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Evaluation of Performance-based Plan: A Case Study of the Decentralization of
Markets in Beijing
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Abstract Despite the fact that urban plans in China are increasingly regarded as
a form of public policy, it is still widely contested that how to evaluate them from the
* AeFE: wiaAaRF AL A RE perspectives of public policies. Much plan evaluation of existing studies is based on
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the conformance instead of the performance. It leads to the result that plan evaluation
considering more established goals and objectives rather than their general influence
in social equality, economic growth, and environmental protection. This paper aims to
critically examine the recent policy of the decentralization of markets in Beijing with the

W pErdeS: TU9SY performance-based method. It concludes with the suggestions to improve the policy.
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