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(1 Fig 1 Map showing sample sites in the
study area of Chongqing
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Tab 1 Characteristics of the sample villages
hm 2 kg/ hm?
() (/o) (@
45 1975 017 92 11041 5 2396 7 1726 5 65. 4
40 1651 0 24 12 2 9817. 0 1909 1 1496 3 36. 7
40 1416 0 33 157 7258 6 1375 4 945 7 22. 6
40 1360 0 37 18 1 9085 3 1689 2 1240 8 34.3
40 1485 0 29 20 8 8335 7 1129 7 921 6 21.5
30 1294 0 26 28 3 6171 0 1326 3 752 0 30. 1
35 1563 0 32 25 4 7045 5 1250 1 794 2 26. 7
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Fig 2 The scale and rate of land transfer
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Tab 2 The scale of land transfer in different locations
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Fig 3 The rate of every model area to total transfer area
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Farmers explanations of land transfer under the
household responsibility system: The results from seven
villages analysis in Chongging

SHAO Jing-an" >, WEI Chao-fu', XIE De-ti'
(1 College of Resource and Environment, Southwest University, Chongqing 400716, China;
2 Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Using a large data set gathered in household surveys conducted in Chongqing
from December, 2003 to April, 2005, this paper examines some important aspects of agri-
cultural land use under household responsibility system(HRS). The results indicate that
the general trend is that the rate of land transfer is higher in the Yuxi economic corridor
than in the metropolitan area, which, in turn, has a higher transfer rate than the T hree
Gorges economic zone. Gradually, the mode of subcontracting has been accepted and
adopted by the local farmers, and the modes of land renting and alienation in exchange of
cash are beginning to appeal to some of the households Land renting or leasing, is the
chief form of land transfer in the metropolitan area, while most farm households in the
Y uxi economic corridor and the Three-Gorges economic zone prefer the form of subcon
tracting, which does not terminate the original contract relations. The responses of land
use patterns and land use environment to land transfer are noticeable in the sampling villa-
ges. Most of the transferred farmland in the metropolitan area is allotted to noragricuk
tural uses. In the Yuxi economic corridor and the Three Gorges economic zone, only a
small portion of the transferred land is used for nomagricultural uses and the intensiveness
of land use is enhanced for most of it without major changes in land cover. The conditions
of land tenure control the scope of land transfer without great interregional variation The
degree of development of the rural land market not only impacts the scope of land transfer
in the region, but also constitutes the fundamental causes for the interregional variation in
land transfer scope and in the evolution of transfer modes. Social security plays a decisive
role in whether the farmers are willing to quit farming and in what way they will quit farm-
ing Management of land transfer, which includes rights security management and land
use management after the transfer, is essential for standardizing the behavior of the princ+
pal agents in land transfer, for reducing disputes in transfer and ensuring the smooth pro-
ceeding of land transfer according to law. Understanding the psychology of the farm
households under the changing macroeconomic environment and their responses to the
driving factors for land transfer is of tremendous significance to the establishment of a

market law—abiding and human-oriented system for land transfer in China

Key words: land transfer; farmers behavior; household responsibility system; land
use; Chongqing



