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Class Territoriality. A Reestablishment
of Primary-Level Society and A Challenge to State Governance

Song Daolet

Abstract: Class is an essential element which has great influence on state governance. It has
made a striking figure over the course of Chinese urbanization. Class territoriality has closely con-
nected with urban planning as a political and social phenomenon. Different from the sociality of the
Occupational stratification and the pattern of the social space class territoriality vividly demonstrates
the mobility of linking class to territory. It is possible for the similar class to establish a cross-com-
munity alliance through cross-community public issue Wechat group which is beneficial to collective
action among communities. All this results from the highdevel planning quick rise of the house
price general increase inproperty and widespread improvement of knowledge and education. Mean—
while this action will make a huge challenge to primarydevel society and state governance.

Key words: class territoriality; excessively rights maintenance; cross-community public issue;

wechat group; state governance
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Labor and Aesthetics: Marx Heidegger and Deway

Dong Zhigang

Abstract: In recent years the classic proposition of Marxist Aesthetics “Labor Creates Beauty”
came under questioned the main reason is that Labors are material and interested and aesthetic ac—
tivities are mental and disinterested. However this reason is untenable because the labor and aes—
thetic activity in this opposition are both historical. Especially the disinterested aesthetic principle
the putting highlight on the contemplation does not only conform to contemporary reality but also re—
tains the metaphysic residues. In Marx labors are catabolic and unfree in some historical period
but they would be aesthetic just as artistic creations. In the 20" century Heidegger and Deway try to
conquer metaphysic tradition and recover the consecutive relation between labor and aesthetic activ—
ity so that they reveal the aesthetic signification of labor from new perspectives. Their aesthetics are
beneficial supplement to Marx and point out the possibility and reality of reforming society aestheti—
cally.

Key words: labor; aesthetics; Marx; Heidegger; Deway



