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Does Farmland Transfer Bring about the Synchronous Transformation of Agriculture Farmer and
RUrAl Ar@a? ccceeeerrereotrtattatuntaetniuesustostsstaseosussassassssassnsnns KUANG Yuanpei and LU Yufeng( 4)
Farmland transfer is the core and key of promoting rural economic and social transformation sol—
ving the problems of agriculture rural area and farmer and farmland transfer evaluation from the per—
spective of transformation is feasible. On the basis of analysis of the relationship and interaction mecha—
nism between the farmland transfer and the rural economic and social transformation this paper uses the
elastic coefficient to calculate the effect of farmland transfer in the transformation of agriculture farmers
and rural area{ ‘Three Rural Transformation”) from 2001 to 2012. It is found that the effects of farm—
land transfer on “Three Rural Transformation ”is unbalance. The transformation of farmers rural transfor—
mation lags behind the agricultural transition but the evolution and development trend of the overall
three is basically the same. Moreover the effects of the provincial farmland transfer on transformation of
agriculture farmers and rural areas the transformation of farmers are divided into eight categories. It is
suggested that through the top design the balance of farmland transfer power the protection of small—
scale peasant economy and the middle class “four modernizations ” synchronous development and the
structure optimization of managing farmland transfer etc. the effect of the farmland transfer on “Three
Rural Transformation ”realize the linkage development.
The Dilemma and Path Choice of Promoting Property Right Marketization of Rural Resources in
CHRING v eveerrreremereeneneneenenenereeneneaeanenenes FU Gang CHEN Wenkuan LI Siyao and TANG Hong( 14)
This study firstly analyzes the current situation the characteristics of rural resources and the types
of property rights and great significance of the property right marketization of rural resources. Then the
research explores the present dilemma in process of the property right marketization of rural resources in
China such as the unclear definition of resource property right the incomplete powers and functions the
inperfect social security systems and risk protection mechanism the low efficiency and effect of property
flow. Finally the study points out path choice of the property right marketization of rural resources in—
cluding the marketization the capitalization and market transaction of property rights.
Empirical Evaluation on County Inclusive Financial Development Indicators: Based on 52 Counties
in Jiangsu  ceeeeeeeeeein YANG Jun ZHANG Longyao MA Qiangian and HUANG Xinyi( 24)
Welfare Effects Research on Rural and Underdeveloped Areas of Labor Outflow in China: Based
on the Perspective Micro Survey’'s Data «-:coeveveeeeieieiiiiii. FAN Shide and ZHU Kepeng( 31)
Different from the research on the economic growth for both China and developed regions com-—
bined with author’s micro survey and in-depth interviews carried out in 7 provinces( Guangdong etc)
this paper mainly investigates the welfare effects on the underdeveloped areas of labor migration. The re—
sults show that: except for positive effects “brain drain ”results in the losing of development power of
underdeveloped areas and facing with the growth dilemma and the diffusion effect does not appear in
the less developed regions obviously while the echo effect is bigger on the contrary the welfare of chil—-
dren and the elderly left behind and is damaged and so on. Therefore the topdevel policy design by
central government and micro—regulation by local government both need the new adjustments.
Impact of the Implementation of Linking the Increase in Land Used for Urban Construction with
the Decrease in Land Used for Rural Construction on Farmers’ Welfare: Taking “Ten Thousand
Hectare Fertile Farmland Construction Project”in Jiangsu Province as an Example
------------------------------------ SHANGGUAN Caixia FENG Shuyi LU Hualiang and QU Futian( 42)
Based on the Amartya Sen’s capability approach theory and structural equation modeling( SEM) ap—
proach this paper constructed farmers’ welfare index system and quantitatively analyzed the impact of
the linking the increase in land used for urban construction with the decrease in land used for rural con—
struction on farmers’ welfare applying survey data of farm households collected from “million hectares of
fertile farmland construction project”in Jiangsu Province. Results indicate that farmers’ rights to know
to participate and to negotiate have not been effectively protected and some farmers have been forced to
move to the centralized resettlement area. Although the implementation of the linking the increase in
land used for urban construction with the decrease in land used for rural construction improves the level
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