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Evaluation on Operating Efficiency of Trust Industry in China:
Based on Experience Data of 20 Trust Companies During 2004 2008

Luo Qiaoli1 , Pu Yongjian2

(1. School of Economics and Business Administration, C hongqing U niversity, Chongqing 400044, C hina;

2. Sustainable Developm ent Research Center, Chongqing U niversity, Chongqing 400030, C hina)

Abstract: Based on Monte Carlo simulation theory, structural equation model theory and three stage DEA model theory, this paper selects rea-

sonable and effective efficiency evaluation indexes and the variable of environment index to estimate real efficiencies of 20 trust com panies in Chr

na from 2004 to 2008 which eliminates the influences of environmental variable and random error variable. T he result shows that real efficiency

of Chinas trust industry is influenced not only by allocation efficiency but also by environmental factors, which verifies the hypothesis that envi

ronment variable and random error play a great role on real efficiency of Chinas financial trust com panies.
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Evaluation and Expectation of Rural Households to Cow Subsidy Policy: Based on

Cao Jia', Xiao N an’

Analysis on Questionnaire Investigation for Rural Households in Hebei and Liaoning

(1. Labor Science Institute, Ministry of Human Resources and Social Security, Beijing 100029, China;

2. School of Economics, Beijing T echnology and Business University, Beijing 102488, Chin a)

Abstract: Based on the questionnaire investigation for Hebei and Liaoning province, this paper analyzes the evaluation and expectation of rural

households to cow subsidy policy. T he result shows that the rural households” overall opinion on cow subsidy policy is very well, but the effects

on increasing output and resisting hazard are significant only to the majority of farmers, and is not widely recognized by farmers, and has no

long-term effect. Therefore,improving the standard and operating procedure of subside policy, reforming the way of loan guarantees and mort-

gage, strengthening the publicity and establishing a long term system should be made.

Key words: cow subsidy policy; rural household
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