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A literature review of risk taking
differences across culture

Li Jie Xie xiao Fei

Abstract: In recent years, there have been studies to
research the risk taking differences across cultures.
Most of these studies showed that Chinese are more
risk- seeking when making risky decisions, especially
in the economic area. The aim of this article is to re-
view the studies that revealed such differences, and
summarize several explanation and theories. The
meaning of this topic and several directions that de-
serve future interest and exploration is suggested in the
end.
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On Advocating and Cultivating the
Nation’ s Spirits in Teachers’ Colleges

Marongxian

(Fuging Branch of Fujian Teachers’
University, Fuging, Fujian 350300)

16th Conference
S spirits is the mainstone of a

Abstract: The report of the Party’
indicates that nation’

nation’ s existence and development. As an important
part of a nation’ s education, there is no doubt that
higher teachers’ colleges plays a significant part in
advocating and cultivating a nation’ s spirits. Under
this new situation, it is an urgent and significant task to
grasp the truth of the nation’ s spirits exactly, to have
a clear idea of the historical sense and to explore the
effective ways of advocating and cultivating the nation’
colleges.

Key words:Nation’ s Spirit; Teachers’
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