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@ SYMPOSIUM: Industrial Policy of Developmental States
Introduction: Industrial Administrative Ability: An Important Theme of Industrial Policy
Research
............................................................................................. Lei Song
Economic Ideas Government Structure and Unfinished Policy Transfer: The Process of
Industrial Policy Sinicization
................................................................................. Lei Song & Jing Li
Abstract  The transfer of industrial policy from Japan to China is a critical yet

understudied process. Although Japanese industrial policy is comprised of both

”» )

“structure policy ” at the macro level and “rationalization policy” at the enterprise level

the Chinese counterpart focuses only on the former. Drawing on Hall and others’
analytical frameworks this paper contends that the uneven transfer of industrial policy
learning to China can largely be explained by ideational contexts as well as bureaucratic
structures. During the 1980s autonomy for the SOEs was prioritized but the NPC
overpowered the NEC to advocate for macro — planning. During the 1990s neoclassical
economics took hold but bureaucratic restructuring resulted in the absence of a powerful
nodal agency to implement industrial policy. The marginalization of rationalization policy
has cast a long shadow on industrial policy making in China. This deserves scrutiny and
reappraisal in a new era of industrial upgrading.

Key Word Policy Transfer; Industrial Structure Policy; Firm Rationalization Policy;

Economic Idea; Bureaucratic Structure

How Does Development Stage Constrain Industrial Policy? Two Cases Studies from

China’s Solar Energy Industry

Abstract Why does Industrial policy work at some times but not at others? This paper
highlights both the strengths and limitations of industrial policy to promote innovation
using two cases from China’s PV industry. Policies meant to favor the domestic PV
industry instead affected its development in unintended ways. As this paper
demonstrates these policies successfully expanded the scale of the PV sector but failed
to encourage the innovation. Based on this study’s empirical findings the theoretical

implications of the study suggest a sector’s development stage will constrain the
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