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The Technical Level of Import-and-export Commodities and the Transformation of Chinese Industrial
Economy Development Pattern .
Wei Hao and Geng Yuan 93

Based on the new perspective of technological level of import-and-export commodities, this paper empirically
analyzes the influence from the technology content of Chinese goods imports on the transformation of China’s
industrial economy development pattern from 2001 to 2011, and on the overall industry level, different types
of industry level, different types of commodity level, and other industries imports level. The research results
show that"the rise of China’s technolog%lcal level of import commodities can accelerate the transformation of
China's industrial economy development pattern; and the effect in capital-intensive industries is quite significant.
Capital-intensive industriés should import more intermediate goods and consumer goods, while labor-intensive
industries should import more intermediate goods. The improvement of the technological level of import
commodities in capital-intensive industries is conducive to the transformation of development pattern not only
of their own industries, but also of labor-intensive industries. The robustness check proves the robustness of
these results. Therefore, Chinese government should attach great importance to_import, especially the import
of capital-intensive industries stop focusflnct; on the development of particular industries to give full play to
the Ilnka%e effect among industries, train technical personnel to provide talent basis for the absorption of
imported technology, reduce the financing costs and broaden the financing channels for enterprises to provide
capital supPort for import, and thus enhance the promotion of technological level of import commodities to the
transformation of China's industrial economy development pattern.

The Commanding Hei%ht for Crossing from Traditional Industry to Emerging Industry: a Study Based
on the Case of Elec-Tech’s Inter-sectional Upgrading ) T o
Mao Yunshi, Sun Saisai and Li Wei 104

Based on the case study ofElec-Tech, the authors_stud% the inter-sectional upﬁrading process. The paper
crosses from traditional small home appliance industry into the LED industry through the cooperative innovation
and collaborative using original small home a pllance_lndustgl’s R&D system and purchasing system, formin
new profit growth point and finally realizing the coordinated development in the double main_ business of sma
home appliance.And LED. Research finds: Basingon the correlation resources is an effective way for inter-
sectional upgrading. Enterprises acquire strategic assets through the acquisition of R&D or brand, promotlnﬁ
traditional enterprises inter-sectional upgra mtg. Enterprises master both ends of smlllng_curve throug
connecting the whole industry chain to achieve traditional enterprises inter-sectional ulpgra ing. Traditional
ent?\rfrlse udpgradm can combine multiple upgrading models, e.g. the coordinated development of OEM and
OBM, coordinated development of double main business.

Public Finance Audit of Central Government: Problem and Correction B
o ] ) . . Wang Chunfei, Zhang Yajing and Guo Yunnan 111
Public finance is the foundation and important pillar of the national %overnance. Public finance audit
guarantees the implementation of the pollc%/_ of public finance, in favor of the transparency and openness of
public finance and reaching the target of national governance. Each year, the National Audit Office, on behalf
of the central ?\Iovernment, reports the problem and correction of the public finance found by the National Audit
Office on the NPC, and the problem shall be required to correct. But, the rectification effect of the problem is
not as expected, which seriously affects the realization of the goal of the national governance. In January 2015,
the National Audit Office disclosures the audit report of the implementation of 38 central department’s budget
and other financial budget. There is a significant difference from the previous in the report that for the first time
the National Audit Office disclosures respectlvelc?{ the problems and rectification of one-to-one corres?_o_nde_nce
for each central department. Based on the 38 audit reports, the paper focuses on the problems and rectification.
The paper finds that the problems found by the National Audit Office focus on budget preparation, financial
allocation, and the use of accounting standards; the problems of subordinate units have the higher proportion.
Each department makes some active rectifications on the problems, but the means of correction is too simple,
and the implementation of correction is weak.

A Primary Discussion on the Theme of History Research, the Historical Data and Methodology .
: : . o Guo Jingyun 117
The studies of Chinese history does not only need to prevent from falling into the trap of explaining ancient
matters according to the present things for the false appearance of Chinese culture’s unchanging, in the tast ten
centuries, but also may not replace deep and direct investigation with scientific-style interpretation from some
theoretical pattern fixéd. At present, the research of concrete problem based on single discipline ma?/ lead to
be lack of integral comprehension on the other side. So, the research of ancient Chinese history should follow
eight ?rlnmples and equip_with an ability of cognizing historical data as foundation competence. There is an
important mistake in realizing the school of trusting ancient matters, which takes the manner believing ancient
documents have something true as a trust of historic reality narrated in ancient documents, that is why former
researches usually read the word ‘complement to correct’ as ‘complement for proving’ in Mr. Wang Guowei’s
method of dual proofs with underground materials. A research, therefore, should express first its time and space
clearly in which it is writing, but not the time and space it is describing. Researchers need to hold a manner of
exploring the ancient matters, treating the value of historical data dialectically, and put forward the main method
of reading the documents.

gn the ﬁelatlonshlp between the Ancient Documents Collation and the Evolution of Modern Academic
esearc
) ) ] ) ) ) __Yin Xueguo and Jiang Shuzhuo 161
Phllo_log{!cal value is the basis and premise of academic value,which is the ascension of the philology value
as a projection of modern academic concept. The collation of ancient documents focused on academic Vvalue in
the modern sense brmgmg classical academic ideas into modern knowledge system in the framework of modern
academic research, and establishing new disciplines thereby enriching modérn disciplines. From the collation
]gf”ancgent Ilitﬁrature to modern academic research, new subjects and new paradigms have been evolved the
ollowing path.



