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Assessment on the Implementation Effect of the Environment Regulations
Taking the Policy of Limit on the Pig Farming in the Jiulongjiang River

Watershed as Example
Liu Qing & Wang Yiming
( Department of Public Finance Xiamen University Xiamen 3610005)

Abstract Environment regulation is always one of the main policies in China for environment pollution management
with the positive functions to the environment protection in China. However it also has some shortages that result in
the deviation of the original target. Since that it is very important to assess the performance of the environment regula—
tions. Taking the policy of limit on the pig farming in the Jiulongjiang River watershed as the example the essay made
the comprehensive assessment on the performance of this regulation on the aspects of policy target realization degree
realization of main environment protection indicators environment protection input benefit and the public participation
and satisfaction degree in order to make the contribution on the promotion of the construction of the Jiulongjiang regu—
lation policy system.
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