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On the Farmers W illingnessof Land Trander:
An L ogitM odel Analysis of Empirical Evidencesfran CGSS n 2006

Zhang Sanfeng and W ang Fei
(School of Econamics, Nanjing U niversity)

Absdtract: Based on the data of 1682 famers fram CGSS in 2006, this paper AppliesLogit model o study the mpacts of famers’

individual characteristicson the trandfer of rural land There are sme findings (1) W ith an increase in schooling, thewillingness o
trander land decrease (2) The increase in employment in non - fam industries do not make famers give up occupancy of land which
provides peasants basic living security; (3) For famers households, the amount of per cagpita land and their willingness o transfer
land are negative correlated; (4) Even when famers have participated in security system of health care and pension, they do not
reduce their willingness to trander land; (5) The* cadres seeking rent” hypothesis does not hold maybe because famers are more
and more nsitive © possessing land Based on ampirical analyses, this pgper suggests that local goverrment should cautiously deal
with the conflict betveen lav and customs in trander land
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