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Theory of Relative Poverty Control and China’ s
Local Practical Experience/ZUO Ting et al( College of
Humanities and Development Studies China Agricultural
University Beijing 100094 China)

Abstract: Absolute poverty and relative poverty are the
two basic concepts in poverty theory both of which belong
to the concept of objective poverty related to basic needs.
The focus of China’ s poverty alleviation work will
gradually shift from solving absolute poverty to solving the
problem of alleviating relative poverty. As the connotation
and extension of poverty and relative poverty change the
assistance targets will show the transition from poor groups
to vulnerable groups. The development levels of Jiangsu

Zhejiang  Shandong and other provinces are multi-
layered and the poverty problem presents a great degree
of relativity. The practice of poverty alleviation in these
provinces has dealt with the relative poverty at different
levels and understood the relative poverty in the
transitional  period from theoretical and practical
perspectives. The practice of relative poverty governance
that has been carried out in several eastern provinces is
summarized promoted and tried to be integrated into the
national anti-poverty policy system to achieve inclusive and
sustainable development of relatively poor groups.

Key words: absolute poverty; relative poverty; inequality;
inclusive growth

Difficulties and Countermeasures for Winning the Fight
of Anti-Poverty/ZENG Xiaoxi et al( Beijing Bytedance
Technology Co. Lid. Beijing 100080 China)

Abstract: After entering the deep water area the
challenges and difficulties of poverty alleviation are
increasing. Firstly in the expected dimension there is the
problem of reverse incentives under large-scale poverty
alleviation. It is necessary to guide the expectations of poor
areas and groups optimize the design of incentive
mechanism reduce adverse selection and moral hazard by
designing appropriate support systems. Secondly because
of the difficulty of balancing poverty alleviation cost and
benefit in the economic dimension it is necessary to
reduce the waste of poverty alleviation resources improve
the quality and efficiency of the supply and use of poverty
alleviation resources and prevent the opportunity cost of
poverty alleviation from soaring. Thirdly in time
dimension there is the contradiction between short-term
poverty alleviation and sustainable development. Since it is
difficult to deal with shortterm benefits and long-term
equity and to take into account the speed and quality of
poverty alleviation it is necessary to shift from focusing on
the speed of poverty alleviation to focusing on the quality
of poverty alleviation and form the endogenous power of
poverty alleviation. The fourth is the standard dimension.
Because the boundary between the supporting object and
the non-supporting object is fuzzy it is easy to cause
“cliff effect ”. It is mnecessary to attach importance to

critical poverty and implement dynamic management on the
supporting object. The above-mentioned problems are
explained theoretically and empirically related practices
are checked in combination with the third—party
assessments of accurate poverty alleviation ( special
evaluation on the withdrawal of poor counties) and
corresponding policy recommendations are proposed.

Key words: poverty alleviation; poverty alleviation;
precise poverty alleviation; stable poverty alleviation;
third—party assessment

Algorithmic Power in the Era of Artificial Intelligence:
Logic Risk and Regulation/ZHANG Aijun et al
( School of Journalism and Communication Northwest
University of Political Science and Law Xi’ an 710063

China)

Abstract: With the coming of artificial intelligence era

intelligent algorithms with autonomous learning and
prediction ability extend from virtual space to real space.
Algorithm is not only a specific technology but also an
important variable in the operation system of social power.
Enterprises and organizations that grasp algorithms take
technological advantages to control social information and
resources and guide the government to form a quasi-public
power of non-state forces. Algorithmic power is a
ubiquitous power relationship. Following the four rules of
business logic  preference principle  technological
rationality and implicit operation it can influence the
decision-making of public power. The lack of supervision
of algorithmic power excessive capitalization and black
box dispelled political justice resulted in institutional
humiliation and led to the crisis of rights protection. To
prevent the alienation of algorithm power and establish an
orderly network space it is necessary to reduce capital
dependence by state intervention restrict algorithmic
preferences by legal regulation safeguard human value by
algorithmic ethics and manifest the operation of power by
auditing and to build a perfect
algorithmic governance system to ensure social fairness and
justice.

Key words:
government

supervising so as

algorithm; power; artificial intelligence;

Reflection on Modernity: Mutually Constructed and
Progressed Relationship Between Ecological Ethics and
Consumption Practice /FAN Hesheng et al( School of
Sociology and Politics Anhui University Hefei 230601
China)

Abstract: Modernity has always been regarded as one of
the core research paradigms in the field of humanities and
social With a strong philosophical and
sociological purpose it is an important concept to study
social development and transformation. Under the influence
of the “nature and humanity” cultural awareness and the
shackles of productivity the double end of “nature” and
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sciences.



