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Abstract

Property rights are not the relation between thé people and the
matter, but the behavioral relation admitted mutually among people
because of the existence of matters and their utilization. Not only are
property rights a bunch of rights about managing the property, but also
the social institutions which regulate people’ s behaviors.

There are systematic relations between property‘ rights and eco-
nomic choices. Property rights play an important role in the economic
behaviors and economic performance, deciding the economic partici-
pator and the wealth distribution. As Wolfgang Kasper and Manfred
E. Streit said that “Property rights is not an abstract concept that only
affects the big enterprises or the characterless money market. They are
closely linked with each person’s daily life. They have direct influ-
ence the employment opportunity, the consumer choice and the motive
force for each person’s study. Property rights are very crucial in life
of ordinary citizens, in particular to those who had no silver spoon in
mouth when in birth (not born in the riches).” The relations and the
system of property rights are basic content in the social economy life,
decide the production efficiency ultimately and are the main reason in

social foundational instifution choice. Therefore, it is necessary to car-
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ry on the multi — level analysis to the change of property rights in theo-
ry and in reality, especially referring to the collective action and the
national relations.

Property rights dlways have been ignored in the framework of the
Neoclassic Economics. According to the principle of the Neoclassic E-
conomics, the economic development is determined by the inputs of
land, capital and labor: But, the truth after the Second World War in
the world proved that these countries whose resources are more abun-
dant (for example former Soviet Union and China) have not obtained
the best economic advances. In fact, in history and at present, the
structure of, property rights is multi-— level in one nation .or in one peri-
od; what’ s more, it would happen to reorganize rights and to change
in arrangement -of property rights dynamically. It is one of the impor-
tant reasons why the analytical methods. about property rights generally
received more- attention that many: scholars think out and consider the
development experience in the third countries and regions postwar. As
a result, Coase’ s initiative search has aroused the economics col-
league’ s interest quickly. It means that their research results made
the foundation: to form a sirict analysis framework of property ) rights e-
conomics. The enterprise. system analysis is one of si'gniﬁc;fmt applied

domains in institutional analysis of property rights. Another is the a-
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erty rights from the origin, the research literatures ‘are*considerably
rich. It is difficult to ¢lassify these literatures, but the characters of a-
nalysis models of property rights are clear and distinct. Main of that is
the microscopic level analysis, in the other words, single — level and
empirical without considering the influence of intermediate perspective
(interest groups) and the macroscopic level (country) and the inter-
action mechanism of property rights of different levels. The origin and
the analysis of property rights are bounded to the Neoclassicism meth-
ods and in the primal model of property rights and it need profound
and continued researches about how to introduce interest..groups and
the. state to analyzing the origin and the evolution of property rights
system. It is precisely the standpoint of this dissertation.

Therefore, the dissertation would take the Marxism theory as the
instruction and, in ‘the constructed foundation of property rights re-
search, apply the layer analysis and analysis methods of New Institu-
tional Economics which are the transaction cost method proposed by
North and Coase, the rent seeking method by Buchanan, Teeson and
chart Locker and the interest distribution method by Mancur Olson,, in
order to discuss the forming mechanism and interaction relations a-
mong the individual ( person), the. collective (interest groups) and
the state, argue the difference of institutiénal choice from different or-
ganizations on property rights, establish a analysis framework about
the evolution and the efficiency of national property rights and finally
provide values to the property. rights reform and the improvement of
modern. property rights ‘system .in socialist market economy system:

The centre subject of this dissertation emphasizes on the. influence
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- ~which different organizations on property rights have on the institutior
change of property rights. The basic structure of this dissertation is to
discuss the correlations among the transaction costs, the property
rights and the resources arrangement. efficiency with the transaction
costs theory and the New Institutional Economics, at the basis of Coa-
se Theorem. It means refining the structure of property rights and then
demonstrating that different transaction costs would produce different
structures of property rights which would have different system effi-
ciencies. After that, the dissertation would individually analyze the
relation between property rights and the individual behaviors, the col-
lective actions and the national behaviors with the dual goals, rent
seeking and profit getting, lasting in the whole process. - Finally, this
dissertation argues that the commodity and service exchange in nature
is the property rights exchange. While the limitation and the structure
of property rights have influenced the performance of property rights
organizations -and the resources arrangement efficiency, behavior char-
acters and behavior ways of property rights organizations have' deter-
mined people’ s institutional choice of property rights. If the property
rights organizations are profit — getting, the chosen property rights in-
stitution will be’ effective. However, because there is conflict between
interest groups and the dual goals ( rent seeking and profit seeking)
for the state, economic actions were always under the framework of
less efficient property rights in the history. Therefore, in order to a-
void the rent — seeking behaviors in the interest groups and. the state
and to prevent abusing the authority, we should restrain the national

behaviors through the individual right, the collective actions .and the
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legalization as well as institutional competition among states so as to
obviate the dilemma. of state in institution change of property rights.

This dissertation is composed by four parts: The first part (First,
Second, Third. Chapters) is mainly to establish own object of study
and to choose basic analysis tools and the theory base by reviewing
and classifying the literatures about institutional analysis of western
property rights, in order to find the theory deficiency and own study
direction. -

The second part ( Fourth, Fifth chapters) is to discuss the organ-
ic relations among transaction costs, property rights and resources ar-
rangement efficiency based on Coase Principle in order to demonstrate
that different transaétion costs: would result in different structures of
property rights and that different structures of property rights would
produce different efficiency.

The third part ( Sixth, Seventh, Eighth chapters) take the be-
havioral organizations on property rights as the clue in order to make
the multi - level analysis to the institution change of property rights.
Including: (1) Property rights and individual behavior. It mainly elu-
cidates the formation mechanism of exclusive individual property rights
(' microscopic level ) and behavior significance of private property
rights. (2) Property rights and collective action. This is the expan-
sion for the microscopic — level analysis of property rights —introducing
the interest groups ( intermediate perspective level) — to build the
more predise and more complicated .analysis framework of property
rights to prove the interest groups’ influences on the structure and the

institution change of property rights. (3) Property rights and mnational



