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Implementation Performance and Suggestions of Grassland Eco-Compensation Policies: Based on
Urat Back Banner, Inner Mongolia

YIN Xiaoging
(Rural Development Institute, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100732, China)

Abstract: Policy implementation has lived up to the anticipated outcomes since the commencement of grassland eco-
compensation policies, based on the macro-level statistics released by the government. However we have glossed over
various critical issues, such as the low standards, sustainability, oversimplification, lack of dynamic adjustments and weak
supervision in the implementation of the compensation program. The paper has taken a close look at Urat Back Banner for
an extensive study on the above effects as the first stage of the compensation program approaches its end. More specifically,
we are proposing summaries and analysis for the problems in solution selection and implementation effectiveness, as well as
improving suggestions for the completion of the grassland eco-compensation program.

Key words: grassland eco-compensation; implementation effectiveness; policy improvement

2000
o

21
2003 “ 77 2011
2010 “e i
2011

[3]

2011 136 2012 150

[2-6]

http://d.g.wanfangdata.com.cn/Periodical zgmytx201401034.

aspx
7z 2011 3
28 ““2011
77 2016
2016-2020

1963- E-mail: yinxq@cass.org.cn



- 40 - 33 3 2017 3 Ecological Economy, Vol. 33, No. 30 March 2017)
65.5% 21
6 90% 2514
68% 20 70
30% 9% 180 80
1.5 24.8 9.4
500 30 50km
2011-2014 5000 8000
160 40 120 200 km 1 2
10.13 146 534 4 5 2
[7]
1.2
2001
[7-10]
2011
1210000
268 2000-2010
2001
2002
“6 65 7 “« zz
2 000 20
2011
I 4500 /
1.1
2 000 2500
(1
2% 122000000
12%
315 86% “
6.5 3 3 50 7z
40 3952 13 500 4.95
3 634.23 /

97% 2 973.99



- 41 -

10

250

223

2003
12 27 882
74.4% 25.6%
930 16/
110
2014 2012
1 606 176
2.1

12300000000

474 | 1.185 (500 800/ 50 /| 10 /|10 /10 /|10
/ / / /
3 340.58
1 747.23 474 /
400 4.95
/ 1 065.35
1.185 /
125 1.2375 /
3500 500 2012 800
175 31.3 353
10 1
334
4 000 133.6 2015
2 202.85
1 145.05 2011-2014

4.64

3.81 0.51
2241.76
2
2.1
97%
2.2
1 143.02
2.3 €~ c >

50

150%

2 204.92
65.86%

889.59

34.14%



-42 - 33 3 2017 3 Ecological Economy, Vol. 33, No. 300 March 2017)

3000 1 2 000
2011 340
2012 184
2.6
2 2013
680 70 000
e vs "
5 000
15 000
15 000
15 000
15 000 50% 15 000
150%
<< »> 1 669
3
5000
1520 5000 3.1
15 000 e vs
372 15 000
2.4
2010 12 31

2.5 2011



-43 -

3.2

33

2015

10

234

11 186

23 700

2013

/

74%

98%

5 840
2010

2011

2010
2014
91.5%

3.85

2015 27
3 591.7
2 2015 1 439
150%
2012
2
2 2012-2015
/
2012 220 2
2013 170
2014 200
2015 250
34
5
2011-2015
2014
15% 7
12 /
17% 42 14 /
29% 8% 14
7 49 /
37 / 20% 3%
43 1
29 15 /
9.4% 15.2% 5.8
10.2 13.8
35% 9.4 / 3.67



-44 - 33 3 2017 3

Ecological Economy, Vol. 33, No. 300 March 2017)

42

350 100

10 000

150%

43

66%

4.4

200

4.5

& 000

2011

2002
5
2007
5
2009
12 000 /
495 /
474 / 021 /
1.185 /
1.2375 /
1.5 /
4 3 3



[1] . [J1.
2016 3 105-110.
[2] . [71.
2014 11 100-107.
[3] .
— [1. 2014
11 2442-2450.
[4]
(7. 2007
8 142-146.
[5] .
(1. 2008 5 1-6 .
[6]
[C].
2015 7-36.
[7] . [J].
2016 13 48-49.
[8] .
[J1. - 2016 1 165-
176.
[9] )
(7. 2016 1 95-102.
[10] . [7.
2016 8  62-64.
[11] . N
S (1. 2007 5
114-128.

). 2010 2 99-104.

. 2008 2 60-64.

;51 . e
2015 1 17

1. 2015 1 74-77.
[7] . [N].
2010-01-11 01
[8] [J].
2010 8 4.
[9] .
1. 2015 2 29-31.
[10]
0. 2013 5 99-105.



