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The Legal Developments Written in the Local Records

Wu Yuzhang

Abstract: This article focuses on legal ideas and legal development in our local records. In order to dis—
cover the above mentioning ideas and development I suggest three important standards. Also by reading some

local records I describe the process of the legal development. At last from legal perspective I hope to modify

the guiding principles of organizing local records.
KeyWords: Local Records; the Guiding Legal Ideas in Local Records; Legal Developments Written in Lo—

cal Records



