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Mediation Mechanism of Rural Land Expropriation Conflicts in the New Urbanization Process
CHEN E -ying' & MENG Hong - bin®
(1. Department of Scientific Socialism Shangxi Provincial Party School Xi“an 710062 China;
2. School of Politics and Economics Shanxi Normal University Xi’an 710062 China)

Abstract: In the process of new urbanization in China rural land expropriation is quite a common phenomenon. Because the landless
farmers suffer from great loss there often occur land expropriation conflicts. The solution to such conflicts relies on the following: the
improvement of agricultural land expropriation the eradication of the causes of such conflicts the transformation of the government
role the construction of workable mediation mechanism for safeguarding the farmers” rights and interests.
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