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Organizatioal Attribution and Legislative Model of Farmland
in Cooperative Society: Mismatching Between Name and
Reality of the Land Joint-stock Cooperative

GAO Hai

( School of Law Anhui University of Finance & Economics Bengbu 233030 China;
School of Law Zhongnan University of Economics & Law Wuhan 430074 China)

Abstract: Accurately defining the organization attributes of family contracted land in cooperative society is a

premise for establishing its legislative model. In practice most of the right to land contractual management in co—

operatives remains to be a land joint-stock cooperative only in title a mismatch between name and reality——
and deviates from the typical characteristics of the domestic joint stock cooperative system and international share
cooperative. In fact farmland in cooperatives are just based on the special social function of right to land contrac—
tual management and in the capital contribution with the nature of property right profit distribution and losses
etc. they have to take on a variation of farmers” professional co-operatives after breaking through “Farmers” Pro—
fessional Cooperatives Law” but they haven't gone beyond the basic category of traditional cooperative system.
Taking into consideration the universality of professional services a degree of openness in “Farmers” Professional
Cooperatives Law” and the cost and efficiency of legislation we proposed that farmland in cooperative society be
incorporated in the framework of “Farmers” Professional Cooperatives Law” and there be no need to enact solely
“Land Joint-stock Cooperative Act”.

Key words: Right to Land Contractual Management; Land Joint-stock Cooperative; Farmers” Professional Cooper—

atives; Legislative Mode
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