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Analysis of Modes of China s Public Policy Evaluation

WEI Shu-yan', LIU Z hen-Jun*

(1. School of Humanities & Law, Northeastern University, Shenyang 110004, China; 2. School of Press Northeastern University,
Shenyang 110004, China)

Abstract: The three modes of China’s public policy evaluation are stated i. e., the unofficial but mainstream evaluation to CPC s basic
policies, the resiricted evaluation to government’s general and pmctical public policies and the independent evaluation that was to be
done by a third party, which has been coming into prevalence. Their advantages and disadvantages are analysed with the intention to find
reasonable modes to evaluate public policies. It is recommended to step up effort to develop independent intermediary organizations and
allow them to play a leading wle in the evaluation of public policies so as to make policy evaluation more objective and reasonable.
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