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Core Journals and CSSCI at the Crossroad——A Shilly-Shally Situation in Approach Selecting Zhu Jian

Why are there many disputes over the guides to Chinese core journals? CSSCI played a vital role in academ—
ic evaluation. All being sort of rankings of Chinese core journals they differentiate each other greatly in such as—
pects as objectives functions way of use and output. While the makers of the guides just turn information
searching into theory evaluation is doubtful the makers prescribe in the guide. The exaggerated evaluative func—
tion of CSSCI is also leaving far away from its original intention though its making is well under the guidance of
information searching theory. Reform of academic evaluation is clearly in order and in this prospective the

guides to Chinese core journals and CSSCI are seen to have a new approach in which makers should be as wise

as being back to their original intention information searching. In their future development there will be a
conflict between the role they are expected to take as information providers and the role they are eager to take as

academic evaluators.

Strategic Analysis and Practice Cognition for Five-year Plan of National Development——A Case of the
Twelfth-five Plan Wu Dan  Hu Angang Yan Yilong
The Five-year plan of national development is the magnificent blueprint of national economy and social de—
velopment in the next five years and the common program of Chinese people action and the important means of
socialist modernization construction with Chinese Characteristics. The Strategic theoretical framework of for five—
year plan of national development is background analysis-theme and mainline-strategic orientation and design—
strategic implementation. Firstly according to planning appraisal and development diagnosis on the one hand
background analysis refers to comprehensively judge international and domestic situation scientifically based on
the fundamental realities of the country. On the other hand background analysis refers to analyze periodic char—
acteristics of major contradiction and significant relationship of national development and grasp the key contra—
dictions and the focus of the conflict. Secondly the theme and the mainline of national development in the new
five-year is determined. Thirdly specific strategic positioning and the guidelines are determined strategic objec—
tive and quantitative indicators are designed. Finally the major task policy guidance and the project of strategic
implementation are determined. Five-year plan of national development embodies the uniqueness of the socialist
modernization development road with Chinese characteristics which is comprehensive expression of China’s sci—

entific development direction strategy target and policy.

Deliberative Democracy and Modernization of China’s Rural Governance Zhao Xiuling

Thought and culture have been well prepared for the rural implementation of deliberative democracy in Chi—
na which is both necessary and possible since the reform and opening of politics economy society. Delibera—
tive democracy in rural areas has the characteristics of richness complexity and diversification and it is also a
process of constant evolution and development. The boundary and scope of deliberative democracy must be clari—
fied and achieve its different levels of coordination. The biggest advantages of deliberative democracy in rural
area are. to help change the rural political culture ecology and improve the subjectivity and creativity of broad
masses and cadres. At present however deliberative democracy in rural areas is still in its infancy of develop—
ment and there are many problems need to be solved. Most crucial problems are injecting the modern ideology in—

to the deliberative democracy and underscoring the rule of legal thinking.
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