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3.6490  2.9856 11.5350™
3.5913  2.9183 11.2630™
3.1779  3.009 2.1530™
3.2548  3.0433  2.7950 ™
3.7019 3.1442  9.1110™
3.4615 3.0673  6.6860
3.4327  3.1250  4.5340™
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4.1731 3.7308  9.2100™
4.1683 3.7163  9.0440™*
3.9760 3.6298  6.4740
3.9760 3.6442  6.8120™
4.0721 3.6971  7.2640™
4.1250 3.6971  8.7520™*
3.7356 3.3606  7.1410™
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4.2740  3.2644 14.7410™
N X X 4.2740  3.2212 15.7500**
4.2596  3.2740 13.6960*
*e21 3.6875  3.2452  5.3050"
“ ” 3.6538  3.2837 4.6200*
“ " 3.6442  3.2933  4.3110™
4.1250  3.3125 11.6990 ™
4.2067  3.3317 12.4480™
2020 A 4.2067  3.2308 12.9410™
4.2019  3.1731 13.6720™
b 4.0529  3.2885 9.0170°
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STATAI2. 1 logit
9. Chi 0.5141  0.201  0.4021  0.5980
~ square 60. 55 0.0470  0.002  0.0152  0.9541
1% 0.3660  0.115  0.233  0.6935
o -0.6839  0.187  0.5188  1.9816
10% Z1.0574  0.002  0.3416  2.8789
. 0.7513  0.203  0.501  0.4718
N 0.4352  0.007  0.1612  0.6471
0.0757  0.082  0.0436  0.9271
: -0.8981  0.060  0.4774  2.4549
; . -0.0068  0.953  0.1156  1.0068
. . -0.3504  0.102  0.2142  1.419
0.0727  0.028  0.0332  0.9299
-186.6311
Chi - quare 60. 5500
0.0000
(1) o
Cox &Snell R 0.253
Nagelkerke R* 0.288
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Satisfaction Research in Farmland Compensation Region

ZHU Landan CAI Yin-ying
( College of Public Management Huazhong Agricultural University Wuhan 430070 China)

Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to measure the peasants” life satisfaction and its influencing factors
in farmland compensation region in Chengdu City. An ordered logit model is used as research method.
The results are as follows: firstly as one of pilot economic farmland compensation regions the peasants
in Chengdu have a higher level of satisfaction. The peasants” average life satisfaction degree is 3. 68.
Peasants” life satisfaction degree has been related to the economic development level of the village and
degree of satisfaction shows features as follows: peasants in poor villages < peasants in median villages
< peasants in rich villages. Secondly implementation of economic compensation policy has significantly
improved peasants” satisfaction degree. Thirdly peasants” individual characteristic and location have a
significant impact on satisfaction degree. It is suggested that the government should accelerate the devel—
opment of rural economy; improve rural infrastructure esp. education; make diverse form of farmland
compensation; increase the employment rate of rural people thus improve their life quality and gradually

solve the problems concerning agriculture countryside and farmers.

Key Words: land ecology; farmland protection; economic compensation; ordinal logit model; life satis—

faction



