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ABSTRACTS

(1) NDB’ s Infrastructure Financing Function and Its Development Concept
Huang Metbo Chen Na $ ¢

This paper mainly analyzes NDB’ s role in infrastructure financing and its unique South-South devel—
opment cooperation concept which are different from the other Multilateral Development Banks. The gen—
eral reasons for NDB’ s emphasis on infrastructure in its purposes and functions include the theory mech—
anism for infrastructure’ s effects on economic growth as well as huge demand for infrastructure financing
in developing countries especially in BRICS. However the most important reason lies in NDB” s South—
South Cooperation nature and its development concept which is different from the existing MDB’ s. In the
future operation NDB’ s South-South Cooperation nature may help overcome some common problems

faced by the traditional MDB’ s while it might also pose some challenges.

(2) On Several Issues Relating to the Research on Marxist Political Economy
Lin Jian 47

This paper by focusing on several misunderstandings and misinterpretations that are related to the
research and interpretation on Marxist political economics in China and abroad clarifies how we should
understand Marxist political economics rather than examine Marxist political economics itself. The paper
focuses on four aspects as follows: firstly we should not take Marxist political economics as a kind of crit—
ical theory on bourgeois economics but should take it as a kind of scientific theory on the operation law of
capital economic relations nor even recognize the Marxist critique of political economy as equal to the
critique on capital then perceive the Marxist political economics as a kind of critical theory on capital.
Secondly the core issue in Marxist political economics is the productive relations and Marxist economy
is a kind of political economics. We should not take Marxist political economics as a kind of technological
economics or economical technology for any operation of the social economy is on the basis of productive
relations. Thirdly economical phenomenon is also a phenomenon of social history and the research on
the social economic laws should be guided by the view of history. In Marxist theoretical system Marxist
view of history and Marxist political economics are mutually connected with each other and should not be
separated from each other. Fourthly capitalist economy and socialism economy work on different bases of
productive relations and they have different operation laws. Therefore we should not just emphasize that
the research on socialism economy should be integrated with the research on western economy when stud—

ying the socialism economy.
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