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Abstracts

A Study of Modern Economic System Construction: Its Framework Key Issues and Theoretical

Innovation

LIU Zhi-biao

The construction of modern economic system is a major symbol and a strategic choice for large

developing economies in their way to high—quality economic development. It is necessary to set up
such subsystems as the industrial system market system distribution system regional development
system green development system open system and economic institutional system. As an overall
framework what should be done is sticking to a principle as a guiding line to build an innovation—
directed coordinated industrial system and a “three-tiered” economic system in which strengthe—
ning the real economy and building a modern industrial system are the most important in supporting
this system and framework. To establish modern economic system is a great policy in development
a big achievement in theory and a great contribution to the development of applied socialist econom—

ic theory with Chinese characteristics.

The Big “One” and the Many as Well as the General Intellect and the Multitude: An Interpreta—

tion of Virno’s A Grammar of the Multitude

ZHANG Yi-bing

In the capitalist social reality of post¥ordism the plurality of the multitude is still ruled by the

oneness. But this new “One” no longer makes its appearance through the compulsive oneness of a
state nor is it a collectivity through the ideology. It instead becomes universality of a new kind:
a language intelligence and ability that are shared by everyone and appears as the general intel—
lect—a way of existence for the multitude. The “One” is quite different in effect from the oneness
of both custom and conception for it does not replace the plurality with oneness any more but tol-
erates the otherness of the Many leaving the multitude subjective further to the rule of post-Fordist

capital.

Will Social-Responsibility Regulation Inhibit FDI?
XIAO Hong5un CHENG Jungie HUANG Su-ian
This paper studies the effect of social4esponsibility regulation on FDI and its mechanism in the
perspective of cost driving. By constructing and testing a theoretical framework it finds that there is
a significant positive correlation between social-responsibility regulation which includes economic
freedom anti-corruption employment welfare environmental regulation and FDI inflow. And yet

there are such differences between countries as big small coastal and high income countries.



While tightening socialresponsibility regulation is not conducive to attracting FDI in manufacturing
it does help promote FDI inflow in service industry. Our point is that with improving the level of
social-responsibility regulation China can expand the scale of FDI and optimize the structure of

FDI  which will help realize industrial structure adjustment and value chain upgrading.

. On Strategy for Emission Reduction in a Supply Chain: With a Consideration of Carbon Emission
Cost and Free Emission Quota
WU Peng YIN Yi=i
As environmental problems are more worried about the right for carbon emission becomes a new
gateway for commercial value so is considered as an operating cost for an organization. This paper
studies the optimal decision on emission reduction for organizations considering emission costs under
different modes of supply chain coordination and different free emission quota allocation schemes.
The results show that centralized supply chain has lower average emission but higher total emission
compared with decentralized supply chain; the upstream firm in a decentralized supply chain has

higher tendency to reduce more emission; if free emission quota is allocated according to the emis—

sion intensity rather than emission capacity then the supply generates lower both average and total
emission and any emission reduction decision can be partially adjusted by changing its free emis—

sion allowance; an emission reduction decision has positive influence on supply chain partners.

From Economic Theory Legal System to National Strategy: A Three-Dimensional View of Anti—

monopoly

WANG Xian-lin

Antimonopoly or competition policy as an economic phenomenon is primarily a subject matter

for economic study then a legal system and its enforcement and furthermore a national strategy in
the context of economic globalization. In the dimension of economic theory antimonopoly is an in—
strument of correcting market failure; in the dimension of legal system antimonopoly is a system
design of maintaining free and fair competition order; and in the dimension of national strategy

antimonopoly is a whole project of protecting national interest in globalized competition.

On the CPC’s Choice of Goal and Model in Fulfilling “National Unity ” at the Beginning of Its Es—
tablishment; Review and Interpretation of “External Factors” on the Basis of Historical Literature
QI Pengfei
In 1949 the Communist Party of China ( CPC) set up its goal and model of national unity
namely a “unitary republic state’— ‘the People”’ s Republic of China ” which is a remarkable and
distinctive feature of Chinese Marxist theory as well as the principle of maintaining regional national
autonomy while exercising democratic centralism. This is a historical choice made by the CPC after
its exploring and practicing the theory of New Democratic Revolution and a historical sublation of
the original goal and model made when the CPC was first founded and then exercised for a long
time: copying the goal and model of “national unity’  ‘hational self-determination” and “Federal—

ism” with the “Soviet Union Model ” as the bases and major features. The reasons why the CPC was

driven to take this choice are complex and manifold with some being subjective and others objec—



