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The Redistribution Effects of New Countryside
Construction Policies in China
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Abstract The paper attempts to analyze and evaluate the redistubutive effects of these policies, including the tax reduction,
subsidy to grain producers, and subsidy to paricipants in the NCMS, in the process of building a new countyside in China based
on three years suvey datasets. The results show that these policies have trended to show pesitive redistubutive effects, both within
wral residents and between rural and wban residents. The resulis of UL decomposition method of redistributive effects show that
the vertical effects of the net subsidy are the main source to the total redistributive effects changes. The results of the Theil index
decomposition show that the between group effects are the main source for the total index changes.
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