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A Research on the Paths of University Internal Goverance Modernization
System under the Model of Holistic Goverance

Hua Qi' Zhou Yang’
(1. The Principal’s Office Nanjing University of Finance and Economics Nanjing 210023 China ;
2. The Personnel Department Nanjing University of Chinese Medicine Nanjing 210023 China)

Abstract “Improve the socialist system with Chinese characteristics promote the modernization process of national gov—
ernance system and ability. ” is the overall goal put forward during Third Plenary Session of the 18th CPC Central Committee.
Under this guideline how to promote the modernization process of the university internal governance system; how to construct a
modern internal governance system confirming to the educational deepening reform goal is of great importance and priority in the
society. The author attempts to adopt the frontier “holistic governance” model to research the paths of internal governance sys—
tem modernization in university which is an ideal choice for current university.

Key words: holistic governance; internal governance system; modernization
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An Empirical Study on the Relationship between House Price and
House Property Tax

Dai WeiNa
(School of Economic and Management Hainan University Haikou 570228 China)

Abstract: The property tax pilot reform implemented in Shanghai and Chongging can be seen as a natural experiment this
paper uses the panel data from 35 cities and the method of DID to analyze whether the policy has a negative effect on housing
price. The empirical results show that the property tax and residential commodity prices did not show a significant negative cor—
relation in Shanghai and Chongging the inhibitory effect of property tax on housing prices is limited; the property tax rate is too
low the tax base is too narrow the collection system should be further improved.

Key words: house property tax; residential housing prices; DID model
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