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tion are the main incentives for farmers to low out their land and engage in off-farm activities. 2)
Land flow in or out is beneficial to farmers’ household income increase since its income growth rate
is 12.74% and 7.57 % ,respectively, compared with land non-flow farmers. 3) There are significant
structural differences in the income growth effect between transfer-in farmers and transfer-out
farmers. The former contribution rates of operating income, wage income, transfer income and prop-
erty income to household income increase are 62.87%,26.24%,9.05% and 1.84%,and the latter
contribution rates are -52.41%,88.69%,25.09% and 40.33% respectively. Therefore, this paper
puts forward some policy suggestions to broaden the channels of increasing farmers”’ income: culti-
vating new-type agricultural businesses and adopting new transfer patterns to promote the efficiency
of agricultural production,and further reforming land tenure policy for different types of farmers.

Key words land transfer; farmers’ decision-making behavior; income effect; channels for income

growth; propensity score matching

Research on the Impacts of Land Transfer on Farmers’ Welfare in the Context of Confirming the
Rights of Farmland

GUAN Jianghua ,ZHANG Anlu

Abstract The impact of land transfer on farmers’ welfare has been studied after confirming the
rights of farmland. Taking 440 farmers in Hubei Province as the research object, based on the theory
of Sen’s feasible ability, using Logistic model and Propensity Score matching Method (PSM), the
welfare factors affecting farmers’ participation in land transfer after confirming the rights of farm-
land have been analyzed,and the changes of farmers” welfare in land transfer have been measured to
explicate the impact of land transfer on farmers’ welfare. The results showed that:1) After confir-
ming the rights of farmland, the welfare factors that affected farmers’ participation in the land
transfer were net income of family, medical insurance,recognition of social security,difficulty of em-
ployment, self-assessment of the health status, farmers’ right to participate the land transfer and
satisfaction with the transfer price; 2) Through measuring the effect of the change,farmers’ wel-
fare could been significantly improved by land transfer with the effect value of the change in the
welfare of the out-transferred farmers being 1.10,and that of the change in the welfare of in-trans-
ferred farmers 0.793; 3) after confirming the rights of the farmland, the net income of the family,
the recognition of the social security of farmers and the self~assessment of the health status could
significantly improve the level of farmers’ welfare, while the difficulty of employment would hinder
the improvement of farmers’ welfare; the satisfaction of land transfer price could improve the wel-
fare of out-transferred farmers, but hinder the welfare improvement of in-transferred farmers.
Therefore,it is proposed that relevant policies and recommendations such as building an effective
transfer price mechanism,increasing differentiated skill training and improving the transfer farmers’
social security system should be put forward, to promote the improvement of farmers’ welfare in
the land transfer after confirming farmland rights.

Key words feasibleability; PSM; farmland rights confirmation; land transfer; farmers’ welfare

The Deep Logical Analysis of Global Food Security Evaluation System
TANG Lixia . ZHAO Wenjie,LI Xiaoyun

Abstract The current global food security situation is still very serious. As an important means of
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global governance,especially global agriculture and food governance, food security evaluation system
has attracted the attention of the international community in recent years. All kinds of international
organizations, research institutions and collaborative mechanisms composed of multilateral interest
groups have participated in the system,and in-depth analysis will help China better participate in
global governance and safeguard national food security. Through analysis of evaluation systems for-
mulated by the governance bodies such as Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Na-
tions,it can be found that elements such as standards setting, data collection and processing, and
ranking and classification have formed the deep logic of the system,and reflect that the global gov-
ernance is still dominated by the west. In China’s long-term policy practice and academic research,
a variety of food security evaluation systems have been formulated, but these evaluation systems fo-
cus on food production and supply,and pay less attention to the consequences of food issues. Moreo-
ver,the evaluation systems developed by the academia have little international influence. In general,
it can be found that the effectiveness of food security evaluation has not been fully realized, the new
global governance system needs to be established, and the discourse and experience of China and
other developing countries should receive more attention in the global governance system.

Key words global governance; agriculture and food governance; food security; evaluation system

Special Investigation of and Enlightenment from German Farmer Cooperatives

WANG Yubin ,GUO Naying . ZHAO Tieqiao

Abstract Germany is one of the birthplaces of cooperatives. Based on a two-week special survey of
German cooperatives, this paper focuses on the adaptive characteristics, trend characteristics and so-
cial system background of German farmers’ cooperatives. It is found that the German farmers’ co-
operatives have the following adaptability characteristics:complete hierarchical organization system.,
diversified and specialized industrial types, comprehensive and diversified service content, institu-
tionalized daily operation system,regional stability of service and organic industrial development. It
also has the trend characteristics of growing enterprise-orientation, decreasing absolute quantity,in-
creasing scale strength, increasingly professional management team and diversified earnings distri-
bution. Moreover, the farmer association system, perfect social security system, perfect social service

” to drive and

system and good social credit system all over Germany constitute the “four rounds’
guarantee the sustainable and healthy development of farmer cooperatives. Finally, the paper sum-
marizes and analyzes the problems and challenges faced by the farmers’ cooperatives in China,such
as the unsynchronized growth of quantity and quality,the increasing heterogeneity of members, the
imperfection of supporting policies, the lack of service-oriented cooperatives, and the indefinite de-
bate on attributes,and proposes to promote the quality of farmers’ cooperatives,create relaxing en-
vironment for the development of cooperatives and build China’s * Four rounds” as a driving force
for the development of farmers’ cooperatives to encourage in-depth Union and cooperation among
farmers.

Key words Germany; farmer cooperatives; special investigation; experience reference; “Four

wheel” drive theory



