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Progresses of Inter — discipline Related to Regulatory Capture Theory
Li Jian'
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Abstract: Regulatory capture is a theory which studies the relationship among various interest groups in government regulation and it
introduces economics theory and analysis method to the objectives and outcomes of government regulation which greatly expands the
view of regulation study. It is pointed out that the study on regulatory capture is a kind of inter — disciplinary cross — border cross —
level research and then is a new energetic field developed by crossing and integrating the regulatory capture with many related
disciplines such as management law political science and sociology; in which the connotations developments and new trends are
expatiated. It is indicated that the refinements of these disciplines imply the profound understanding of the human being on the
regulatory capture around antecedents types affect and governance aspects. Based on the characteristic and shortcoming of the
current research we put forward the suggestion in further research for the principles of the integrity and ultimately develop toward the
establishment of the comprehensive theories.
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Trade Growth Labor Market Rigidity and The Inter — industries Transfer of
Labor Force: An Empirical Research Based on Panel Data Threshold Effect Model

Yu Guansheng
( Business School Wenzhou University)

Abstract: The existence of labor market rigidity is one of the key factors to determine whether international trade can promote inter —
industries labor transfer. However existing empirical studies have neglected the decisive role of labor market rigidity. In this paper we
build the indicators of labor market rigidity and inter — industries labor transfer based on foreign literatures and use panel data threshold
effect model to research the diffident influence of trade growth on inter — industries labor transfer when there are diffidence of labor
market rigidity. Our research find that when the value of labor market rigidity is below the threshold value trade growth can accelerate
the transfer of labor force between industries; when the value of labor market rigidity is above the threshold value trade growth will
hinder the transfer of labor force between industries. So we can get the conclusion that if we want China’ s trade growth to promote
inter — industries transfer we should first do reform in labor market and eliminate labor market rigidity.

Key Words: Trade Growth; Labor Market Rigidity; Inter — industries Labor Force Transfer; Threshold Effect Model

JEL Classification: F16 J60

160



