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Farmers’ Struggle Negotiation and Compensation for Land Requisition: Based on a Nationally
Survey Data  cecerrecrreterittiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii it ii st is i saaeas WANG Hui and CHEN Xiao( 63)
This study takes the survey data of a large sample of Land requisition in 12 cities in 2009 as the
research data. This article uses Logit model to analyze the impacts of Land requisition negotiations on
the compensation. The regression results show that if there is any negotiation the rate of compensation
will shift from the standard rate to the direction that is beneficial to the farmers. When marginal effect is
concerned it can be seen that the presence of negotiations will increase the probability of actual com—
pensation rate is higher than standard rate by 37. 2% which means that the negotiations has big impact
on the actual compensation rate. Therefore in the process of reforming the requisition policy it is not
only feasible but also beneficial to have some improvement in the different stages in the Land requisition
process such as adding the step of negotiation and consultation.
Study on Natural Resource Dependence Based on Livelihood Assets: Examples from Nature
Reserves in Hubei Province — -«-covveeeenenennnes DUAN Wei REN Yanmei FENG Ji and WEN Yali( 74)
The topic of rural livelihoods arouses broad attention in developing countries and re—
gions. Livelihood assets owned by individuals or families decide their livelihood pattern. Those lacks of
livelihood assets are always short of capacities of exploiting alternative resources hence highly depend—
ent on free natural resources which aggravate the environmental degradation. Therefore improve farm—
ers’ livelihoods assets is the basis and key to poverty alleviation and the sustainable use of natural re-
sources. This study used the 128 rural households’ dataset from four nature reserves in Hubei province
established the evaluation index of livelihoods assets and natural resource dependence and evaluated
the degree of natural resource dependence under different livelihood assets. The results are as follows:
(1) Natural resource dependence in terms of income food and energy are 28% 42% and 27% re—
spectively. (2) In human capital variables lower education and bad health status of household head
have higher food dependence and income dependence. Social capitals have little effect on farmers’ re—
source dependence. In natural capital farmland area has positive effect on food dependence and income
dependence. Forestland area has positive effect on energy dependence. In physical capital variables
families with larger living area are less dependent on natural resources. Families with more livestock are
more dependent on natural resources. In financial capital variables total income and income per capita
have negative effect on rural household’s natural resource dependence.
Intergenerational Dilemma and Efficiency Promotion with Farmers’ Specialized Cooperatives
....................................................................................... YANG Yong and BAN Jufen( 83)
We have deduced the affect mechanisms of intergenerational dilemma on the efficiency of farmer’
specialized cooperalives by constructing a model with “production + processing”. Because of the growth
of any cooperatives must benefit by the members of cooperation at different times join in they should
have different financial claims on public assets belong to the cooperatives. Otherwise intergenerational
dilemma could occur. Intergenerational dilemma could distort investment behavior of the members and
then reduce efficiency of cooperatives. So we should use the fair value to price the public assets and
then capitalized into members and adjust the price of current price of supply based on their own historic

supply.
Study on the Response of Farmer’s Decision-making on the Land Share Cooperative Organization:
Based on the Questionnaire of 744 Peasant Households  -«--coveeveeeneens LIN Lefen and LI Wei( 91)

The Study of Mechanism of the Behavior of Fishermen to Participate in Cooperation Organization:
Based on Theory of Planned Behavior
............................................. ZHANG Gaoliang ZHANG Lulu QIU Xian and ZHU Wenzheng( 97)

On the Development and Inspirations of Japan’s Agricultural Circular Economy -----.-.. LIU Jiaqi( 105)
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