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ABSTRACTS

Case Studies of The New Young Man at Ministry of Organization’s Editing Li Pin

The editing of The New Young Man at Ministry of Organization wins its fame in the modern history of Chinese editing and pub—
lishing for its conscious intensification of anti-bureaucracy theme and its embodiment of the editing pursuit of Qin Zhaoyang Peo—
ple’s Literature’s executive editor-in—chief. After Mao Zedong’s proposal of public criticism China Writers Association persisted in
editing reason discussed related theoretical and practical problems in the form of panel and brought forward the title of unknown

heroes for editors which means a milestone in the modern history of Chinese editing principles.

The Real Meaning of Zhu Guanggian’s Beauty Is the Unification of Objectivity and Subjectivity——to Discuss with Mr.
Huang Yingquan Concurrently Wan Xiaoping

Zhu Guanggian’s Beauty was the unification of objectivity and subjectivity is based on the anti-metaphysics of modern philo—
sophical aesthetics. He opposed to treat the heart and object with substantiation and thought that the definition of subjective and
objective are relative the real meaning of beauty was to eliminate the difference of subjective and objective and to reach the same
of heart and object especially the same. Mr. Huang Yingquan thinks that Zhu Guanggian’s Beauty was the unification of objectivity
and subjectivity is subjective the reason is that his whole thinking method is old ontology. His analysis to Zhu Guangqian’s Beauty
is the unification of objectivity and subjectivity is static not dynamic. And his reasoning involved soul and image are not accord—
ance with Zhu Guanggian’s intention. His incarnate thinking makes him to separate aesthetic and aesthetic feeling which is the root

of his wrong conclusion.

A Post-Evaluation for China’s Eleven Five Year Plans Yan Yilong Hu Angang

Five Year Plans ( FYPs) have served as important development tools in China stipulating development strategy and develop—
ment targets at different time period. This paper adopts quantitative goal-oriented approach to evaluate the 11 FYPs since 1953. The
Ist is a highly successful plan during the planned economy; the 2nd was blindly pursuing extremely high targets ending with a total
failure; the fourth was from the 3nd to the Sth which were completed in an average level. FYPs in the transition and market economy
period have much better achievement than those in planned economy period and their performances are generally better than those

in planned economy period; the performance of Five-Year Plan has reached the highest level by the 11th Five-Year plan.

Empirical Studies on the Economic Support of Emigrant to the Aged in Developing Rural Areas——Take Zhongzhai Bri—
gade of Yidu Village in Defang Count as an Example Zhang Shengrong Nie Yan
Emigrating raise the income of emigrants their economic support for rear aged should raise too. However the finding of
zhongzhai brigade is different. The possibility of attending and economic support the aged got was reduced at the same time; there
are two reasons playing important role to the lower support lever for one thing the world of emigrants have changed; for the other

the raising income of emigrants have not go critical.

Formation of East Asian Trade System and Decline of Tributary System——Dengzhou Port of the Later Tang Dynasty as
the Center Chen Shangsheng
Tributary system is a theory that overseas scholars used to interpret how ancient China played a key role in East Asian trade
system. However this paper has shown that East Asian trade system initially originated from the economic interest drive of Jiedushi
of Zi Qing Town after Anshi rebellion. Because he controlled the international right of the Tang Dynasty exchanges with Silla and Bo—
hai it began to appear smuggling trade among Tang Dynasty Silla and Bohai with the Dengzhou port as the center. After the Lee
separatist forces of Zi Qing Town ended the maritime trade which was dominated by Jang Bogo among Dengzhou Silla and Japan
formed a large scale. After the period of the Five Dynasties and Song and Yuan Dynasties along with the establishment of mutual
trade system which centered on Shi-bo-si system East Asian maritime trade network also continuously developed. From the long pe—
riod of history tributary system theory can neither be regarded as the character of East Asian trade system nor explain the forma—

tion mechanism of East Asian trade system before modern times.
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