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Abstract

This paper presents a case study of local fiscal disparity in Thailand
with primary focus on 3 sources of the per capita local revenue, namely, a)
locally collected revenue, b) shared tax, and c) grant. Fiscal data are
pooled from 76 provinces over fiscal year 2552-2554, to test two hypotheses:
First, that there exist fiscal inequality in two sources, namely, i) locally
collected revenue and ii) shared tax due mainly to variations in local tax
base across provinces. Secondly, that the grant revenue is assumed to play
an equalizing function in accordance to local finance theory and the
practices in many countries. Whereas the first hypothesis is empirically
confirmed - the second hypothesis is rejected. Later, we explore the growth
performance and test a catching-up hypothesis in the sense that the revenue
per capita in the poor provinces increased at faster rates than those of rich
provinces. We could not find empirical evidence to support the convergence,
accordingly, we anticipate that local fiscal disparity tend to persist unless
there will be drastic change in grant allocation policy. The last section
discusses alternative schemes for equalization grant and cites the case of

Japanese Local Allocation Tax (LAT) as an example.

[Thammasat Journal, Volume 33 No.2, 2014]

Keyword: Local Fiscal Disparity, Gini Coefficient, Locally Collected Revenue,
Shared Tax, Equalization Grant, Thailand
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At

nsnszaesaliuiesdnsunasesdiuiesdululszmalne Teunsatuayy
INTETIUYEY WA, 2540 Tpguanuandtuslinszatediuna wazlasunisnouauasniends
W3y, MuaURLLAy Tuneun T Tz sl sUnaTes e 2542  lesdng
Unasosduviosdiu (aUn) I83unisanelountsfa Toudu (n8uls uaziiugamyu) uazns
Touyaanssrurunislutianarduliaviiiium frsaduayulsd eun. versu3nng
assgiiesdulusnifansslaatiufuanuiimihvesiesdiulnefiuss dndldeniiu
auuruyg Tassadefiugiu Msdnuinissuuuulnduarnisiaudegnidesnssdunmnin
FAnuszrou oghdlsinnu Sdeesfeuwdatueuliifusssuseaing eun. luituiiss/au
dHosmnmeldnmsadaieduuandsiusoutiann Fasdanduidensifelundsd

mWAsLAweIN1IAds (fiscal disparity) Sruunoenfuanssedu’ uils A
AeNENITASIILIARS (vertical fiscal disparity) Safeadestudamnnsdnassseld
(revenue assignment) liiaunaiun159nas3518d1e (expenditure assignment) Feaviou
Tudnanvesauiesdiuiiszyin “ld3uaisiadielen” wid “Ruliniuu” (unfunded
mandates) wonandidymanliviniieminiseds Wisuifeusening eun sUsuy
Ay (ngunmumues AU Wesive) fu wauna uay oun. Wusy  dea AAeNAAN
wuaueU (horizontal fiscal disparity) #u188d NSIUIBULABUTEIING 9UN UszianiAeaiu
Lwif??ﬂuqﬁmﬂﬁumﬂﬁmﬁ’u WU wAuIanIeaun. Tunianziusendeaunie Wisuieuiu
wiAv1a/aun. TungavmuazUiuama

UNANHEUEANAINTNYRINITITEAEITUANWMERNAIUNTASIYBIBIANT
Unasesviosdiu lnguszaiadoyaadifnisndasendned wa. 2552-2554 i dAs1eiAg
wiRena1vesglaviesdiu lnglddeyaveddrusiunis nanme nuduasunisunasesdiu
Viosdu tazd1tnauAMENITININIEAEaIRlikiadAnsUNATEEIYIDdY ATEUAQY
MUIBNUNRIRUNNA (7,853 wita) srelsvissduduunoendu 3 diu Ae s1elafviasdu
v @ A oA du oo @ a o o I %
Jaiules (R1) a89 NMBUUMIesTIaAY (R2) way Ruaavyu (R3) wwnAwnanlusels
Aot uaznylaszidusedvin

iomluunmiasisvidsuuneendu 3 ade #dousn nsinmumAdstaves
srelevosdunmuanimduasa lugaed 25522554 iedileaaiuznsadaiosdiu wasay
WasuuasiiAntugse nieufuneaeudeduiluguusUssnsfinsaesaudely  #de
yee AUs10Buloune A LuImnsanAANdMIn1sAds TnstannzegnaBanis
U%’uﬂqﬁ%‘mﬁmmsﬁuqmmmﬁammmuamﬂ ﬁuqmmulﬁﬁaa?{uLﬂuﬂ%"aqﬁamm%’gma
TneneusualinnsnssunsnssaesualiuiesrnsUnasesduiosdu (nna) vntnd
ffugua Jagdultugamyuuesiguiaidnasslt eun. fyadisening 23 uauduuim
Andudndiuiosay 40 vesseliviuves aun. mundngauain1sinassiugavyuAlsayds

zogwﬂ'ﬁa%aﬂ Boadway and Shah (2009)
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wdnAMELanA (equalization grant)” namfe sundifiseldtesnietadesuiiaiy
vauaau” awldsumstaassin wiluaniduaiasuandnsnndnnguinieanunf
wateria sAuTeumansiiuseldliuiiesiudie “nmsAnuennsey” fegnadu ns
UFsumBningau mdawnnden nmsuilungmneneliviosiiu viengmunedmiadans
AULDY

devluunanuiluvadu 5 dw dadiaes BBUNENO Y] NTBUNITIVY kagd1519
waAdeluerluinassmaaglulssmalne duita oduregiutoua deudwi nns
Ansiadniuisudiou uasdaiinanumieudn wienfveAusenanisdnu diuiia
ofuTemMadenveamuiusanninisanaumdonduas teiausiuznsideluaunag
wu msliiinesmuilonnuanenia ngmanenEninddu (enidn wu. mdlsuieunas
i) duitvn agu
NUNIUNGBUAZITIUNTTH

nsnsraesnaliviesty tiatutalan Wosnmszming eun. vt didaass
UInsansnsneviesiusenadesiundnussansam maelnddauszaeu feyaustuvy
wazAudesnisreanaiiies euszwwulsraudymariuiiondau sun. auise
navaundlasinsy Anwar Shah (2006) ld@dwvilBaUSeuliisu nanafe responsive
governance Faaziiounismouaues responsible governance @giouUAMNSURATOU UaL
accountable governance @wvioun1slamedeyanazesuglsevvuinietydnela
s1eléviosiu

ﬁ‘hmmiﬂﬁaa%madwmmhiamamqmiﬂé“a23 Aatuldianonazdnasuide
Sruausnnludememssuiiun Suunduaruldauganiuuuad wasauliaunans
WuIUDY ﬁé’haﬂwamamu%’aﬁiwi’m%’a;&ammﬂmwssL%ﬁﬁﬂaﬂiwﬁﬁa%a Boadway
and Shah (2009)

' Boadway and Shah (2009) wag Martinez-Vazquez (2006)

filnaanuvinuaau (deprivation index) Mfausivanes enfiu n1sidivazern n1svan
ﬁﬁaﬁuimlﬂiunuwumq anuliazmnviesnduinlunisauuian nMshifiiwi sasnisifuteves
Uszananluituil gnsnslisniadorvesusyynvu
? 9 Bahl (2000) Boadway and Shah (2009) wag Martinez-Vazquez and Boex (2004)
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n1sloudusgninadguiauay gunariesiu (intergovernmental  transfer) 1T
imsmsddyiiamsalindesimnsaduaratiuayulisgunaiesiudnuinisaisismy
ogailszananw s dusiosinnudeya uazn1iteedieiaies ilesananiunisal
msadaudsiasunnd mssieleulnevhluyszneumeaesguuuy sUunuuiinis n1duds
(shared tax 130 revenue sharing %30 tax rebate’) JzninsarunaIwadITDIRY
sULuUTiaes ugavyu (grant) Fsdwuniduiugamyuily (fuuniduges lifideuly
seldduimdeiiulild) Ruganyuanizia duldeuludmunuszinnnsléiiu
Tguszasdvean1sldiu WWudu)

Boadway (2007) 83UngunumMYeiugavy wik ilelatesinmnanisads (fiscal
gap) @ve msvmthiianuanenia (equalization) a1y ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁaaﬁuv‘hmwﬁamiq
Wmnevesnnd 1wy msdnatainisigeeny @ madundnuseiuliszmeuldsuuinns
a1571500zlAn1m 3§ (national standards of public services) % mimdm?mﬂuﬁiﬁmm
LR (national vertical equity)

N1SINAMUMADUAINIINITARS

Bnsinnnundoudmiaasugha Tgasnisduiaunaisds dedildsuns
unsvaneuINTiande Gini coefficient FaflAnsening 0 - 1 iflasainnisudanadaiau uas
anunsandenleiu duasifud (Lorenz curve) Fauananisnszanivesseld (ause/auau
fufisae/iuiion) Turaiikiudeinsduaiiii§endt Gini decomposition” suun
auaendmaUstnnseld (nequality by income sources) W s1eldvosiu w1an
awdu elddaiuies mButs was Bugeyyu wieufuszyin Jadedl 1-2-3 Tl
ALY (A1uan) videanas (A1au)

suduuulng (Theil entropy index) l@suniseausuegnniwing uaxiigauds
asefianansaduIndudmda (between group variations) uagneludmia (within group
variations)  fegnatu AnmsiarumiEensnseddagsiy fasnmsianuuansis
nelungu (within variations) fiu AuLANFA1TIUNGY (between variations)

CV %130 coefficient of variations 1udnsinisnteuld lnede variance 1y
Awinvesrade (mean value) Fudumadfidanssauiauisamuinlsiewas uudada
LNSUANE

24 a a a '
Tudszinaiuflosnsanin tax rebate
> @qmﬁwmm‘lu Lerman and Yitzhaki (1985)
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nsAnyLdeUsEany
gudaya uaziieudwn

AdeulasIuTIndeyan1sndves aun. Nmun (7,853  Wiiv) NNIudLETUNNT
UnpsesviosiuardinauannIsunsnseneg 1 liliernsunasesduviosdiu Tugi
Yauseanay 2552-2554 Litetuninsgsidennuivienddiun1sndavisadiu g1utdeyail

ASOUARY BUA. WALIa aun. Laefideiuiussuialy “sre§amin”’’ ﬁaﬁﬁmawaaaa
Usgn1s Usznisuan mavinlimhediasgsianaunde 76 damin (o aungiilisom
Faindeniw adaddlnl iesandoyaensazliiasufiuvie “bife”) ans “Fwia” 1y
sihonuiiuil feivseTRnmnduinsusuiu Snstafiu “doyaszduimin’ Adaau
feghatu nansusinasiudamie (GPP, gross provincial products) s1eléainnisiiund
annsaszyidusiedenda (provincial tax  data) nsemsiAmeInaudusiedmia

3

(provincial poverty index) gy
Heudni

Joyanisndeiesiu Suuneeniduiuseld wardusiedns luiitazdunisin
mmmﬁ@ua"wﬁmﬁwiﬁ (local revenue inequality) Anaraduddlavuien1udn o
sieviesiy (local expenditure) laifiudy s idalsziiuir maviusadoya

FUSIBTEVDIV DAY faflgUassarutaun 1wsne EJqsznmwwauaaummawmau i
relinddedunulagznin

RI/N wneds seldiiviasdusaiues Swnainvansunas leun “s1eldsmnn”
wnedegldtosduduingn md Asssuden swldarnminddu eldaniamiaves
fiosiu uarneldidamdn §iduUszaatoyaves su. mAv1a way eun. edamiasauiu
WsEesuulsrnsvesdinty wie vmdeny

R2/N e 578lAamnn 18usn3ensguiadaass aun. Wiy mdyaduiu a8
asswandin Ann1Avas NEsaeud Asssuenannsdeudingsy (iAW) a1 Teesiudeya
37N BUA. WAUa kaz aun. Meludamdn msagdnulsennivesdmin vy umee
Ay

R/N  wneds s1elaviesduainfuganyuszuia suusduganyuialy was [y
gavyuanzia  lneUszunasieldlueanyuaed oua. wmaula wag aun. neludnin
Wisuiiguiuussunsludmin vy uvinsenu

o

Wowdudgdnwal Ao RI/N = S RINO/N ; i = wienu oUn. Tudwia 591 U, wiAua oun.
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v a

Fosutlugiu

HL:  auvdeudwesseldiivesdudaiuies (ocally collected revenue)
Lﬁaamﬂmum@ﬁaaﬁu (local tax base) ¥oaumag aun. luiwindu aun. Iuﬁuﬁlﬂ%mﬁiiamu
anusznaunTIuay ﬂuamﬁwm% Safiuseldunn Tuwasd oun. Tufufisuum FIUNY
flzdaiutos wenaniensandunasindededun wu mnumereudafiun® (ax
effort) WA

H2: ATavEpNEvesn Butsmdeisginiuly (shared taxes) Tuanssfuogisd
tfodiey veremnie msdaiuanaSyariiin mBassnaniin Annanads Fadudunis
IAEMUIBNUTIINIT LU NTUATINING ATUATINANEA NIUAININT NTUNTNINTTTN 138
duswnsdu 9 nguaneivuald “uwesels” WunsdlanSyadiuimualivindy 1
dwilu 9 dw nBasuazniBurguininuidu “asiasn” Tudnsisesar 10 Wudu s
WU AR AAMTUALAEN QMU IEAUATLLEUIRIAMYNITINNIINTEANEER 1nY
555UUA M1EHanwEnTEnMIluuIAIANIoUNTInIa 19U NTUNNUNIUAT A1A
arfueen sufluvamanlssnulaganuiadgyiuasugin seldviesduainaiduueded
anwaznszgndauluiig

H3: mumdnnisiinisazidu (normative analysis) $guraiivihiimaasugiaas
d”" nanafte nistnuadesnw msteaasaminensiiisyaninm waynsadiseany
Husssu Uszmsgaviedernumneimsiunumeusumsnseeseldliieglussiud
wingay AusekazauInliinuuandsiuintn luusunvenisnsgatediuna-sgua
seumnelianznssunisnszaeswaliunviesdiu (nna) vhuthiidnassiiugavyuiiie
mulanena (equalization grant) Fsesungluisnasugmansnisadaialy uazifuvdn

UtRludszmasinlan sunanliindundnannavesnisinassiugamyuiionnuae

28
a1A

A15ATITVFDAANULRRBUA

Tuns1e 1 uansrnadiseldves oun. fanun aadauusvanas 2552-2554 Taglsl
Tusadiesimeuaz sanindeniu Fewenesaain 335383 aruumiul 2552 1u 406,541
v aandusasinsidvliawiiudesas 10 del ails undunnin s1eléd aun.
Jafuiesidadauiissiesay 10 1euaTmiliwesnsldinannButmiensgiafuly was
$ovay 40 11INRUIANYUIINIVUTTUIUUAUAY

" Richard Musgrave (1959)
® fhegratu Usemadu (Mochida 2008) Usemedu (Lin 2011) Usemasaide (Martinez-Vasquez et
al. 2006)
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A1519 1 s1elanesaudunauUsEn YJeuuseanas 2552-2554 (MUga1uuImn)

Yeuvsznar  swlddafiuies  sieldnduds  seldRuaaviyu sglasan
2552 35,518 150,945 148,919 335,383
2553 37,781 190,258 120,469 348,508
2554 40,116 203,015 163,411 406,541

1Y

ndu Seuaz

2552 10.6 45.0 444 100.0
2553 10.8 54.6 34.6 100.0
2554 9.9 49.9 40.2 100.0

Muweeya nsuduasuNTUNATOMBNY, 2013

Tum519 2 wansaddsnele eun. Wssuwieu 76 39ndn Qaglisiudamindeninuay

losimen) ndeufussnusuiinanumasudn Gini coefficient, Theil entropy index,
way coefficient of variations)” dedunalassiufe wik seldiviesdudaiuediay
widouangs fuiatiuit 043 Anadeuihify 5046 vmdeau nauimiafidaiuldtos
(10" percentile) WU 168.5 UmsioAl WeufuFmiaiauldunnminfu 1,008 vmsenu

[ [

N 1 oA A va = s i th .
GIN ﬂ']ﬂLLUQW?@V]SﬁQ@LﬂUIﬁ@Jﬂ')’]NLWa@@JaW?BQaQNW 10A1 10 percent|le

o«

o a '

W ' a th . Y] o a aaa Y]
bNAY 2,058 ummsaAUd imeunuy 90 percentlle QmLﬁuﬂqaﬂJUigaWSC\]ULm’]ﬂ‘U 0.16

a1y Jugeuyuianuimvdouaites 55 23 Wuumseau Auanduavdil

v 0.08

Gini coefficient fifnszning 0 fa 1 Agudvneiaviniienty Tasvhlumamnumdeuaveseld
FEWINAUTIL/AUIU 0Y581I19 0.2 - 0.6 FOEUTEVALAUARNUALILLIY fanudenatios endditnay
oglutne 02 - 03 Tumwssfudiudssimaunuagiueuinisaiilng mnudondige Tade Gini
coefficient asﬂmm 04-06
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A1519 2 Andanlasiulng wazavsiidnadnumaaNan w.A. 2554 (¥ine umAaAu)

s1eldiiviosdiu
AERA Jafuies  meldmdvieisgiafiuli seldRueavyy  seldsau
N 93913 76 76 76 76
ﬂIWLQSEJ 504.6 2,917.6 2,713.3 6,135.5
p10 168.5 2,058.0 2,276.5 4,698.5
p25 220.3 2,305.0 2,429.8 5,221.8
p50 324.1 2,662.0 2,679.5 5,758.3
p75 546.4 3,074.3 2,937.4 6,621.3
p90 1,008.0 4,477.1 3,285.9 7,705.4
Fuilfnnrnsuvaouan

Gini coefficient 0.43 0.16 0.08 0.11
Theil entropy 0.35 0.05 0.01 0.03
v 1.02 0.34 0.14 0.24

37810199 aUN. TAMURUNIUAIUNILLATHENILALANIULNITARIV0ITTUIA
Tnslawzogsdanuilulauusvann 2553 Gugavyuiigunadaassliviosiuanasegan
(311 2,488.7 umsislulneunt wde 1,970.1 umsieau) Tuldeunde 2554 Sguradale
WnRugavyuliviesiu

Thammasat Review & 114



A543 anuAunIuseldviesiulsuUssuna 2552-2555

Yeuuszann seldiidaiues MBS RuganLY 518ld59un 017
W8 UMsiAY

2552 459.8 2,268.30 2,488.70 5,216.80

2553 477.5 2,862.00 1,970.10 5,309.50

2554 504.6 2,917.60 2,713.30 6,135.50

8n31nsiAule x 100 = Savay

2553 0.025 0.244 -0.233 0.014

2554 0.062 0.002 0.322 0.145
\nfe 0.043 0.123 0.044 0.08

sUamUsEneu 1 uansauduiugszninanButs fu sieldiviesdudaifiuies
meludnin Fedunnliin aesfaulsiifiauduiudmaunuuulidunse (nonlinean Tu
naufiguelige-Aedminidafvieddiiundt 2,000 vmseau fnegldiunBudege
Wit fio 4,000 - 6,000 vnsieau Tuwaedidwlngdafueldios 400-500 umnsie
Ay waglasunEwUaUsERas 2,000 — 3,500 UMRBAY

capy2

log capy2 = 5.860 + 0.344 log capyl
r2=0.711 RMSE =0.154 n =304

8000 °

6000

4000 —

2000

T T T I
0 1000 2000 3000 4000
capyl

AMNUTZNBU 1 WEARIAMUEUNUSIZUINIBUY AU 5181aNTAAULDS

v v 3

wWNUAY Mnedd s1elanBuuamsessdnnuli umseau

o«

wWNUUU UUN8De 18lAdALAULEY UseAU
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JUNMUTENDU 2 kanIANUATLSTEnINRUEAYEAINTTUIS AU N15INNIEUUS
Toviesdiu dmudanadr duvsilifianuduiusossdmauindunmmanidonsay eehdls
Anumiunanaamauenia (equalization  principle)  Sgurafiednassselalidamia
(iesiu) fiflenmansnsadniuneldm mnndhdminiddnenmmsdafuselags

log capy3 = 7.398 + 0.058 log capy2
r2=0.004 RMSE =0.253 n =304

6000

4000

capy3

2000 —

T T
2000 4000 6000 8000
capy2

AMUIENBU 2 uansanudunusseninaluganyy Au aBudaitensgiaauli

[
49
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A998 4 wanensinngudminniy “selanein” andeslduin wieuiusey
P (e nnudminiinneglugieneldfingnn) Suiunnud 228 (mnedis 76 S
x 3 ¥) wudedunnursusensiivethaneduseded  wils fdmindaeldsoisn 5 W
Uiy 28 Smin (83 / 3 = 27.7) Bee1eeziBendn “nguseldtfes” @es Uszana
awilsfisgldanuszuing 5 - 7 siuum enasend “fdamoldiunans’ @ ngu
Jainselags (8 Jamin) I5elasendng 7,000 s 14,000 unsoau

‘ZJE]?NLﬂﬁﬁ/]ﬂ’)iﬂ’]m@ﬂ’]ﬁ/\lﬁ]’]im?L‘UﬂUIEJU’]‘EJ e miamasmuawuummmwLUu
939 “lNL'lJ“LJLﬂiEJ\‘iSJEJ“ZJENiﬁ‘U'm EN@JIGW]’]LUUﬂ’ﬁW]EJWﬁﬂﬂ?W@JLﬁll@ﬂ’lﬂ ‘UQﬂ’JT\]”NLLU‘ULLNu

NNRY (inverse relationship) ﬂ‘UiﬁEﬂ,ﬂmmLﬂ‘uLaﬂLLazm‘t}LLm

M99 4 Wisuilisungudwmdanelites- Uunans- uazsiglage (Mide umdaau)

¥2951¢la AWd seld
umsiaAu ({Fawin) INAULDY AduUs Ruganyu Fiavia
<4000 9 154 1,971 1,666 3,790
4001-4500 33 184 1,967 2,089 4,240
4501-5000 41 259 2,235 2,259 4,752
5001-5500 51 333 2,423 2,488 5,244
5501-6000 32 481 2,754 2,474 5,709
6001-7000 39 589 3,029 2,787 6,405
7001-8000 13 1,135 4,141 2,242 7,517
8001-10000 5 1,500 4,826 2,492 8,818
10001-15000 5 2,784 5,915 2,445 11,144
Nai’JZJ/Fﬂ"]LagEJ 228 481 2,683 2,391 5,554

HaulafinudeyanisdnasstugauuvesdUu (LAT = Local Allocation Tax) 9iond15ves Nobuki
Mochida (2008) Fauansnsdnassiin 47 Sawdn (prefecture) ludnwagnniu wazunsdamnda Qafel) luls
Fun13iPasIRuaIn LAT
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A5 LARINNTIATIERATIIABLAN —anundseld (decomposed  Gini
coefficient)” 910 3 uwndssgld Fansuavduneu fe NsinvuinveuiazeRUsEneaU (Sk
130 percentage share) N1¥inAwtddl (Gk) vosusazsela n1FTnAIANERENRLS (RK)
sywinsesrUsEneuRufasan (total income) Aadat] share uanein AuwaeNa (Fouls

)32

WJuawiniu 100% 171971N09AUSENBUNNIN (FRLAULEY) $o88g 22 AUWABUAIRIN

MButiuSesay 51 warANumdeNa19INRugAnyUIiUTaYay 27

a < ! =]

NANSANWLIATDANTAUIN FUUNI9NLUSUANANULMADNAINIINITARINBIDU
Tngn1susuniBudanarRugavuu dareiuselunausold

q 9

7157199 5 MFINANAMABNATlABILUNUEaIs18lA (Sources of Inequality)

unassela Sk Gk Rk Share % Change

o R85 UNEIMANANITIATIEWLFRN Lerman and Yitzhaki (1985)
Gl= Y [Rk.Gk.Sk]

cov(yk,F)
" cov(yk,Fk)

c 2cov(yk,Fk)
h ek

ANTLNBYDIRINUTAD

ek
Sk = —
e

Yk = the kth component of fiscal resources

F = the rank of the cumulative distribution of total fiscal resources
Fk = the rank of the cumulative distribution of the kth component
ek =the total amount of the kth component

e= total fiscal resources

32 o w < & . . .
AFNNLRNIZAD RIS = relative inequality share

Rk.Gk.Sk
RISk = ——
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Jaiues 0.0839 0.4293 0.8212 0.2195 0.1357

AEwU9 0.4702 0.1649 0.8815 0.5075 0.0373
L'Euqmméu 0.4458 0.1417 0.5808 0.2725 -0.1733
1elafar 0.1347

mnewme sk vianedle dndunnnudy Gouaz)
Gk e mmmﬁ'augﬁmLawwmﬂmiﬁ?w]
Rk 111854 ANEVENNUGYBIIIEATT AU AT
Share w1881 M5AANNIN AWABNAN91N 3 unas Andutesazwiila

%change Mneis Nty dulaglilimaintuves 3 uasgld syl
NASINANIAABUA WALV (AT1UIN) Wsanad (A1aU)

sUnmUsZNeU 3 wananisnseandvessgliviesiv unsmeueay 1Judulu
9AuAR Ao lAnuaNanAvesels dudusidnuaue “WdulAs” asviounsendiviseniny
wiiena1veTglandseAuuansneiu

Lorenz Curves: own revenue, shared tax, grant
source: DLA 2552-2554

4 .6
Percentiles (p)

line_45°
capy2
capytot

capyl
capy3

2MWUsENaU 3 1W@uasLsud uanIANuRBNANIMUNANLETelE (3 unas)
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M1319 6 wanstayalIeuiiey lagfinnsanasingy nauusn “Jwminselage”
(10 dusiuusn) nguitaes “Jwmiaselan” (10 duduaaving) wieufuiauededunaiive
avvayuliinseAuTenasioly

nauwsn Jmiagiindsieldviesdudeiiaafigaiadu 11,005  vinseau
(newe Wuedeviseul) sesmanie ngumnunIuAs sz ¥ays audiu Jediulng
agluniAnang

' '
a ' o o

nguiiand Janianisiglaviesdudeiinifiga nuifeunavuasglunia

1%

AYIuRaNRuuule (BNIUIMINETLLAD)

A3 6 WiLuWiguN1IAGTasiY 10 Suduwsn uag 10 dudugading

51¢ld
Jaiiu R ld  duau WY
Jmin 129 aEuds  ganyu et aun.  Wul  Uszung
10 dusiuusn
Qkﬁ(ﬂ 3060.5 5397.2 25474 11005.1 19 559.1 332,704
AN 2281.0 6017.2 2305.9 10604.1 1 1568.7 5,705,751
YD 1561.8 47538 2298.0 8613.7 68 3805.0 606,998
mau’% 14447 4205.7 22144 7864.8 98 4552.0 1,175,388

aNTUIINTG 1336.3 44359 1696.0 7468.2 49 972.2 1,155,540

aimﬁ‘ 751.9 4143.3 2563.0 7458.3 109 3350.5 613,258
Y581 865.1 4079.6 2319.8 7264.5 158 2247.6 770,515
IR 1209.4 3481.6 2101.5 6792.5 38 869.8 481,336
uu‘wufé 970.5 3957.5 1861.6 6789.5 46 645.5 1,067,432
LW‘UTQ% 5253 3094.3 2909.8 6529.4 85 5724.5 457,947

10 Sudugaving

A5z 249.3 2047.4 2147.6 44443 66 7054.8 532,810
UMFAIAU 164.2 1977.4 2194.0 43355 143 54459 937,720
‘q%‘%/llé 166.9 1876.0 2231.1 4273.9 209 10316.5 1,538,400
Q‘Uai’]‘ljﬁ’lﬁ 174.5 1961.2 2116.3 4252.0 239 15642.2 1,798,663
UATNUU 167.9 1943.2 21211 4232.1 104 5381.9 700,168
gz 131.3 1866.4 2164.0 4161.7 217 8143.2 1,442,647

Thammasat Review & 120



Soeidn 155.7 1916.9 2049.8 41224 203 7765.8 1,308,620

maqﬂ’qﬁwq 143.6 1977.7 19454 4066.7 68 4091.0 500,570
ANAUAT 164.2 1839.6 1982.6 3986.4 141 9240.8 1,116,009
zﬁum% 1495 1812.7 1982.4 3944.6 173 9371.9 1,360,654

Mnvestaya nsuduasunisunasesviosiiy, 2013
VLG FavERRsNg o vuneds Anefeseningd 2552-2554

witefidunitden eresiusasnisiasyiiule (owth rate) ilennaeude
ﬁuﬁwgmtﬁmﬁu “ANEINIaNITEanIn” (catching-up hypothesis %39 convergence)
slusimindne nszvaunslanimasiintufidewio fmiaiselddos awsaiuln (ves
s1eldo) ganin Smdanipunelige fudu deeiwesseldvsiiuuliuanas Tumg
asstuimmndiminigiuselddes iulndinimdeversduiifu deairsvesseld
sywinedminsie/auasiuty (divergence)

AsN 7 uanseadAsnmsiaulaveseldviesiiudesia wui1 Tungudamin
selige Snsimsiaulmegluiide 10-12% sed Wisuiflsuriunguiaiaiselam sns
nssyiulneglufide 6-9% set eils Wsadannin nquseldsan ( 7 Famdausnlu

A3 7) Uomsinsiaseyaulafnay

MmansAnvadiEinIfeasauituin mnszuunsedeesdudinamilowds
wineds nsiiunBulikaznisdnassiugayuniiouduilagiu desinemisnisads
(fiscal gap, fiscal imbalance) se%#11939%n (76 93%In) awiinTuesutuey luneuseoly
waueanuiiudsulouiaiioananuindendiniseds Wediuifinnuauenia eatunis
UIUNMBLUL wagn159nassiugavyy
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71979 7 dansiiulavasneldsana Suunaiungu

429518161 Aade Sasnmaiiiu

UmsiaAu AG UMaAU Sowaz (x 100)
<4000 7 3,790.0 -0.069
4001-4500 17 4,239.8 0.009
4501-5000 22 4,752.1 0.067
5001-5500 31 5,243.5 0.096
5501-6000 26 5,709.0 0.095
6001-7000 31 6,405.2 0.110
7001-8000 10 7,517.2 0.109
8001-10000 4 8,818.3 0.111
>15000 4 11,1439 0.127
33U 0.079

Basvaaey “Snsinsvetedn” audunisdnmails lnsutanguiiegiseeniiy
2 nau nguusn s1elsviesdusievhitosnin 6 Wuuw nauiiaes eldveviiunii 6 siu
v uazléinafin mean-comparison test nadwsFaandlumisng 8 Faaguin Snsinns
Aulnvesisaesnauliifinnuuandrafuedeided iy Fodnsmaiulavszanudosas 6
sol

Foaguilsiainmsiinsgisnsimsiasaivle asuldin lifinszurunisldnia
(catching-up) wazdaminfisgldtos fsnmniadvialiganiidminineldgs dafu A
widondvesneldviesiudeiarifisiu iesandnsnmaiivinosar 6 veanduiiaes i
WU INISIRULRSaeay 6 ﬁuaqmjmﬁmﬁq (0.06 x 8,000 = 480 UMAB? LWIBULgUAY
0.06 x 5,000 =300 UMW)
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A1919 8 NsVadBUERRT (T-Test) : 803INITIIYAVVDITYLA

wuangy Al Aade Std. Er. Std. Dev.
nauseleve 153 0.062 0.007 0.089
nguselsunn 75 0.061 0.010 0.087
RN 228 0.062 0.006 0.088
t-statistics = 0.088
degree of freedom = 226

JUAMNUIENBU 4 UARINIINTZAEMIYBIABIAILUT Fip dnsIn1siAule (WNuAY)
Wisuilsuiunglaviosdiuden wnuuew) wudunndt Besglaasdnsinisiiuladiuualiy
geny Tagdeil ¥eai1amnan1snae” Sunlduinuvsednlevilanumaeua iy

scatter plot of growth rate vs per capita revenue
year: 2553-2554
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® grcaprev Fitted values ‘

ANUTNBU 4 WAIMDNIINISAULA ag s1elafaiivasiasny
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a Y _a < a
afUseNaLazdaRnUTulauTeY

o w

nsideluduilfadidedniavateyusenis nils deyaniansanluvusiasounquild

o o o

seleduddn Faldinludtudmsieisieans Anaruidlavuieainuii lunseminds

o

AnuddyIsiusIeTIe winnsusznadeyasetnevesviosiu 1uisesssinnindu
8l 1esandenuvesiednesiisiy (Muvuiaviesiu Wy n1sutnesy/ddin unnsiety
muvinamaua) lumasnsaiudadeyaselsviesiu—dwlngiimuaan “vuasars” fe
ABuUs waz Rugavyu Wudeyaiinunsuduaiunisunaseiesdu egnalsfinu §ide
psgviing fanumereiaungiudeyaviosivlne mneisiatmnesusiudoyaaume
yoaviesiiusousnu feiumeld sedis mednuinisassay sendnuazHadnguITIETnY

998U NMINDIUTNNTANSITULVIUTEI VU WDUAY

v

aos Myliasedluiidity “dmin” Ssdetndugaiud fddsnudaiin i
amingjrouningdeslusunandidodanuaulaiiazfuaiinmees 1wy msvaaey A
widessuLauen” meludmiaifeaty viewieudisuihunguimia (manans nie
fau anamile neld Wusiu)

a1y Jugenyuliviesiu Junasinvesassdiu nanfe Ruganyumll wag [y

q q

ganyuanizia lulanaselumnuenasdusznou Inermzeg1989iite “ Ruannyuaniy
fa” fusznuaulads Wiesnnisnisdnassldneds nsiasuiielildiutuganyuaniy
Aadidadenienisiiiaanendad waranutuniIuUnel Jusdiunssanisiiladladnuiusms

U

USENALAEIUNUIMAINUAMENTTUNNSTNTEINYBIUID

v v 3

& MuUw3enssInAULHA (shared taxes) Wuluunasnelagndey (Ussunusos

o«

o
o

oy 50 wosswldviosduianun) 1191nva18sIeNT Uszneudiesienisdifnyity
aByariin mEassnandin Mdgs mMBigu Anevastlnaidon mBsumivug A1an
yuoudfisssu (hunaziifu) qmsmﬁmasséﬁuagjﬁmmzﬂﬁumsmzmaé’mm°1 (nna)
TnetlUldvdnuvassnin (origination principle) e s18ldAnilaliAulufmindu eehsls
fnnu finSvaneUssianitllannsaszyunasiniasgadaiou (gu ndaanins) Fadu g
ldndnUatenng (destination  principle) 19U N1915818AININUIUYTEEINT ATE
fegadunSasinainangwasynd lssnudsogluvisiud wifuilaanszaiei
Uszina
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s dananlunowsiuin “seldduitiheedie” Wundninasiildlunaufos
Tumsedviestiulng Seduivgiud enumdendmadiuseld wwdwmansenudesiede
warUInIsansIsagiesiumuludie \Reafuidetiiteiausnuiiui asiniside
Wisuiisuuinisassugviosdussninnguimineanau fu ngudmindise wins
asnsazuanaiusgaitedifyviols Tnendngauaisguraiiniilivdnusefuii
AR MY MIENS I RE U Wsine sk au. tfuazeglugfiniala luidonanuy

Tudumauia vse aus. mTIzmilsuiursaunna1efuliuin
M9L58NVBINISHNANAULTYUIYEIS1TULINDANAUNADUAN

nils 1aueliufsunsdnassuganyu et mdnanuaneninunly unuszuy
nsdnasslutiagiu Insoardauladdanauuudiu (LAT = local allocation tax)” 3313
Usznoudieaesiunou duusn nsdaasineldnidvesisuia 56  Uszan SEuld
ayaduii MEgs n18e1gu a9 Fondn Local Allocation Tax  duftaes n15dnass
LAT Tiusiazdamdn (prefecture S1um 47 §win) Inednassludnumenndy Sminfionnau
155U LAT() 110 drudaniasslasu LAT() Heunin viefiunsnsdifililésuiu LAT Fmda
lniien)

doq \@uelvidnemuiilonuianenia (equalization fund) vanede Sgutadiu
Runuiounils Wy 2-3 nluauum Weinnihfianauvdonawastiuiinuauenia

a ¢ ¢ a,u o v oa { 35

13 MTIATIERaaIuNslauy® (IndanaswueavyurisduiioauaNen1a )

Tnpduiivgiuin MelaTuaf oun. azfosdausnITaIsIsaLindy 5,000 Unse (nTaN
#il9) war 5,500 (N3N Fgfosdinwinnamu nivanisiiuinieeiieds

? Boadway and Shah (2007)
** Mochida 2008

nsfnwlulsemasadelag Martinez Vasquez etal. (2006) sxyin ¥adeusznaudie 73 fiud
ANEN31N13 Kozak Commission tausuugliinasuiieauianenia wioufufusdisnsdnasaiu
ganyy kaglduansmatinsziaundoudinou- wesvdaiuganyy fuduin nmsdaassfuganyusild
AuaBLe (3¢ coefficient of variations) anas wun Tunsdisag

Per capita revenue of local governments in Russia, 2001

Mean v
Own source 727 2.41
Plus assigned 1,226 addition 2.61
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°

MMTAATILALAIUININ “909979715089” (fiscal gap)

NIWUNNTY ¥89919N19N15AAS 8871 FG = (5,000 — x) Lae?l x=51¢lavi090usno

o U990 (x<5,000) wuddidiuau 12 fandn Fedldruaudsensrauiuwiniy 12.8 duau
AlRdY FG = 342.5 ymsieau faluRununadeddviniu 4,372 duum (342.5 unsenu
*12.8 a1uAY)

n3difiand FG = (5,500 - x) lngil x=31¢laviaadusions o Jaqdu (x<5,500) Wuil
919U 28 F9UTR UINUTEVINTSIUAWYMIAY 29.2 auAY ANl FG 1winfu 481 U
AaAu AsuREUNEdadlduindy 14,043 duum (481 Umsony * 29.2 d1uAw)

7 hidsnomuifiornuanonia uilduumafusoldluouen fegatu
YauUszana 2558 Sisgldgen@ikiuan 10% awdendt “duda” ludwdasdnasslv
naudaniaennaunay (budget prioritization) @awfimde (310 “drudin”) daassliiamin
Buq

gy muUniduganyliviesiulivuadiutunn® 4-5 uiudwum dwdl
WinTu (marginal change) Wnduntseisi n) %’maiﬂﬁﬂq’umﬂaulé’%mwizmmﬁ'u%u
(growth rate) ’Lué’mwﬁqq iy $eway 15-20 Liesliviniunselnalfesiua1gnsde (5,000
5,500 UmsiaAu)

faene auuAly 28 Jminnsielaneritiosnin 5,500 UnseAY tHSUNISINESS
\WLTU (growth rate) 15% &munefis msiiuTuresnglaneRasyning 655-825 UmaeAU

ANRAYWINGU 753 UMFBALY 98ABInuURd (@uid) windu 21,982 a1uuiy

Sugamuly oun. sty 45 wiudwuwluuiard ausfifuiuaed 2558
Wiy 40,000 druun avildufinfivdely eun.duq = 40,000 - 21,982 = 18,018 &1u
vw Taetdeil eun. 14ﬂLwiaé'fwzlﬁfiuuLﬁuqﬂmmﬁwﬁﬁaaaz 7.9 (AMUWINIINANAVIY
220,000 &uuvluneunth wasiintuidy 238,018 druum)

W MIvenegIun1B8ivieadu Ao n1Ennddu Farzihumaunundlsuieulay

v

AU YefvaanEninddune grunEviesdu (local tax base) Winay Waeanneld wsu.

Plus regulated 2,423 addition 2.36
Plus grant 4,923 1.53

gua1y elenviesdudafiues ($awe) dauade 727 wite Auwlanduaianuwdousn
(coefficient of variations, CV) &infiu 2.41 Weniuiuselin1dutaasRuganyuagyilviselinend
Windudu 4,923 mile wazmuwiasyaianas CV = 1.53
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AEITUIULATNAU NYuUA “Toaniu” LaglinodduaIu1sagn I UT LS BUNLINYDID

'
=

g
91fe adlsuseunazifuvadlnelaesuddidnuay “nszan” wunedia dauaniuiad

5901w Audn1sd waz aoulszneuntsiludidy uimnusudumeninddu Jazdaiu
Nnvennddunuyaduseiiu lagldendy  druleuynudsdndideniddnge

WIFIUTE WAz BUR. ALY §IUNEVesdugaNIzuENE6)

% N9L5esAnguueselaveddy A1uNlAAMENITUNITNITLIBEIUIRY BN
ngnuielinas nannishevinlidiuniaves sun. indwduiesas 30 (guralasu 70%
Vieadiuldsu 30%)

GEIL

unmnuilauessnuauimthvessiseisatuaundensdunsadu
Usenalne fosanaszuindernuddyresesinsunasesiosdiu (S1uau 7,853 witwh
Uszine) ‘Lumﬁm’%mimmimz%’!qnizmwiaﬂmmw%%mﬂswwu TP8iiLuIALANTT N3
A Tndeudnaviliusmsasisasiedundsudiauluse wiiedinszdludid
mneEe “dor¥n” sudunasiuves sun. angludmiaii q Tngdasendu “s1ew” e
maSsuifisussnindminunaivguazeuadn Tddeyaidalsednelaudssana 2552-

'
a I

2554  pansEnwguduIn n) danumdsuaisiusiels (asesielaviesdusiar) agne

'
a

1N sewinngudminge wardmineinau 2) mduvalussduszneudidyfioSureniu

£

'
a A a

waeualaesin (mnudidyfesay 50 veseliTuvesiosiu) sosmunioiuganyy
fAfoiaueth umenisannnuimdendmenisadadululd deifiaududufesufsunde
UuuseinsdaassnSutiuas Suganyy a) nudedunadiauimiendinisads il
wwiltuanasuiestdlanarlunnsatutn drasfiunlinfisdu mnusannnisufsudu
9AMYLLALNTUUINE manageuazin lifinszuaunislana wneds oun. fiflselée

Moy MTILisnsIN1sAUle aendteun. Nilselaneias
I | — Y

'
o o a

nsedusiena Usziaudrdgieatesiudeiauenisujunisadeiesduiiean

£

'
= @ a

Anuviens Selivaneisns T8 nsdnassiugamyulagyiugasiiugavyuiinluids
ANNLENBNA (FMULUY Robin Hood Model) 81919z dinavinl aun. unauisdiseldanas
Tuvnedt eun. Snndunilailsgldifutu wiBnswuieonaliduilvensu Wesnd “ndu
167 uaz “nquidie”  35n757iaes Iadanasmueavyuiiornuianenia  lasfiuun
“nguiiivne” (eun. fidudiseldnonan) TngTsmsil eun. Afseldernge —giuzdl
Wi ud oun. fineldeiain—agldTuiiuganyuiiindy uazauindendianas B
anvsduiisensuldinnnin - 3571 n153nassuuu budget prioritization laefianson
Pndammaiufiuann e Saninldsuiiugamyuiiiutiu 7-8% sed udlingudmie
(Fduilseldderain) WWsusnsnaiutudosas 10-15 sel 3597577 masedaliisuna
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WAy NUIENUNAEITEY (U AngnsIUNISUIUnguune) nandunguuielng lawn
vy o 36 ada - o o o w =

ngrueselaviediu’  nguuien1ENfuLazdlgnasng ngranedamindnnisaues ¥

Sendadidnassnmauudlitmdaludndiuiuuizay wu Sevay 50 Wumu

LONEN5919D9

nsvdsaiunsunaseviosdiu mated). Jeyaniunisiiunisaawiesdu: JeyaTiglives
99ANTUNATOIT YOI 2552-2554.

avsn UnudsTand uag Won S¥efiyann 2556 “AIUMA0NAINITAFUAYNITIATTTTIENE
WonuaNenIn  AEANSIFTINNNIUYANFUNNYYINAT ", MIANTTUTEAEY
Aans andudadiniauuImsmans

o

F5ANG LRSI 2558 “AINUAENAINIINTTAIYVBNUNAUIE UNEI5I9UTINgNI50dlASlE
WSuIndalauin”. NIANsASEEAEANSWATUlEUIEE51IUE UNNINEEUATUATUN
s U 2 atui 4 (nsngau-Funaw)
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6 o ° v vy 2 = ' oy oy
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local fiscal inequality (Lorenz curves)
years 2552-2554

O+ T T T T 1
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Percentiles (p)
— line_45° capyl
—— capy2 capy3
———— capytot

AW -1 1duaelsud LanIN1InsgNAIYeIn1sAdaTiasiy
Capyl = per capita own local revenue
Capy2 = per capita shared taxes
Capy3 = per capita grant
Capytot = per capita total revenue

distribution of per capita local revenue
2554

T T T T T T
2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000
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kdensity caprl2 kdensity caprtot ‘
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