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Characteristics of China’s Macro-Regulation and Economic Policies

in the Recent Years

MAOQO Zhen-hua, ZHANG Ying-jie, YUAN Hai-xia
(China Chengxin Credit Management Col. , LTD, Beijing 100031)

Abstract; Throughout the recent decade, we witnessed from “Preventing Over-Heating and Inflation”
to the strong stimulation of “Four Trillion”, from strong stimulation to directional adjustment and
control, from Minimal Stimulation to Supply-Side Reform, then from emphasizing the lack of effective
demand and management crisis to emphasizing the decline of potential supply and structural reformj;
while pulling the country out of the financial crisis, China’s macroeconomic policies are displaying
more and more Chinese characteristics of macro-regulation; strengthened “Trinity System” and combi-
nation of short-term regulation and long-term reform, enhanced policy continuity and coordination;
along with aggregate policies, the magnitude of structural regulation increases; innovative macroeco-
nomic regulation concepts that result in more flexible macro-regulation mechanisms. Further
diversified regulation objectives lead to a broader range of regulation tools, which may bring over-inter-
vention to the ordinary state, and meanwhile become one of the major sources of fluctuation to the
macro-economy.
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