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Evaluation on implementation effect of China’ s water environmental protec—
tion plan

LI Tao', ZHAI Qiumin', CHEN Zhifan', SHI Lei’, MA Zhong’

(1. School of Environment and Planning, Henan University, Kaifeng, Henan 475004 ;

2. School of Environment and Natural resources, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: The water environmental plan was selected as the research object, it” s implementation effect has eval—
uated preliminarily in this research. Through comparison and verification of data from different sources, the water
environmental quality has been comprehensively evaluated. The results show that no clear evidence manifests that
China’ s water environmental quality has been improved. There is a big deviation between calculation results
based on official data and based on the water balance model. No exact evidence shows that the point source pol—
lution has been effectively controlled.

Key words : water environmental protection plan; implementation effect; policy evaluation



