j"f?‘ B B PR R e = )
Fl[F=sek » #-I') =5} 5 OECD a;g?a [T
T« OECD f#7l ¢ r,rg TPR[ £ 1997 & FUTyR

( Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development [OECD], 2000) -

(-) o2& THELAEARAL AR lsv?péu\lr“

Al “JLF;IWF“[F’FU | HEZ AT OECD A345¢
ﬁi[ﬂ J BB YE (OECD, 2000, p. 56, Table
Bl.1c, Column 1) [&1Eg (LAY « FikT OECD
FUR PRk 1L 1997 & > Z5{ ﬁﬂﬁxﬁﬁf@’ﬂ%ﬁﬂ?
ik 1997/98 & U k] (B EE fﬁ‘*‘ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%&
1998/99 % 1999/2000 -+ piruiegh [~ IS, -

L BRI (UL B B P 1 B Y C R sk VAL
B m it u%’#ﬂvﬁw:ﬁ; @s«%f%wzﬂf«w&“ R X
R BB (41 ;T'wwm ] R R
) wasaf%:ﬂﬁsjﬁ'aaﬂu¢ BRI



#= 1998 £ ARE 4B (FREE) 2

ERETCEFReRSRR (UREE R4 TR 19
(Purchasing Power Parities, PPPs) #% ¥ % % =)
EFL i
B 7 FATHRpd FRE (£2)
BAT 34,536
iR 30,514
R 27,497
Bl 26,576
gy 26,296
L 26,280
5% 24,900
4 £ & 24,468
p A 24,109
] 24,097
B3 g 23,985
i 23,082
R 22,835
B 22,689
&5 W 22,509
PERCS| 22,091
AR 21,739
i 21,659
o 21,213
| 21,170
3 W 17,712
& FL7 16,740
g7 15,266
F H, 14,463
ER 13,540
B2 13,137
@9 41 10,524
Lo B 7,998
b8 7,986
a4 6,720

=4
%

L 4k ¢ 1. OECD, 1999
2. Hong Kong Special Administrative Region
Government, 1999
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EE P e it 1997/98 F fIVF |
7’}& (3. 52%) B (SHS 1997 ﬁFOECD?Jﬂ fOF153 =
(4.8%) - [EIRH =Ky FH P 1.28% - J‘}Fﬁiﬁpf,‘ﬁ
AE9E R F R AT 170 R - gl
ﬂaﬁ , H FK&F[i 1997/98 = RN —ﬁg 4 pree
OECDZEF =T A1 Eﬂﬁ:ﬁ  pRr e e 170
A5 TR > Fik e 1990/91 5 (VT 155 E= (2.76% ) (%
#1990 5F OECDA< [ 155 E (4.4%) » (B EH 5
= Wb 1.64% 0 AHETHS 95 fEHER - r‘;ﬁﬁf
B ;dgﬁ > 1§-1990/91 = 1997/98 35 " & [
o HP B - ) Rree OECDI = £ »
A i = PR 2T 500 |EI?J’EF7145WJ B (P
(1999 ) [%HEﬂ

fJ PP R (RIS 2 R

EX: ¥ Vi RAE A 1997/98 47, 1.06% >
1997 # OECD #fl1s I 1.0% % %t f1s (i
B BB Y P B R
BRI ) I 1.0%-LIGHEE, » B HBSIY 0.7%
[ (AL 14% 3+ 8 Ry A
53 A 2 1999/2000 fi4 1.48% -

2. R AR DJ W%E?’Qr(lmpllcn Price Deflators) 7w+ 1990
£ 100 » 1997 £3 1598 1999 £% 152.1 (GEFlEL > 2000) FF,’SF 1990/91
H# 19 95 fEHR L RS 62.5 [t (1[I (1999 # ) EIFFED
i 1997/98 [iv 170 7 Tersdht 178.6 s (I')RIE (1999 &)
1 TERH )= SLRLTL 75 ¥ 2 1990/91 5% 2 1997/98 & 351y [* i OECD
W“’T‘J i J/TLr'J[E'~’ 2411 Rl (1) (1999 5% ) I FIFHED »
FHF=fEET > 7 1990/91 = 1997/98 ﬁn;r ﬁwrrr LTLHJNMﬁl b 500
Bt (IfpelE (1999 # ) 1 RIFFED Bt



27 2ERTVRAGHAINIABEAFT LAV I FEEEREITE
# B 28 (OECD) + f Mt &

1997 1990
go TEOCFE g% wqmr s ea
wr SFERCER .o wr xky

E&RT) k7
OECD+ R R
PR 0.1 33 1.0 43 43
B2 05 4.2 1.3 6.0 5.2
i 0.5 33 08 48 48
be g 0.2 4.0 1.2 5.4 5.4
B3 0.6 32 0.7 45 m
g 1.0 43 1.1 6.5 6.2
B 0.7 38 1.7 6.3 6.4
=R 0.7 41 1.0 5.8 5.1
A F 05 2.9 1.0 45 m
* 7, X 25 1.0 35 m
EREL 0.8 2.9 0.8 45 5.0
kg 0.3 39 0.7 5.1 43
5 n 34 1.0 45 47
AR 0.4 3.4 0.6 46 5.8
Pk 0.2 2.8 05 36 36
i 0.1 3.4 05 44 m
B m 41 0.1 42 m
LB 05 33 0.8 45 3.2
ied 0.4 2.9 11 43 m
&d W m 47 1.0 6.1 55
o 0.6 4.4 1.3 6.6 m
A m 38 1.2 5.8 m
) m 4.4 1.0 5.8 43
& FL7 0.4 35 0.9 47 42
i 0.6 47 16 6.8 m
L 0.2 4.0 11 5.4 5.0
2324 m m 0.8 m 3.2
| 0.4 3.4 0.7 46 43
iR 0.4 35 1.4 5.2 m
OECD & 3515 0.4 36 1.0 5.1 48
OECD #£4Y -k 0.4 3.4 1.0 48 44
4 # 1990/91 0.014 2.06 0.66 2.76
4 # 1997/98 0.04 2.38 1.06 352
% # 1998/99 il 2.45 1.38 3.83
4 # 1999/2000 nil 2.77 1.48 4.25
FHRIR: 1 gas TEFE 2R3 E EFHR  OECD, 2000
2. FBFH G kp A-
Fimrom G REFTH n o BEENTA L EFVAR LR
X FR Tt HwgEu R e g AT

21
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VR RNIE SIE 8 (JEE #)) 71
Feig F[m,ilﬁ;"fg i 2 B ,ﬁ%i@:@
[1El s f 57 =% 1997/98 = £, 2.38% > [&FT 1997 F

OECDQFLEJ A< 3.4% > M EE 1.02% o B4 E
T erR It - B i 28 [WMOECDHAY Fis 1/ 115 P15
AL FT MY F153 L0 8 1 = e 19607 BT 8 48
EJ[JF“[?%F[i 1997/98 F H R pﬁ"&@ 132 [k T
OECD v ;ﬂ*ﬁg oA L BLAT R F“, Wt
1990/91 = 1997/98:1% mE fﬁ,g’rﬁl %TL‘ 300 [EHE~
(1B (1899 2 )[R FD) §91) 1 ey
?%‘FEIJﬁ 153 P5F O gy J[lj 1999/2000 v 2.77%3

%#%ﬂmf’rﬁ S Fﬁ?%?ﬁ’l'ﬂfu’? P=7: 1997/98
15 0.04% » HETRIG ALIS R 0 (P R 1
WY o FEZREH L) o (SR OECD
BT 0.4% 0 O Y- A gL

(z) B2 Toar iR

AR TR RSO ST (G
135 = 7.8 50 ) #1OECD fuff]- % (IR
ﬂlﬂ&$1w0v$%ﬂ)féﬁﬁ Fifhposs
B 2 B B T 1997/98 F o] 5P [P T 1997
¥ OECD B v 63% > {158 Pl L 5T 66% -
AR ) S OBCD B (19 3 ff -

3. I - 7 1997/98 v 132 [ R 1387 LS (1)
il (1999 & ) [IfEIEFET) o fubEET - i 1990/91 = 1997/98 if;%
BT pILAVAEAIZ P 300 [ (IJEIE (1999 ) TR
B P11 -



21 BATHILRTRALERERLCEFR 2
(OECD)= E R(™&§ it 4 = i (Purchasing Power
Parities, PPPs) # ¥ 5 £ =) el i

1997
TE(EFEA) PR ER) BERY BN
(1) (2) (3)

OECD = kA

B 3,633 5,570 11,240
B3 A 6,258 8,213 9,993
A pE 3,813 6,938 7,834
4e £ & m m 14,809
o 1,954 3,641 5,351
2§ 6,596 7,198 7,294
Bl 4,639 5,065 7,145
pERE| 3,621 6,564 7,177
R 3,490 6,149 9,466
¥ i, 2,351 2,581 3,990
EV 2,035 2,093 5,430
kg m m m
W 2,574 3,864 7,998
FA 5,073 6,284 5,972
p A 5,202 5,917 10,157
i 3,308 3,518 6,844
b F m m m
L0 # 935 1,726 4,519
=31 3,335 4,992 9,989
@ B m m m
m 6,315 6,973 10,108
h'a7 1,435 m 4,395
57 3,248 4,264 m

@ FL7 3,180 4,274 5,166
e 5,491 5,437 12,981
HL 6,237 9,045 16,376
134 m m 2,397
EH 3,206 4,609 8,169
Egcy| 5,718 7,230 17,466
OECD T35 3,851 5,273 8,612
OECD #& ¥ -k T 3,769 5,507 10,893
4 & 1996/97 2,180 3,252 25,971
4 & 1997/98 2,384 3,666 30,140

T kiR AN TR R s 1 OECD, 2000, Table B4.1,
columns 2,5 &7
=% S
A e RgF R AgFEREL
m ZFHREFTH
FEEFN1IEA T8 B AHEZEALE
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LT L S R P
HRHL T RL B OECD YA e @EENY
[ BESRE T B A 2 A )
ez OECD RIS AL, o (B ) ol
1T, 25% (18%5'?‘"3r*?%‘i%f«:J T% 7S X
) (S 1998 F OECD < 7 59% (40%
EL SN A 5 19908 ZESE AP A )~ S 58%
(44957555 1 A > 14%EGZES 00 0 )~ H sl I/
75% ( 48% £, 25 b SRR 5 2796 £ JEEE b S )
(OECD, 2000, p. 157) - [«Iffy ?gﬁ%%éﬁﬁérjrﬁ%
T 0T 90 AL OECD e+ 1 3 f# -

(Z) 22 H5TRABR LB L2 A0t
T+ 1997/98 = F'%j‘ﬁlﬁyﬁﬁﬂ JF 177 (20% )
ﬁ'ﬂi’“ 1997 * OECD EEZ’F&“J‘} I 14.4% - I’EW%FKI
OIS o e i (e HFS
F“IEE' S

HIHTE “’*?”%F'ﬂ %

Q{TEJFJT% U B B mfgﬁﬁ‘fl
% 2 R AR = 5 FTAE - ”bf&lf’ﬁ
$f 2000 & ST ES [HIRIO T clvﬁ'ﬁém
FIRRST ORISR ST 25

DEETRARE

= OECD Wi~ Pt » AT | 57 7%
f 2 HF ?L%‘[lgu}i@ ?IE[] :1,{4:;]# BRI J'JF’?N
T’T f§-1990/91 = 1997/98 lﬁ" ?FFJ J F“?{%@F”TEJ
e ?J%E ﬁujﬂr ) [J;\—IJ IFLI—JF* PHE pTJA 500

A.\



AT () (1000 ) fljfIFHED 1) F
F[[F? OECD [l 1= A1, - [l - Fdﬁé:!
S (R r? ) FP N H B
?'[Elé? OECD sty 1+ 411, » i~ & FAf
b S 300 R (1 (1990 5 ) it
) 1) TS AR TR
EYSE Ricingir i EJE}(WQ‘T*J\,Q IR
PIEHER S mﬁi TR PR R i

P I I PSR S SRR -

JENP B3P B (LR RET) KT T RE
ARRRE I N I J‘*ﬁl?&‘fj”f?\wfh*%z (7F
EFT)) BV IR S R
# ﬂjf 19 5% [ P &+ B OO
o IR PR (SPooglen - i
£ RPURELY - SEPIR SR TR
o (USRS, FIPRI S ) o o
m@ﬁﬁéﬂil?ﬁdﬂ SR - RN R AR
FIH R AR S IO L SR SRR
T?UE"S%‘:. : %@?ﬁzﬁ@?ﬁ@ SRR R A TR
BT e T GRS T
)EEIE o LISt > 1/@»;95@3_3&?]3/%” r_ 7= 4yt
A A LR SRR o e JET S K
AR VR BRI 2 T T2 2 o B
*F%TF;[ (Yps! ﬁﬁzjﬁg Ezgipﬁejh FFL N S YR
B HEAE g?.:eﬁﬂ%%%ﬁ«%) » PRI i P
?ﬁé‘r‘ Biﬁg‘fﬁﬁ‘xﬁjﬁ'l R ST PUHEE fﬁjgﬂ’ﬁ?ﬁﬁ'
O SO R S S AR, - SR (Y
TP B RS BT D
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%»fé?r?\?ﬁ’ﬁ*[/ﬁ@% PRS2 ]
Tt (TSRS 5 IR L I%H "
PEPVE T

BEZERTPEZT R
Y| e F‘%H”iﬁ 'v‘i;"r? N Hﬂl‘k
7[:1‘*‘1&& A F o) FRES OECD Wﬁ‘ﬂ sf<2 Al
I PALS s 3 Ly
fﬂﬂiwﬁ RS PR
R g A *fBF‘F 188 By =T B A5
SR %}ﬁﬁ’ﬁglf ( endowment fund) E'[JF N ISTIE
ﬁ = ‘j:[f I”J‘ﬂTM-ﬂji- @“?l@j AREY l—frﬁ}‘ajtj
( E*“’OECD NG i IL'F, [IENRCIES
24 puT Hﬁ =3 —3—‘? SHEA - lﬂ%ﬁﬂ%—“‘ti ) f?%LE[ﬁ
R }*‘Tﬁ I A Jﬁl’vgﬁ% ) lﬁ'ﬁﬂ;ﬁ?
Fﬁ’?‘yﬁl]{[l FF? Er[a:\‘_[‘ ?%FT—F%“ l’:LI'l:l:l[ﬁf'! ﬁggﬁjg
) o A 1995/96 Sl TS R e
6% FIEL AR - 2.3% % F{FREL S A 2 o
IES ?K?ﬁﬁi"rﬁ’?‘fﬁ SR AZAYE  pY 8.3%
(U.S. Department of Education, 1998) -

<<;fr1 LR SR FRL ) F
;? rﬁjplpjﬁi%

FYREES [0 2000 & 5 KR (B
Wﬁﬁf c'srﬁm:inﬁﬂf"@ (AL H'v S e
VRGPS S o ST 2000001 F [IOff P T
FIF’JB (Rt I3 48 25 RS o AT

fﬁ eFR %8 AU SR 500 R (1 J[HLI
&(1999 & ) T fFIFHET) F - YR =



TR B o BT VRIS R
PR U+ AL LS b
;‘ﬂ‘?f’?&/}f‘i’ﬁjnli‘ﬁl}ﬁ ijf{lﬁ- T EHAEEGE S H Y
ORI » BEORTT  BA I e (A
PRSI 2 2 e S P
BRI 2] 9 3 BURpORR (SR AR R
TR WP i e P DRI 93 ’L'»;ﬁf‘#rj[ TR
SR RTINS [Jbﬁ’z’fi? HIE I””“FT
Tp o (kL - ig%ﬂ*ﬂlﬁ[ﬁ B - LT RREE
HIRLEHLREST) H 78 o T ) S D R
(s (RpFs) Eﬂrﬁ? CHIR ”L’*é‘*{%b A
o S B A L Y 2 S ﬂf PURCRU R A~
| IR AN | @@ﬁfﬁ;ﬁ”ﬁﬂ gﬁ@%@ﬁg
PEERE o
A .?Fﬁ

Odden & Clune (1998 ) f1 ik 5 757 [l 1%
R e o 2 Bl %LﬁTffJ@'\}i?’E?fﬁ?fﬁ" »
A LRF g s TR 'F’é‘*f | REIFED %9??’;
H eI FHEAI - S ij“’?ﬂmj‘
RN (human capital ) fi* JT&“W(Schultz 1961 Becker
1964; Mincer, 1974) ’?ﬁf%ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ’fjg}i ( physical
capital > P[B! ’E’(féﬂ BN - BRERE) puiieTRL
FIEE R )2~ et SRS W Ry =
"] (Lucas, 1988) RS B ST NI i
(increasing returns ) fu¥%fl (Schultz, 1993 ) o K=

FRLER ) (L7 R I )R
a PR G R B [
P 2 HEwR o P RSB T R
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e R BT R S S R
(0% FlVP PR i ) R P R P i
( Fiscal Reserves) ( 7+ 1999/2000 =+ Eﬁﬁ?fu—fgﬁ]’fﬁﬁfj l;fré[f
TERILE T 4326 ) (Pl - 2000 - fff
H B F12) [IPERET IR o Py S Le
'?{ P R REE o B gL E ﬁ?ﬁé"ﬁﬂﬁ?@%ﬁ
=T - 4815 7 IKE (General Revenue Account )
L TEELEHn, (Transfer from Funds) ZEif ! '
b TE A RE ) PP R
[P AZE Y % (Operating Statement) fit! ',f;;lpfjl?g
A SREA- 7 (Operating deficit for the year) -

PRy R AR
FLAEUEE 4 2 2 (funding formula) fiy el 2
g [ VG UL e
QS P REE TR DI
[ T BRSO 2 SRR R 2
[ R SRR O 50 L 0 S
o TR Al ~ o 2 s e
QYR 2 3 R F g e 2 F‘fjﬁ’ﬁ » 25
RL R~ SR 2 PR
ST PRI 28 PIRL RV i 5 1
RS P (AT > - 36 D BRI AR
LI [ (arbitrariness ) 2 [ = F'ngﬁ?%’“
O IRL BB 2 SEETHRE » #0055 e
SR Ry R S B -

U TE T G S SRR
B 9 T M 5 Bl ,'[grgj fi\(jﬂéjﬁzrﬁgg%g



REH o JiE RL ?'f:ﬁ] B YRV R E] O B e i s S
(efficiency ) ~ 75 ¥>(outcomes ) b?@[ﬂ (incentives)
(Hanushek, 1997) - E;;?J}ﬁ%‘j{{“ '—*ﬁ\?ﬁ’ﬁl‘}?ﬂ

[ 3 Y Wufﬁ I Il'::gﬁ'f[*% Ml 45?1
TR IR TR LA FUEE AR “ ’

Ui Elié‘?gﬁf'“‘E e fA S gﬁ’l‘ié

A (Odden&Plcus 2000, pp. 323-349) =7 HEJRT

E R Ot (IR STERIEY - %
kﬁwm%?%i ﬂﬁwﬁmiméﬁﬁﬁf*

S R~ S

,ﬁﬁqu’ wﬁﬁvﬁgwﬁwﬁ@@@wﬁ

PRI

2EYR

g (1999) <F|%*mﬁ?ﬁé i
1) o AW S f W)
A

PO (1999) o (A9 E FA (e © - ot -
T Juer ) o RS -

PR E L (1982-1999) o Fﬁhﬁ*ﬁ”ﬂ)} F‘
AR

PSR (2000) - ( FHESF= M &
sl EET%t ) e fﬁ» PT@J‘HJHJ e

A (1987~ 1999) - (FHE®) - Filk: =
I -

Jﬁﬁ MR (2000) - ﬂ?ﬁ AR R B
Bl 3 P W ( http://www.info.gov.hk/emb/est/
index.html) - F,%EF o
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FRRET I (2000) o I © o R
FRYLE) i WA -

Becker, G. (1964). Human capital. New York: Columbia
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Resources Allocation in Education in Hong Kong:
Public Educational Expenditure

Hung Fan-sing

(Abstract)

This paper attempts to analyze resources allocation in
education in Hong Kong in the past three decades by
compiling 3 indicators of public educational
expenditure: public educational expenditure as a
percentage of Gross Domestic Product, per-pupil
educational expenditure, and public educational
expenditure as a percentage of total public expenditure.
These indicators were then compared with those of the
Organization  for  Economic  Cooperation  and
Development (OECD) countries as a whole and of the
individual member countries. The comparison shows
that public educational expenditure as a percentage of
Gross Domestic Product in Hong Kong was about 30-
40% less than that in the OECD countries as a whole in
1990/91 and 1997/98 respectively. The paper suggests
that the government should greatly increase public
educational expenditure as the society’s long-term
investment in human capital, and also that there should
be a public funding formula for public discourse.
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