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Abstract The main purpose of this paper is to use policy instrument theory to separately
discuss and analyze the four phases of Chinas urban health care reform. This paper
summarizes and sorts the policy instruments used in the urban health care reform; explores
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administration and is also the deadline of fiscal democracy and fiscal supervision. This
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fiscal transparency elevation. Then this paper suggests three models to promote fiscal
transparency. According to China’s present fiscal transparency this paper gives some
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Abstract Nowadays the thoughts of western postmodernism are surging forward. The
postmodern public administration theories as foreland of public administration theory
have been introduced to Chinas academe. Among those theories an America public
administration scholar David John Farmer as “a wellknown postmodern public

administration scholar” is been concerned by many scholars from China and other

countries recently. However different from the traditional completely negative and




