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decomposition by groupings to analyze the causes of income inequalities during these
20 years and to test several assumptions in relation to important and relevant
arguments popular in China. Then in order to test a comprehensive hypothesis put
forward in this paper the paper use the Sharpley-Value decomposition approach
based on semidogarithmic linear regression to estimate the contributions of factors to
the total income inequality. Putting the factors into a united model of decomposition

the factors having important effects on income inequalities are found in the analysis of
regression. Results of the analyses show that the causes of income inequalities are
very complicated in China among which the mechanisms of economic marketization
play main roles meanwhile the structural-institutional factors irrelevant to the
process of marketization also have important effects; and the contributions of other
factors mix effects of marketization mechanisms and non-marketization mechanisms

together.
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Abstract: Why the private depository institutions didn’ t develop as successful as
other private enterprises in China? How do the government’ s financial regulation
policies influence the private depository institution development after reform? This
paper tries to address how the information mechanism which named “government-
credit signaling mechanism” in this paper may help us to understand the rise and
decline of the private depository institution. Because of high debt ratio high
measurement cost of depository financial products and the limitation of “gossip ”
mechanism the reputation mechanism which relies on repeated games and good
property rights protection is very important to depository institution. Facing the strict
market access and operation regulations from the central government the private
bankers have less incentive and more difficulties to invest on reputation. The private
bankers may use the supports from the local government as signals to attract potential
depositors and establish reputation. This government-credit signaling mechanism
determines that both the depositors and the private bankers are very sensitive to the
changes of policies. The data and cases from Wenzhou and Taizhou support the
deductions of the above explanations.
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Abstract: Analyzing the data from “The Social Impact Assessment on Project Hope

”»

in Two Decades” this paper explores the effects of danwei mobilization on charitable
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