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The modern university organizational reformunder the guidance of social service
Gao Zhenggiang
Ningbo Dahongying University, Ningbo 315175
Abstract: With the development of university  Its social service function is becoming more and more obvious, university
is paid more and more attention to social services in the process of organizational change.The existence of social service
oriented to our lack of university organization change problem, research USA University of Wisconsin social service
organization reformpractice, the better our local universities to play the socialservice function, has certain reference function.

Keywords: University of Wisconsin modern university social service organizational change

(3] . . 2006 04 .
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Optimizing Higher Education Resource Allocation among Provinces:
A Empirical Study on Variance and Convergence of Education Expenditure per Student
Xia Yan & Cui Yuping

(Institute of Higher Education, Anhui University, Hefei 230039; School of Education, Suzhou University, Suzhou 215123)

Abstract: Based on econometric method with data of education expenditure per student of full-time higher education in
31 provinces during 2001 to 2010, the current paper examined the convergence and spatial dependence of higher education
expenditure among provinces. Results show that significant difference exist among higher education expenditures, and stable o—
convergence is absent. Negative correlation between growth ratio of education expenditure and beginning expenditure, as well
as significant absolute B-convergence are found in overall and western regions. Moreover it suggests no club convergence in
middle and east regions. Conclusions can be drawn that raising higher education scale and economic development in under
developing regions is beneficial to balanced allocation of higher education resource, and convergence of higher education
expenditure among provinces can be promoted by growth of expenditure in adjacent provinces, higher education scale and
regional GDP per capita.

Key words: higher education education expenditure variance convergence spatial dependence

-84 -



