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A Study of the Progress of Balancing Development of Compulsory
Education among Counties and Districts of Beijing from 2006 to 2015

YUAN Lian-sheng, HE Ting-ting

(School of Economics and Business Administration/Capital Institute for Economics of Education,

Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Using indicators of per student expenditure, teacher-student ratio, gross enrollment rate
and senior high school entrance examination scores, this study examined the progress balancing develop-
ment of Inter-school equilibrium and rural-urban equilibrium in compulsory education among counties and
districts of Beijing from 2006 to 2015. The analyses revealed that there was a significant input in balancing
development of compulsory education among counties and districts, but the quality of balancing develop-
ment was not always good. Per student expenditure of primary school of outer suburb districts was higher
than urban districts, and per student expenditure of middle school of outer suburb districts was close to ur-
ban districts. The expenditure gap of compulsory schools between districts and counties was significantly
narrowed, and the balance level was significantly improved. The student-teacher ratio of compulsory
schools of outer suburb districts was lower than suburb districts, and suburb districts was lower than ur-
ban districts, but the staff of middle schools were surplus in all districts. The gap of primary school
student achievement was significantly narrowed, with balance level increasing continuously. But the gap of
middle school student achievement was not narrowed, with no increase in balance level, which means the
narrowed gap in input did not lead to the narrowed gap in quality and there is a long way to go to achieve
balance. Based on our findings, In order to promote the balance of compulsory education among districts
and counties in Beijing, we suggest that the city government should put student achievement/quality as the
most important education balance indicator, improve their management in education and teacher allocation,
and lower the public school’s restriction on migrant students’ enrollment.

Key words: Beijing; compulsory education; balance among counties and districts; input balance; a-

chievement quality balance



