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X, 2.058 0.941 3.749 1. 168 X, 0. 761 0. 427 0.873 0.334
X, 1. 837 1.023 3.391 1. 206 X 2.892 0. 766 1.736 1. 865
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X 0.922 0.268 0.418 0. 494 X3 0.773 0. 862 0.597 1.023
X 0. 861 0. 347 0.378 0. 486 Xy 0.693 0. 462 0.231 0. 422
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3 Logistic

X, -0.367" 0. 693 -0.512™* 0. 599
X, -0.392" 0. 676 -0.534* 0. 586
X, 1.201 ™ 3.323 0.716" 2. 046
X, 0.726™ 2.067 1.192* 3.294
X 0.397* 1. 487 1. 022 2.779
Xq 0. 887 2.428 0. 601" 1.824
X, 0.228 1.256 0.736™ 2. 088
X, 0.276" 1.318 -0.351" 0. 704
X, 0.271 1.311 0. 739" 2. 094
Xio 0.506" 1. 659 1.363* 3.908
X 0.533" 1. 704 -0.427* 0. 652
X 0.380" 1. 462 0.551* 1.735
X 0.261" 1.298 0. 559 1.749
Xy 0.363™ 1.438 1.189™ 3.284
-5.136" 0.006 -5.763" 0.003
—2Loglikelihood 48.641 40.328
Cox & Snell’s R-Square 0.352 0.387
Nagelkerkes R-Square 0.381 0.417
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A Comparative Analysis on Rural Land Transfer in Developed Areas and
Less Developed Areas from Security Models and Land Function

XU Mei-yin
( College of Marxism Studies Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications Nanjing 210023 China)

Abstract: Farmers from developed and less developed areas have different models of security and land
function preference which leads to their different desires on rural land transfer. Through theoretical and
empirical study we found that the farmers in developed areas have higher level of security in the form of
social security and commercial insurance while in less developed areas the farmers have lower level of
security and the family security is the main model. Farmers in developed areas prefer property function
while those in less developed areas prefer production function and security function. So farmers in devel—
oped areas have higher desires on rural land transfer than those in less developed areas. Meanwhile the
personal and household features have important efforts on farmers” wishes for rural land transfer. The ef-
forts are different between developed and less developed areas. We need to pay attention to the differ—
ences in the farmers” wishes of rural land transfer between developed and less developed areas and know
well the dynamic change trend of rural land functions. We must improve the social security system in ru—

ral areas and advance the rural land transfer in an orderly manner.
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