Y 1 80k 74 CREIBE2013 55 A- %27 %5 5 W(E5 161 )

LR

(PHKRF AFK, K 410083)

“ ”» 198 “ ’” «

1 F420 TA 11001 —8409(2013) 05 - 0032 - 05

Analysis of Policy Changes and Characteristics of the
Traditional Industry Transformation and Upgrade

—The Perspective of Policy Text Measurement Analysis

XIONG Yong — ging HOU Ling - ling
( School of Business Central South University Changsha 410083)

Abstract: This paper chooses 198 policy text since the ninth-five-year period of China as research samples which can prompt
the transformation and upgrade of traditional industries. It quantitatively analyses the policy texts through four dimensions of
“Policy year . “Applicable scope . “Policy tool” and “Policy kind”. Results of the study found that the policy texts of the
transformation and upgrade of traditional industries which has increasingly been thought highly of by relevant government de—
partments is closely related to the background of macro-economy. But these policies also present obvious gradual characteris—
tic the continuity and stability to be further improved. Among policy tools the application of adjustment-revitalization tool ex—
isted overflow instead the application of industry-eonsolidation and industry — cultivation tool existed insufficient. The de—
partment of formulating policies is overmuch which is easy to cause the low efficiency of policy or cause the repeating con—
flicting of policy. According to this the paper puts forward relevant policy Suggestions.
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