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Abstract: In this paper, the author takes the laige state-owned enteprise with restricted
incotporation (LSOERD) as the research object to discuss two issues. One is about some
new work-unit system characteristics of LSOER], which is developing rapidly after the old
work-unit system as a whole has been disintegrated, and the other is how to understand the
factors of social goup that promote the social division and impact on socia stucture. The
authors hold that the differentiation of the system should not be explained by the logic
analysis of maiket mechanisms but by the scial logic of traditional mechanisms. It is
impossible for the class integration under the condition of large-scale coexistence of two
social differentiation mechanisms.
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Abstract This paper examines the unique pewspective of Tocqueville with which he
interpreted democracy: the €fat social. Firstly this paper explains why Tocqueville
interpreted democracy from this perspective, then it tries to agwe that the richness of the
interpretation of democracy by Tocqueville dues mainly to this unique perspective:
Tocqueville desciibed and analyzed a democracy not only as political regime, but as idea,
emotion and mores. By analyzing democracy as idea and emotion Tocqueville argued that
democracy accorded with the nature of human being, that is why democracy is justical. But
since democracy shaped a new human type — the modern indivival and modern
individual showed some characteristics against liberty, in order to hamonize democracy

and liberty, modern individual should be educated and should leam how to keep free.
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Abstract In China, there are invisible wles restraining the behaviors of local
govemments which are folk conventions. Although the folk conventions are possibly
inconsistent with the contemporary law, they contribute to property right demarcation and
social stability, and establish a commonly perceivable baseline of governments' behaviors,
therefore restrain the local governrments power in a limited way. To some extens folk

conventions in China are de facto constitutions which sustain economic growth.
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Abstract Measurement is a crucial topic in social capital research. Specifically,
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