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of intergenerational relationship types show that,in both urban and rural areas, the oldest old are
more likely to form the tight-knit structure with their children, older adults with chronic diseases
are more likely to go into support but distant type with their children,the disabled and widowed ol-
der adults are less likely to become detached from their children, and the possibility of family be-
coming the tight-knit type is quite low in terms of older adults with more number of sons and
daughters.Moreover,older adults’ ownership of independent housing increases the possibility of ur-
ban families becoming the type of tight-knit,but reduces the possibility of rural families being such
type.

Key words types of intergenerational relations; urban-rural differences; intergenerational solidari-

ty; family support function; latent class analysis

The Scale of Farmers’ Land Management since 1949 ; Evolution Processes, Realistic Logic and Prospect
in the Future

CHEN Yunfei , FENG Zhongchao

Abstract For the classic proposition of farmers’ land management scale, this paper selects 10 times
of average total land area and competitiveness in agriculture as the defining standard of the size of
farmers’ land management and the angle of evolution logic respectively according to documentation,
and reviews the five stages of the evolution of farmers’ land management scale since 1949 ,including
one from both large and small to small scale,one from small to large scale,a large scale one, one
from small to large and a moderate one,summing up the realistic logic of economy,system and en-
dowment of farmers’ land management scale. The research makes it clear that in the future the scale
of farmers’ land management in China not only should be moderate but also should be adjusted ac-
cording to the situation. At the same time, there should be the combination of large scale of land
management and small one in the coming years,in which the former will be the leading one while
the latter will still be the main body of agricultural production in China.

Key words the scale of farmers’ land management; evolution process; realistic logic; prospect in

the future

Will Certification of Farmland Right Be Able to Enhance Farmers’ Willingness to Vote

WANG Shujuan,L1 Ning ,ZHAO Xia

Abstract In light of a new round of agricultural land property rights system reform in China’s ru-
ral areas,the paper makes an theoretical analysis of the relationship between disposing capacity of
property and the executing status of property,and then analyzes the election effect of the farmland
property certification by using instrument variables, two-stage estimation and other methods with
the data including 6940 families in China from Labor-force Dynamic Survey in 2016.The study aims
to answer the question whether the economic right of farmland property rights can bring about more
extensive political participation in rural areas. The results are presented as follows..Firstly,the certi-
fication of the farmland property significantly raises the enthusiasm of farmers to participate in vil-
lage elections,but this effect is only practicable in the households engaged in agricultural produc-
tion.Secondly, the certification of farmland property can enhance more enthusiasm of agricultural la-

bors than of non-agricultural labors to participate in village elections.Moreover,compared with male



