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Abstract

The post-evaluation of major administrative decisions helps to understand the implementation effect
of decisions, find problems and provide a reference for the adjustment of decisions. It is crucial for
the successful realization of the expected purpose of decisions. Therefore, it is urgent to strengthen
the institutional construction of post-evaluation of major administrative decisions. By analyzing 83
specialized Institutional texts on the post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefec-
ture-level municipal governments, focusing on provisions related to the evaluation subject, initia-
tion, content, public participation, and the disclosure and application of evaluation results, it was
found that the overall institutionalization and standardization level of post-evaluation of major ad-
ministrative decisions is not high. There are issues such as an inadequate and imperfect institu-
tional system, a lack of rigidity in practical implementation, the improper focus of the evaluation
content, a low level of public participation, and insufficient disclosure and application of results.
Based on this, it is proposed to formulate relevant institutional norms for post-evaluation, promote
post-evaluation as an institutional arrangement, increase the proportion of result and impact eval-
uation, enhance public participation in post-evaluation, and advance the disclosure and application
of evaluation results.
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Table 1. Specialized institutional text for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefectural-level municipal
governments
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Table 2. Coordination institutions for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal govern-
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Table 3. Implementation institutions for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal gov-
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Table 4. Initiation situation for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal governments
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Table 5. Initiation situation for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal governments

(Should Initiate)

5. WRHHMAEXTEURR AR BB (R EEE)
FF5 R Hu Ty
1 HRATBURE PR IE AR VR A BOR DL Al 2 A 0 A 2 B RAR 294
2 AR BENEFE AU PRI DL A B 28 4
3 FRAT B S S I ) S AR B U RCR 24
4 BURF (R IR NN A 15 2L 194
5 TREEIAT /7K TP BAAL I A 6 B B8 ] BURF (HR SR O 17 T J 1A 134
6 TR RS, R B E B 54
7 NRRFWEE . B RS RE VP N KRR . B 10 A S UL EER A 32 H X 54
8 TS EORBEAT PE A 44
9 E%HH%E@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%wm%\ﬁ%%W@f\ﬁ%%&ﬁ%, 44

HL L STt — 5 A ) B 2830 i

10 W TBUTZOR PP 24
11 W2 MAKEZRS ., B BT IP 14
12 B L MEEE. R THAENLOGHR R AL 1A

Table 6. Initiation time for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal governments
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Table 7. Initiation requirement for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal govern-
ments
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Table 8. Evaluation contents for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal governments
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Table 9. Results application for post-evaluation of major administrative decisions of prefecture-level municipal governments
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