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The Em pirical R esearch on Influencing F actors to U rban Pub lic Security.
Based on the Survey to Urban R esidents in W uhan

LuH ongyou and Jia Sha

( Econam ics and M anagem ent SchooJ W uhan U nwersity)

Abstract Based on the m kwscopic survey data of urban res dents nW uhan’ s dan and for pub lic security this paper establishes
an ordered probit model and enpirically analyses the infliencing factors to utban public security The empirical esults are as
folbws (1) Some residents socioeconan ic characteristics such as age educatbn kvel and fan ily scale inflience the demand for
pub lic security remarkably but others such as sex marital status nature of woiking place ncome level wealh level and so on
don’ t have rematkable inflience on the demand for public security (2) The price effect the substitution effect of private security
service and other pub lic sewice influence demand for pub lic security service rematkably The policy meaning of this paper is that
the public security service’ s effective supply is decided by the effective dem and The govemment should relax thematket access
establish the “ publi’ and“ private” security serv e supp lan en tary supp ly m echanism, and at the samne tine under the p rem ise of
decided tax revenue scale dealw ith the com petitive relatbns bew een public security and other®wholesale” public goods
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Factor Content of Trade in China’ sM anufacture Industries
The E ffect of Intemm ediate T rade on M easuran ent

LuYao

(SchoolofEconan ics NankaiUniversity)
Abstract This paper amgues that the waditbnal way of calculating the factor content of trade is not suitable for develop ing
countries which have a laige share of processing trade W e suggest an mprovedmethod by distinguishing the trade i intem ediates
and final goods Ifmeasured by the traditbnalmetod of factor content of trade in m anufacturng ndustries n 1997 2002 and
2007, we find that the pattem of trade in China is a good example of rehtive advantage theory and the skill- mtensity has been
mpmwoved after China pined the WTO. Ifmeasured by the mproved method of Chind sm anufacturing industries in 2002 we find
technology m atrix of processing and non— pmocessing fims & very large and the traditonalway of m easurementwill overestin ate
the factor content of export very much ifwe do not distinguish the processing trade and non — process ng trade
KeyWords Factor Content of Trade T rade in Intem ed iate Goods M anufacture Industry
JEL Classification F11, F12
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