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1. BRIZEIT5F 1 Ath Ao fEREEL/
R—i3y
Decentralization reform and Innovation

1990F R LFE DG S HEE LRI E

The first phase of Decentralization reform, second half of 1990s

-  BARO#ABEEKE L T-REOBZE,MSHE - FEOBKequal and
cooperative relationship between the central and local governments
L m L, BSOFEFELHBTICHEWT, #iBOFBEICEBMICRYBAT
LREC LD,

The local governments are required to deal with challenges of the area
on their own responsibility and determination.

-  WAHBARRKE. S% EESEEDS/R—a VEEHTLDEITRIE
BB,
HEDITBHEEZEZHOH T, ChERIFL. EREEDIT, FILLWBEARZHEILTLK
DENH D,
The local governments are required to make innovations and promote
administrative reform with their residents.

(200043 A29R . T# A NMEHER B R PRKRE — SHERUL S DRIE—
TE1E 2. BT RENERHROLE A DHERED B - I_Ez‘“taﬂzimﬁm)

SEBHRICE TS BB ERE ORISR

Innovative Strategy of Local Government Management

BREOERISEY)ICRET 518 #1-0REICHEB I A . ITBHRRHEE =R
innovate organization and operation L TL 3 \§o

(1) FTBEHDELI-AEH—ERREDR Rpublic services can not be offered entirely
by administrative bodies
#HERFFEZOMEBOELICHED., BHRE-BELTIER=—XITROAH 5
IELTULKDIEEMICE=ICEHRA
(2) BRLULBABUK R difficult financial sﬂuatlon‘bﬂb.ﬁ’.&f’%ﬁ@ﬁzﬂﬂ%}amass retirement(Z
3%t It T B 1TEUAH D Efrestructuring of administrative structures

IH %0t baby boom generation |DE DA RBEEZ . AR —EXERE

FIZRETE A DEE

(3) TEHR=—XITx G L= R DB A7 R AL 1< 7 11 1= Ex i flexible and responsive
organization
Bohi-#E&iElimited resourcesE M EMIERTE 548

(4) BEORENERKRICEIZHLSDAEEED BLE M personnel management

(5) BREMOHERLHBAF Etransparency and accountability
TBEHEEREIESE T IRCAVMNY—ILELTEMISERT R E,

(6) BMITHEILESELDBEYEF VY &INSUAD MR check and balance between the
executive and assembly

(FR174E3H. RBET HERL ST L i TRAREE ORI BT 2RI REEI2L5H




F1MAE I HENRE ORZE
Chronology of the first phase of
Decentralization reform in Japan

e 1993%F 6A38 MASNIEDHLEIZEIT HiREThe Diet resolution of
decentralization ($25&5%)
. 48 HADIEDHEICEET HRE (S ER)
o 19954 7H3H HhASIEHEE EDecentralization Promotion LawiE1T.
175 5> ¥E HE#E T B 2 Decentralization Promotion CommitteeF 2
. 128208 ADEHERZERE 1 REE 15t recommendation submitted
to the Prime Minister

e 1997% 7H 8H HANEHEZTERE2RENE 279 recommendation

. 9F 28 HANEHEZERXFEIRENE 39 recommendation

. 108 9H thANIEHEZEREAREE 40 recommendation

« 19984 G5H29H HhANHEHEHEETE 1st Decentralization Promotion PlanfE &R E

. 118198 HhADEHES B RESRENE 5 recommendation

« 1999% 3A26H HFE2RMASIEHEETEIREZERE 2 Decentralization Promotion
Plan

. " A MEDHEER 5= DEFREEOBBS BT HEE G
A4 ¥E—1E%The Decentralization Packaged Law ) ERIE R E

. 7R 8H MhADE—IEEMRIL

« 2000 48 1B thASHE—IEERET(RED)

The Decentralization Promotion Law

The Mafional

The National Diet

Government

' The Decenfralization

Enactment of the
Decentralization
Promotion Law

Promation Committee
Recommendations for —_— o
specific guidelines < Deliberations

Respect

[ Preparation of the 1
| Decentralization Promotion Plan|
T

Reporis

TCabinet decision >

[ System for institutional delegation | I
[ National government participaion | [ Implementation of } m
s

decentralization policie
| Mandatory regulations | m
| Subsidies |

__ based on the Plan_
— Creation of a new decentralized society [| e———

(ILTERIES.) 6




M5 HE—15:%(2000.4. 15T DELHAE

The Decentralization Packaged Law

EDih A D HEHEEET EICE DS, BET 5475K0DEFE %R Erevision of 475 laws .
(1) HEH#IObjective
HEOHREERDITHFIEN S, Bt A BAKRIX S DEFequal and
cooperative relationshipl 23T o71=l &4 &4 @J&L‘D%ﬁbb\ﬁﬁﬂl%ﬂr’! Ez&.&’&k%&ﬁﬂ’]&
LCHlESNT=,
7 BAARIL, B2RE S B S & {Eself determination and self responsibility® &z D1 &,
BOTHEBEMNOREMICERT S,
(2) MNZEContents
A BEARIEOEREEDHDIMABAERVENNBFOREEEDHDIEEITONT, ROBE
NTbhhtz,
S h B BRIRD &R E| 48D R A the principle of central-local government role distribution
EIEERELTOEL - £EMNGEER]- BEIC Eﬁ?‘é$?§%,iﬁ7§liﬁ&®?§m®i§5ﬁ€—%:&
’E—EZF&L'C ﬂi’.tﬁ! hl‘f%ﬁﬂl’&éiﬂ’m\’)?’

B8 ) Abolltlon of Agency Delegation
%%Eﬁ*ﬁc%?%%ﬂf"l:tﬁé.lt EH"@%?%IQ: —“BEEIG)'E&%EE&L TNLNERS BAKD
FEEER TS
Q EnBEEDRELEHLLIL—ILOMESL) Curbing regulatory obligations (Creation of new rules
concerning central-local government relations)
BEFICLIESEREL EZFICRUEF OBESOALT S, FRAGNIE, FE=FHE(TEHithrA
1’?%Li2§§xj)!w
HE[R 725 ) HE#EPromotion of the transfer of authorities from central to local governments
Q Z\%%Eﬁl D EELL - #EFIRe-examination of “Compulsory Organizations and Posts,”
® thAHITBUAKIOREIL Improvement of local governments’ administrative structures
HE 7

HhE D HEHEEDE = - EHR

Reasons of Decentralization

M5 S HEMEER R =S (19965E3A 298, th¥%)
Decentralization Promotion Committee interim report

. EBTIEE-SADHIECcope with the changing international community
EH LAEWSHEVERAERE~NODEORETORIGEENETOHL-OITEH ., A NIELTHEL .
DEETD Iill*lFﬁﬁluﬁ?élﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁf}kﬁvﬁi‘ﬂEi"/ﬁi?‘é\_&é‘—ﬁbf CNEEEIZLZOR
%'l"&ﬁ‘-@1tb§§1tb'(b‘(’<%'€&éo
«  HEE—{EEHhDOREcorrect the uni-polar concentration in Tokyo
§fﬁ"’*ﬂl§—_0)Eiﬁzﬁi’&%?ﬂ&%%@(-‘f%f‘&)( L ASEEHEL, FTIIBUA-TRLEDIR
EHEREMAIZHML. CHICE>TRE—BEPRRICHIEHEA T, HISDEZE- 1T XLEX
ABDAMEMABETE T, B SDFHEMYRSEIVLENH D,
o EEHMEHER SR building local communities with individual character
FLafIL -SSR LEBABITBY —ERE, HildE RO-— X2 RBLI-EE RO B T 7552
RIZBREIREZLDTH D, TOFRERELTHBENE T HELTH, TNIEEHESN DR EHIGRE
ETIREG ERGHEMELRBIRETHD
ZTZTIDE. tb?&s_h\ééﬂflll%mf%%g( AREALIHRICEKBLTIKEOIZH A S
HEEHEL. BEOBEXK B - Xbxt oSt 2O E S R EHEELRT RETHD.
- BERttE-DFEtR~0HEcope with the ageing society
A AHEARBE IS SITEY —E RAD BT THETER LD TREL, FEOAIEAN NP
O. RIUTATHEDZAZIEILD  ZBEIZIH>TIIRBETEDSAEZHR T, 2R HBOY—EX-
FINT—DEHRT DRENHD
\_G)Ea)’F’ﬁ@:‘ﬁ'ﬁl&"ﬂ\ﬁ:’di’)@{i%ﬂﬁ’)(”}lEt EQ&EATFAD . S5I2IE R BRI OMEEY DT
LEISOTLTIIIIEER TERL, COEO LA OY [EA A #ARO LN TL, ERICH
ﬁ&%ﬁmﬂ’]ﬂﬁﬁ"#.{*f?ﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬁ@F]$I§E( FDIFAFTALY,
ZITIDRE, KDRERKEM ﬁ"?i‘“&'l‘¥1|:$i‘“( BOREI= ST H1=8hI2% . M5 MBS i
L. ﬁﬂza)frs 1|:.&"$AT§:’;1§JJE1E:E‘9"’\%'CEB




2. BARICETAHBHEIH]
EEREOEREE (FHGDPH)

General government gross financial liabilities Percent of nominal GDP

)
m

. — BB OERERS
D*GDPLL

e (Hi#2)Economic
Outlook 808 | (20064
12A OECD)

+ CHEBESIICE. K
FREFFEHEEEE T,
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B et s cata Y 1)
el Bk

o B i | PREEME] Franee
s 4 [=gediiio]

[
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(BARBRBBETIZELS.)

3th 75 A B DK

Financial Situation of Japanese Local Governments

-5 BA IR B 48 financial deficits
4.42Jk M (20074 )

ARKEE debt ratio
11.6%(20074E %)

-BHEDBAELRES gross financial
liabilities2007EEXR T
— 1993k (X GDPH 38.1%)

-{B 3031 75 B 44 00 B BUE EL 1L B E4R A°
104ERTICEE R AL deteriated financial
indexes

(£ A HEREER)
19955 E 20055E
- #2E U L current account ratio
84.7 %—91.4 %(+ 6.7 )
-NMEEGIBILE debt service
expenditure ratio
13.3 %— 19.2 %(+ 5.9)
- #2485 BB Lt issuing bonds restriction
ratio 9.9 %— 11.7 %(+1.8)

GEMTrillion ven)

HWHMET RO D

: 174
141 141
[ | 1nz
|| I 87
- .1
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

£ )

(BBEAR—LR—CFMIES.) 10




7T ET B D& A & 5= DK

deteriorated situation of local debt

44

an

1ogt ST
+ Allocation tax special accounts ( local =E|-.M@Hl TR 1 f-

Governments share), :Im“ FREFRES M E a0
-Eubli)c enterprises (ordinary accounts O LG, G DE 1] | |
share L
-Ordinary accounts ) EE———— . .
-Ratio/GDP i |

11l
. I e |
e
Showal 551=1980 i
~ %
Heisei 19]1=2007 8
(BT ER—LR—T 0 it
BOKRIZED,)
] ™%
BEGHEMKRNGEE? S SFTRIMNIIBUEBIRIT AT
3. E{SI[-__{$0) fatal Y720 trillicn)
E I ! ’
“Trinity Reform” -
Pl ks Lecal famag Maloral el ; locl pewi e
FLs =
Distribution .
of Financial B
V3L il P TR Habioral govemanaai : Joca) gossmmeani
ReSOUrceS n.ﬁ“ IIII"I!!'II!I* “-‘% u‘ﬁﬁ
between e
national a— ! e -
government T d S e
and local '
governments

Foturn
T
(el tudpet) =147.2 trillion yen

Sowrn Evie Fapr o el Peblic Prusss, SR staen PO s lmre] Wimisy o el AMos and Cannaicanes




- AR EDRERE
Chronology of Trinity Reform

20005E4H 1B TH#H 49 HE—#EE 1T The Decentralization Packaged Law came into effect
Hi 5B FEE— P BI 2514k supplementaryprovisions § 251& &bt 4R
2001448268 /MEMEFEKoizumi cabinet started
20024E5A 218 RAIBHREMAUHBROBERELBRFBRISOVTIORE
Katayama's draft “Structural reform of local public finance and transfer of tax revenue
sources”
6A25H TEAAE2002]“Basic policies for economic and fiscal management and structural
reform 2002”, [ =R —(ADRFEI1ZITEH T,
200346 A 278 T&AF$+2003] “Basic policies 2003",
= —ADE ], 4k FADFHEBILHIBreduce the national treasury
subsidy and obligatory share to approximately 4 trillion yen,
12A24B FRI6EEFEBRRERBRE
P (£%:272:)79,000 % F | D i
20045 5E|25F1 By [l ff l*‘J*fJEI?fFQ‘V%%S%%Z&"F@%’Si NS TERRHGE
68 48 THEZAXAE2004] “Basic policies 2004”
8HA 248 #5/<H#Six associations of local governments
[EEMABRAESFICHETIRER~ A MEREDT-HDI =R — DR E]~ ]
reform plans for national treasury subsidy and obligatory share
118268 BRF- 5550 2% |agreement between the government and the ruling parties
200546 210 EAA£+2005] “Basic policies 2005”
7H198 #AAE# TEEHBESFICETIHER(2))
11A308 Bf-53%, Zh—@hHEEE
(“Recent Local Financial System Reform (Trinity Reform)” Hiroshi IKAWA, ProfessorNational Graduate Institute for Ppficy
Studies (GRIPS)Council of Local Authorities for International Relations (CLAIR) Institute for Comparative Studies in Local
Governance (COSLOG), 8. )

=R —AREDAR

Results of the Trinity Reform

(Trillion Yen)

EEMB A HSHE
national treasury subsidy and obligatory ¥ 4.7)H
share reform

PR RR

transfer of tax revenue sources % 3.0kH
Hh 5 AR A B e
(M5 22 A5 B e O i B A o] SR AE) FIA5.13kH

Allocation tax reform

M= —ADOHEID R | (2005412 A27 A& O SEHR &




4. ERELDKEBF Big Municipal Mergers of Heisei Era
Changes in the number of cities, towns and
villages

(ias sz 328 Ban 328 438 28 aba —
| | | B am

W
bl T Le! L*llu'!lm!lagl 4 .,:x-l;l—ﬂl

5
Ll - e
- )

o i '-,Il".l-$z- T RE Rl odL ]
g N T | (DT
£ 1w . B ok

1

L

o |t I e, . e - . e N .
P ,7-' -l AR T T >
£ OF g W g -“‘ \c- 4:' ol i S o
98 vl L] 20 i b 1] 04 2 i a1 1L

(BABRRBEER—LR—OTRHHEBa—F—12&5.)

FROKEGDEH

Reasons of Big Mergers of Heisei Era

MEMH S OEREDRITDONT waons
| 1, BABEORE Fomotion or dece ntakization |

EE U aRE S8 b B R N L TR R B R R
— BRI E I S T
— WfELFREFREEEANT LAk — POl Do vl LS E,

| 2. PFHBIEDEMR he declining birth rate and aging population |

¥ S FBRRCFER LSRR ISR, TNHERET Er—C AN REERRT SR
. AANEC, e

| 3. anﬂwh Recponse 1o Suburban Sprawl |

P AAOEREFRVEST B SHOENEEI L HREELSE mLTEY, Wrusire
EXOREsRELATLE,

| 4. FRUNFEDHEME rromotion of administrative neform |

B-dfrealt. T ERIER Sk, Bl -Lla—ll EvinRirrs Ml
l.'l‘:l.',hnl'l.-t'lﬂ EEAETELHENES BrohREE NN RY SR

(BABRHEBER—LR—SAHEHI—F 18548 BATRA METH & HEIREH (PDF) IRY 16
L7 HR—LR—UTCLAIR Fact Sheet “ Municipal mergers in Japan’lZ& 4. )




& i BT+ D ER HR D i

Innovations ? by the merged municipalities

MO Higit. BRaESoERE- - SHICESBEE -
MU F R I e R [ Jfatg U Tl BB 31
MERRCWERGSRED SRS LT R -5, THOSS- BERADE s ML R
WOEELY Tl T
BEEM-STMEhSEOS . =5 NEREITE I || -SoARE0ERALET. SR EASHEERLL
EMREYERE -REE S AEoT RS RESLE MRS
AR E ERHEDE R, MO =T FMONE. JEa s || CEANEONECING:. RMSEEDERD WEY)
P S o B O 5 R L B D L
BEORR - KIEWORE - Wikeo | SHE A2l FERAY A1)
AEDT 7 r i DURI B M £ R RS S ONEEE =
GREROEA- MR, KX BEORE. OORHERT | 342G R5I-L TRIESEARE
BRI EERTSE FEA, I, TR B R WY
BEHSEOERY-ELORRE - EISEr— EHBRORBOCEEIE
SRl T, TR —E AN ER . g T
Ll b Y
T | o —
R EELMEES mS, FRL RS EELOTLT
B0 LYBROF RS —E DR B (Ao HRLES BRUREIERL OV T2
- - AT DR DN - D BEESHEEOER Fu-

L AR EENEN SR HSE D B L6 BIMEE 554 8
BRCLOEMORML, RRE 0, || o mHEEE

-EegTs R TSR EREERE
HEDOMEELESEERBEvviaiEaER it
EMEMORES. LN EAROIER0 TR RMARH-EL. HELIRETRE

(ER19FAR19BRBEAHMRRMHFLLFELIWERIELT AHTEIHORMEOEE). RE
R LR DT B —F —11285.)

5. RERTT&HFLGELVEE 1(2001410H31R)
Declaration of Yamatsuri Town assembly
against the Municipal Merger

AT HATH & BB BB, TRATE
3A31BETI B H 52 E3,230THATH £
1,000758001=. B =(£300(=F BT FH DK rﬁ‘—"\L
AP EEDESELTHYET . "‘ﬂ,—} i _rJ_\\
E0 BRI, B E A KE L ERE oy
BTASLLEE & DR S BE2EH » |

FL. EOMBERICRITLSET SBEN R a |

BRTHYET . B AT
HETH S %L HEEET ITREL - .

T ERER S AR EL TR, Bo0# %l S

BOREFESEEDLEBERREET B =

HELAIB>THYET, BER 1
HAHEAOKECEIE, AEABAGE ! ukushima

Fretecture =

AL D STHEIM A HICIIHETET. &
ADBEITEE I REET 1221 HITICEED
FRICZToKYBISMSIEN, & COBF, 2
[CEZELFEDEGR THY . FFEICHIRETZ
TRRITARETHNEHELETS,

FO T REMITVAESTETF L EHL
BNIEEEELFEY,

RNt
Y

..-"..‘ “trmArELr]

TR13E10A31H (EIE, REETR—LR—DIZED,)
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KEETICEITHETOH

innovations in Yamatsuri Town

BRE - A-E D HIM reduction of personnel cost
FHRIRAELE (20034F LIRE) | VB EERS B M. TIRA R I BELE
ETEHHIR (18 A—10A. 200249A8)
BT £ - 3 B S EIR
BEOBBHT - #AMERE organization reform
LERKHERREHIZ,
FEOERL. TR -BR-HERLITI MUBRLEERNT TS ALH5,
BFBEORBIZILYIREM LEA flextime
SEch R B
BOTAII7EF ~18BFET
HH R 48 154 il EE DRI B
‘IEHEDBEEFHREHLLTHA, MRIIHE BETEER L - Mt
BREm-HEEO—TIE
REFRIET B 78255 M 518F4553 F T, LIEA (X7HF45 M D128455F T
ETHE D AXP S DOTHNERLL THTIILVATHEIC
IEEERARITT D, A2V TH(BLVHIOKEIZ2757000MT500M43) Tt
NERBHEOEE AR EIIS LM AR o1,
BRIBMEHBBRORR
BIGEBEAHBEEL T HAKERICHI-o TS,
BEEMNER
BB BLEURIZHT=5, RITBBHNFEFLOIMNSLVRERITRANEL,

20064, [ &R&4H 1= R EEE Yamaturi Library 151018 . BEOFIEE—HRIZHY.,
H1FETLEN 543755000 D FEEZ(T1=,

(FY—BEHBHAII1F AT (7 (Wikipedia) II RRET1FIZL D, ) 19
6. % 3kTH DBt Bth#E Bankruptcy of Yubari City
Y ek D& Yubari City in Hokkaido
A Opopulation:14,791A E
I531£6,952 A/ % 157,839 A e
sk 6,878t & /
% #:E#&senior high school 1 e | )
/HE#Xjunior high school 5 ;o J,"Hﬂkkﬂldl:l
/I 4 elementary school 7 flr et
1% #E kindergarten 1 e b e
HREFR nursery 4 - _f?l: -
E&E R fmkthospital 1 o, o i Gl
I fclinic 6 ( P R (L
/&R BT dental clinic 7 e P
(ER12FEBERE)
(2004%9A1RH &)
(FaRmR—LR—DIZ&B,) 2

10



% SR R BB D #EAE
Chronology of Yubari City’s Bankruptcy

19854 ZIER R SRIREE T AR IR, FEE 624
AAE—2 (11)57FAN) peak of the population(117,000)
19874 oA A H{kfree import of oil, LIRS, SRELOPILFAK <.
19904 3A SZEFRARRIL (Rthomsn) Bl last closing of the coal mines
19914 1A AT Mt L—AA ] =T
20024 108 vUY R L—AA Y Y — Mgk E i UG
20064F 6 A20H BIERTH R, K12 X 5 MBEFE R E P announced legal reconstruction
9H 11H JeEiE 48R OMBOER B 2iE) #RAK
9H29R Sk, M7 W B AR EE R B RT E RIS L 2 MBI 1L HERIR
20074
2H22RH AT, MECEE O I Hiproposal of legal reconstruction
2H28H Aagiidke. WMBOF G city assemmbly
3H 1R A, BRIl A B4 |2 B2 H reconstruction plan
38 6R G, TRERFM 2 KRR, &R, MBOFRERTIRIC BT
designated by the Internal Affairs and Communications Ministry as a
"municipality under financial reconstruction.”
4H22H A aEifi R mayor election, RIS O eatbilR, HBAFHEK Y3 21

SRMORBRR — EEDLE—

Yubari’'s Financial Situation

SRR
L...Lﬁﬁ:;
Yubari City \\
fﬁrilTiztl:ﬁ?FEH‘#-E} .

= L
-] |"l-lt:|-tl!l FUE-ARA TN I-aal-AERE L bl

genaral recosces ’_lﬂ:‘llﬂi‘ lll1lrI| FETAUCEE H&IHL
[E7mm|[T47mm|[ 28 3mA |55 0@A IEECAREEE T

(FR18F10A13H, MBHIEFERR MEHIENHERESBLHBRRVUBBEREN: SRS
AR A MBRERSRAER (1) 12£5.)

22




Y ek B E T EOME

Outline of Yubri city’s reconstruction plan

(1) A EEO#M an 18-year financial reconstruction plan
lasting through fiscal 2024

2007 EEMND2024FEEFTTD 184
(2006 EH#)
(2)fRiH 9 _EFFE pay off its 35.3 billion yen debt
35,300E A (2006 E E R RAH)
(20064 £ AT #E B B 44(4,400E 75 1) D #4981 )

)M BEROEX &t
TEEGHMBLEEZR(REL, CNhERSH ., LELEHEHEEITR
FIdLEbIC MELEIFRARZIT.

The internal affairs ministry essentially controls the budget until
reconstruction is complete.

23

YRR BRAEOE KA
Contents of Yubri city’s reconstruction plan

- RADHELE secure of revenue
O TWEB. BEEEBLEOBREDI| LT raising the tax rate
Q@ IZHLBEFEEIOFRESE AR PEEIORE Lraising utility fees

- R DOHIE reduction of expenditure
O #WALEEOXIEZEIIR reduction of personnnel costs
LEOHETA O TR LEVIREKE~SIETIF5 L L bic,
M B3t 20064 E D269 A D> 520104 103 A E TIZHI slashing the number
of municipal officials (@S
HiEERHE, 86.25 /B 1 5H25.975 /A ~, HKBMEOBMT LIE Y EH3HE L
RVl Eh, BEEEDL. 1BABINITHR
@ EBELOKRAHRE L revision of affairs
REERREIL, DIFRB(A0%)RE, HFMERIF(30%RE., ME%sH
(BOR)BEZHIRT D & & biz, RENREIT, BITBHERBDODOHRITRS,
® BHTEEORE L revision of tourism section
@ WP R L revision of hospital section
® HEER DOHBEA revision of institutions

24
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4 okt O A B DR A
Reasons of Yubari city’s Bankruptcy
- LtBERERESOISETOMBEE(CES HHEI(20064F9A118)

Hokkaido Prefectural Government

@ MBI OHREFHEE B2 M-I BZ

@ A D KIFHR D ~DF DB

@ BRRDERIL, FEELMBFELEBFRIZIVFFTORELZREE
P IHBRSE=TE,

« BEAY DR (20074E3A7H, IS EHMBHEEICRS BAHFRED
the All-Japan Prefectural and Municipal Workers Union (JICHIRO)
—FE AR IO BOEE ICHEARAFE HEF/EMN-EDE R,
@ EHBALICKZ 2B ADOR
@ FAlLEOEBEAKREN L

Q@ EXBENEGHMEDELIBAEE~NORENBATH >-CL. @ BR
RENERLAVERIT TERTNTILERERSIKRRE

LEFFEEL FRITEGA D=L
® MRBEREICKY A FBNBIELIZSE

25

FRMICHITHETDH

Innovations by Yubari Citizens

« AR Coming of Age Ceremony
%ﬁlﬁﬂtL\aﬁJZA‘tG)Eﬁﬁézfﬂ»ihéJk«R‘c i1i’,J'|:0)¥ﬁﬁJZAT’B75‘EEEE’] I2F
1’EL)0)EJZAT FﬁEﬁm&#( BifE —a—RE. 2EICTLEFBELTHMIN, £

EDAH R MNH2365 #‘%%%Lf#ﬁw}%,éb\lzlfbh ILADHHANS ML, 7
FﬂK—AUﬁ’?LG)r%VEUEZA‘tJ&&OT_O

«  HEEMELR Yubari International Fantastic Film Festival

BEIShBHCEEGoIPSIFYER I 7 VAR T4V RBER IOTREARTDEEE
EHETNPOIEATWDSEYI7 2 CREABRAAREE) N [ICRE. REEIH DI
%ﬁ/l\bf'%ﬁi@lﬁﬂiﬁ%’w)zowizﬁF#ﬂE’é"E ELTLS%,

o THRFELIKYZFMFEHI Yubari bylaw for city donation

20074 2H28H. itﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁfﬁni‘“li LENSDEFEREYRTDELIY(SEH
TEODEEAR, AT TERT LIPS FVELGE | (SFEREER, NPo,i':Aux
STRER) AL EREST, FﬁL%WI%'IEE*&)%ME%%*’HTOTL\T—%

o« T®HAAM melon castle |
200757R48 . BBL-TmBELNRIIL-Y RBEENEERDIEEEEBEICH
Y. L TR ELEE B,

(BHRMEFILD,) %
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7. TL—A OB EI T
Modernisierung des 6ffentlichen Sektors
in der Freien Hansestadt Bremen

TL—AVHBEATTL—A0DOHEI TR

[TL—AVIZEITDAMEBPADRED DT ARTDIAV T, TAD VB KUEHE
DERE(E. ﬁf“o)Eﬂﬁcfﬁ%b\b0)HR%IJt%htﬁﬁéﬂ'éﬂﬂﬂﬁcﬁﬂ'}ﬁi’riﬂﬁ‘cﬁéo
Grund fiir alle Konzepte, Projekte und Vorhaben zur Modernisierung des 6ffentlichen
Sektors in der Freien Hansestadt Bremen ist die Beseitigung der extremen
Haushaltsnotlage und die damit verbundene finanzpolitische Umsteuerung.

ITABEREE, 1/ R—2aVBRTHD, [ELVSTINETI—IF. TRTOBERS
E]\vt THHE CHESERHNERLED, MRERLLTRRER. FETIELOTIEA
Da es aber nicht ausreichend ist, lediglich Kosten zu senken und aufgabenkritische
Ansétze durchzufiihren, muss das Leitmotiv "Sanierungspolitik ist Innovationspolitik" fur
alle Politikfelder und die Verwaltungsmodernisierung umgesetzt werden.
Haushaltskonsolidierung und Verwaltungsreform sind dabei kein Gegensatz.
Verwaltungsreform im Land Bremen leistet einen Beitrag zur Sanierung.

X X ) 27
(Tbremen.de | TL—A* B #§ET TL—A> DR ED T hDas Bremer Modernisierungskonzeptl1Z& %, )

TL—AmIZH 5 R i E

Citizen Partnership in Bremen

ONELAIE. BREMTROEOFHLLWNSUREEEDHIBER DT ITNIFESEL, FET
ENEOLNELE Y —EXEZTTIE TROPFELERICIEZ SN, |
Wir miissen eine neue Balance und Arbeitsteilung zwischen Staat und Birgern finden.
Durch steuerfinanzierte &ffentliche Dienstleistungen allein werden die Erwartungen und
Anspriche der Burgerinnen und Birger an Lebensqualitét, Ausbildung, Betreuung,
Kultur, Pflege nicht mehr einzulésen geschweige denn auszubauen sein.

OlNJL—AVICIE, BRIS. § B, RS T4 7 EE, %%ﬁw)ﬂil HE.EBICHITHEEH. R
SUFATI—Crvh, mRBREMREDOXILABT>TNS, |
In Bremen und Bremerhaven gibt es schon heute eine ausgepragte Kultur
ehrenamtlichen Engagements, freiwilliger Unterstlitzung und solidarischer
Verantwortung. Es gibt eine Vielzahl von Stiftungen, ein buntes Leben in Vereinenund
Verbanden. Es gibt die Freiwilligenagentur und die Birgerstiftung. Darauf kénnen und
mussen wir aufbauen.

OTAHBBOBEECZ, MRAS~DMBEENTHD, TL—AVIE, MEEICHI>T, #IS
HEEZ5IERT. BRUICITHLTCETRFHOGHETOBEIEEZZEYEL TS, |
Die knappen offentlichen Kassen sind vielleicht sogar ein Katalysator auf dem Weg zu
Figer Zivilgesellschaft, die von Eigeninitiative und Selbstverantwortung ihrer Biirger
ebt.

Bremen ist zu Recht stolz auf seine Jahrhunderte wahrende Tradition des
Burgersinnsund seine Selbstandigkeit, die immer von Verantwortungsbereitschaft und
Eigeninitiative der Bremerinnen und Bremer getragen war.

(200549A28H . L/l THenning Scherf AITL—AV &, BERBT ANy ar - R—/3—Mut zur Selbstandigkeit
Bereitschaft zur Verantwortung Zukunft fiir Bremen. Diskussionspapier anlaglich der Ruicktrittsankiindigung am 28. Septen%%r

2005112&%,)
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EEHESHIL—A2 1438 (20014)

“Aktive Burgerstadt Bremen*

@ TR#kmBurgerstadtl DEEZF BIEL 1=, RS MBeteiligung: +yk7—%

Vernetzung- B ;&#8# Selbstorganisation D% &

@ WREDRIEEDIalog mit Birgerinnen® 1= M 1T D 2 BHOffnung der Verwaltung

® BrAS MO 1=HO XL EdKulturwandel

@ HARGHEWTIL—TORIZET 2HESMOEEKEBeteiligunngschancen® BA

{KIZ&kBRIEAusgleich
FitE Fit & =5tE
Auftragnehmer Auftraggeber Auftragnehmer
TS iaE, £HFE0E) T EGEE aER - 17 Hag & (ATEEYREY Y- 1
MR B RIT - (REA (S - ga - HEICBU AN
CIEM - Ry . g -
C RfNY-E Ak Mo - ERAmAY H C Y- AL HREN
| AhA% %368 5
[ EBE S - TSR D E A 2 ) =
ivi - 3h=E
L T = - Wettbewe rb/Effizienz

paradigma

(Winfried Osthorst/Rolf Priggel 1 & B &tk &L T X #BiDie GroRstadt als Birgerkommune (20034, Bremen, Kellner-Verlag)) I2&%. 29
BE HETTEHMIL—AVITH 1T RHBER LM RS (FL72007/3/30) 1B, )

8. ERAHEDEMRLE

International Comparison of National Burden Ratio

(%)
B0 -
Dt SR RIEE MEMLERAEE
N 1 ommaEsR
HIME AT HERFRL o
60 202
ol - 242
w0 | L 228
146 LA Gm)| o
L 41.5 499
= 39.7 37.1 368
2715
w | 25.1 232
ol i - DAz o+ L ARl AdE ] 1. A9 00
A10 -
B& FAYR AFYR R IR ArIT—F
(20074FHE) (20044F) (20044F) (20044E) (20044E) (20044F)
Japan 1Sh LK Germany France Sweden

ERABE=MHAEE+HERBAEE

BEMTERABRE=ARKIEE+HRAFHERMEL
National burden ratio = ratio of taxation against national income + social security burden ratio
Latent national burden ratio = national burden ratio + deficit ratio- national income ratio

(%) BAI£2004F TS, ERBIEEE36.9, BEOLERBBELS 1, MERAFHERFSLES2.
(BABRFFMBE BT —2811285, )
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{+ i {i fiE i 28 (FRZE B 2R) D EIRR L 3R

International Comparison of Added Value Tax Tariff (standard tariff)

IS T
A
< BB 3 T
= E y
1}
| e Bl E " o Fl
dulldmliiE SR ,
= i E =
OB N T A A ) ) A IO | -
' |
AR PR LR (A RRRIR LR R 0 1 M R DE ([ |
P A
| I j‘ ﬁ
AT T T L s A R
PR I SR B I T e L T LT - e ]
I | |' -rIIIJ:l < - p e o e ] T.l '-;-\,l a L
¥ h T

(1#%5) 1. BARDHERES%D S5 1%8 L (it 5 HEB (AT THD.
2. AFFISHNTIE . EH OB K- 5 —E B ((HEER) DI, [ZEAEDINTIEFR LR ENRIND, (HlAL2UAH8%)
3. FAYHIE. M. BB, FISLYMNFEFREBAREN TS, (H:=2—3—HH8.375%)
(i F7) IBFD "European Taxation Database". & EA FERMEYARE. BIES RUBEBRMR—LR—DF(2k2.

(BABFEBETEMRERICE T 2EH (FRI9F4ARTE) CRER) 1I2&5.)

31

O. 2/ S SHERE
The second phase of Decentralization
reform in Japan

20065 7H 38 ASE21HBESIVBREHER] Report of “21 century
Decentralization Vision Forum”
FAE—RBEROIELADREH, HAEOTLEHIEEXAFHRIEE
DL, TBEMEREHIOIELNICEME. §&3FEMTSKARED
BRBE. \OCEHEEEARLT IFRXABOBAZLIRE
7R 78 T&EZKF# 20064 1“Basic policies 2006”
WA MEIZMITT, BRESO—FBLERELEICKY., BEE0R
EQEUJEELE:@&)&)&&U; EoOE 5 -EEHBAIESOBEL /M
3,
10A278 WAESEREHELRZBBRE. BSREH
128 8B M A HEdEHE#E EDecentralization Reform Promotion Law
R
20074 48 18 B9 #ERE#E LK Decentralization Reform Promotion Law HEfT
48 2B EHEREHAZRESDecentralization Reform Promotion
Committee (DRPC) HE1HE4H
58308 HASEREHEESSDRPC IEAXNAE X Basic Thought

for Decentralization ]
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W5 HEEHER RS DRPC

rEA47%:% %2 Basic Thought for Decentralization 1(1)
AENREROESY

The local Governments play the leading part.

O A B~ BiaiTEE - BIaHBUE- BIRILEEZE TS
TEHAKZREYIEA
Local Governments = completely autonomous entities
O EDHYA.EDI=bZDLDIChIDHLIEELBIAH
]
important political reform of the country
O FEDBEM BN DARIEHITEADBEH
“doshu” (wide area local government) system

33

M ABFOBEETIL
Tiers of theL G

| HFRBEHF |
Central government
® TY—Lavmlptl ﬁ
ZEOMIHESY e
J—Va VB
| Region government li %
@ TIRBEBAT I 1T o
TR LU higiEE Y | RSB @
County Government 7
Q@ TEBEBAT ETKTW 2
FERISEL REHTR | Municipal govérnment |7 €
Y e ¢
(@]
EEBEBRF
@ TEREBUF | Neighborhol?fd government li P
SHITERICEE TT
[ e )
citizens

34
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BEXREE DT B BEREELH

Number of Tiers and Governments

X5
BRI WG B D%
i > Number of LG a B
B4 Tiers
U —¥ a VBUF IRIRBRF EREBF
Region G County G Municipal G
HZJapan 28l (9, 11, 13) 47 1,804 | HRHEIFIL
—THTAS
FA4Y _ 16 439 12,340 | JH—RE—THRTA
Germany 13l &
AXY R 1~2)E i (12) 4 197 434 | BTk
UK
TIVR 3@l 22 96 36,569 | JN— B THETAS
France
1297 3 20 103 8,101 | JH—Ut—ifilrAs
Italia
L 4 IIE3EH 17 52 8,109 | JH—Bk—ilTAf
Spain £
TAVA 50 3,034 35,937 | JH—BB—THHETFT
USA IIE3EH L

(BAIF2007F4A18. 752 R($20074F (@M - RERR . 7AYHIF200267 ARE, T

. 2004F 1R, )

3t

BER R4 E 0D 30 75 BUAF FE FE ARAE & 3 (A O FHIER)

X4y AB
BEAN| FEOADBEBIZLDFHE aX (128.1+ b)
Population Modification by population
E4 million [ y—avmpr IR ERBAF
Region G County G Municipal G
B
A Japan 128.1| (9, 11, 13) 47 1,804
FA>
oy 82.7 25 680 19,114
e 59.7 (26) 9 423 931
TIFVRA
Frans 60.5 47 203 77,429
187
(2 58.1 44 207 17,861
ARL Y
Spain 43.1 51 155 24,101
ZS)(AU ? 298.2 21 1,303 15,438

O
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AT ERERERA R DRPC
rE A 8474% %2 A Basic Thought for Decentralization J(2)

SAZEEHEIE deliberation item

E & B DREIBOBEL-RELE drastic revision of role distribution
BRI E o R SR A SR (SR e,
_tgi)’.zgﬁ BiRIX. BRAMLERMESD. EROEEEH R AMBRGETRENR
EH&tADBRINSIBOMELEREL(DBHCEOREL, A XA ERH D FELL - HE/d .
7 B AR DM - EE(DZ')A{[:G)?E:E)O*EBE#%E%G)?ELOa%HH BETORE
ZHIHIEEDILR, ESDREL, EDZESICKAHI-AREBEM T - HFIZDO0
TOFIVIV AT LDERE
55 BB BE DB streamlining of local tax and financial system
EEtADEENDIBEDBELI-REL, SMERMRICSIOLLVELRBEDHE., £
DR, iﬂﬁfﬂ%ﬁ@?ﬁ%ﬁ&{% I OBIUREDZ EZDBENL, HERE. EEM
BEEE AR AREORMBRLEDEBEDHYSIZ DT —IKEIZRE,
5 {E%E S T S HEIC Ao =3 5 B B B D B2
1TBUAF DRIE B UBEIL 55 streamlining of local governments’ administrative
structures
5 BAERAESITITRR UMM BOBREDHES (LI AP EREDHEEIC
RS U 17 B 1 0D 22 UEE A&

39

AN IEREHHETELDRPC SEDEETTE

Deliberation Schedule

EEFM0AH
DAY MALORBXMS
T MERREE
EREAGERT . Db ML
L RARICEN
2007 fall ‘i
DRPC will submit the interim ER D RMEERYELSD
recommendation. y
‘& BbUhzEunE
P BRI i)
. H: 4
W aENEeE
| M B R
(20074E5 8308, AN EREHERE R _im: g
KIEANLEEZF IBERIZED,) et it - B Rl ;EJ.—,E&.HJ
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Hm  MBRnE I/ R—ar

Conclusion

o THBOFIHISEST, thABARKIZKEI 1/
’\—/EJJ(TT E%ﬁ't1§&fm@” FBEERDE
E3) Pl GRS (R

"The Financial Restrlctlon could lead the local
governments to “ Innovations”.

e HADELEDOTTO, BARITHROIA/A—3
VIESLITRTHICIE, FE#E&%U%JEHX£)B$<%
2B DS HERED A BETHS

In order to promote “ Innovations” by local
governments , the success of the second phase
of decentralization reform in removing “financial
restriction” is essential.

. —A . A HEMCEAEBFHIH A ELTNDEWNSTS
LERDNREEZRICES>THETHY. ZORRA
RETHD,

It is necessary for our Democracy to make up
the gap between the revenue and expenditure of
our governments.
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