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sustainability of both the individual life course and intergenerational superposition of the
farmers. “Space rent” analyzes the aggregation or differentiation of rent resulted from
the industrial layout location etc. The distribution of land rent must take into account
of the legitimate rights and interests of stake-holders to achieve revenue-sharing. By
studying the land rent and non-agricultural value-added revenue distribution this paper
explores the normative value-added revenue distribution advocates the restoration and
protection of farmers’ rights to land rent through “right-reconstruction”. Tt also
advocates establishing and improving the multi-negotiation mechanism supplemented by
rights relief judicial arbitration and third-party professional assessment in order to
prevent rent-seeking. Thus the specific allocation amount of rent can be determined by

consensus and the rights and interests of the rural population can be protected.
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the end of the 19th century Ferdinand Ténnies developed his sociological studies on the
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basis of Thomas Hobbes’ natural law theory. He tried to understand the modern human
nature and the basis of the modern state before seeking to rebuild the ethical life of the
German nation. Ténnies dissolved the conflict between the natural state and the political
state in Hobbes’ theory by the concept of the social state and creatively constructed the
Germanic “original assembly ” as the historical archetype of Society. Based on an
interpretation of Hobbes’ life and doctrine Ténnies revealed the fundamental problem
of the modern human nature and mode of life i. e. the natural state hidden in the
civilization. Thus Tonnies not only found in Hobbes’ theory of natural law the
possibility to normalize the human nature but also explored the norm that is more

authentic to the tradition of the German nation.
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the modern “abstract society”. In fact from Georg Simmel” formal sociology to Norbert
Elias’ s sociology of the figurations and Erving Goffman’ s sociology of interaction the
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society is the structural origin of shame. By reformulating Simmel Elias and Goffman’

s thoughts on shame a more integrated theory of shame can be formed.
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since 1958. Drawing on data from multiple sources analysis in this paper shows that the
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