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Path Review and Systematic Adjustment of Science

Technology Innovation Policy Evaluation

from the Perspective of Fair Competition Review
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(School of Law and Research Center for Economic Law, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract ; Science Technology Innovation (STI) policy evaluation is an important way to implement the innovation— driven
development strategy in a modernized economy. It is highly similar to the Fair Competition Review in concept, value,
function and so on. The Fair Competition Review has the unique value of guaranteeing fair competition in the market, can
solve the logical problems in the STI policy evaluation, and break the government-led closed evaluation system. The exist-
ing STI policy evaluation has some problems, such as standard ambiguity, mode deviation, absence of subject and absence
of result, etc. From the perspective of Fair Competition Review, systematic adjustment can be made to STI policy evalua-
tion, and focus on improving concepts, procedures, standards, results and responsibilities.
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