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Labor Scale Organization Costs and Evolution of the Agricultural Production Cooperation
Organization: The Historical Analysis since the Republic of China

Jia Fu and Zhao Nan
( School of Economics Renmin University of China)

Abstract: The evolution of agricultural production organization in china has two distinct characteristics: the periodic characteristics and
the regional difference. However the existing studies selectively focus on the short — term efficiency problems and the de —
collectivization process under it or simply emphasize the collectivization process under the national mandatory system arrangement. This
paper points out that the difference between the labor supervision cost and the coordination cost under the different social and economic
conditions decide the organization cost and the difference of organization cost decides the relative efficiency structure of the agricultural
production organizations thus leads to the periodic evolution and its diversity. This paper points out that the negative factors such as
war weather shocks and the positive factors such as declining population mortality rate extended life expectancy are the main reasons
that result in the declining labor scale and the labor supervision cost then leading to the change of agricultural production organization.
Using china’ s provincial and county level population and cooperative data for the period 1911 —2011 we have partially confirmed the
hypothesis from the macroscopical perspective.
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The Logic of Volume 3 of Das Kapital: Phenomenon Genesis

Xu Guangwei' and Chen Jie®

( 1: School of Economics Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics;
2: College of Economics and Trade Jiangxi Agricultural University)

Abstract: To be a holistic logic Das Kapital generalizes the evolution process and form of capitalist society which is its unitive history
object. As a text of phenomenon genesis Volume 3 of Das Kapital parallels with the other two volumes. Based on the process of the
value generating to the capitalistic price Unit 1 —3 make out the phenomenon system of one modality of economic profit. Based on the
social growth of class struggle which is explained by the realistic outspread of the disciplinarian of capitalistic profit margin declining
Unit 4 — 6 make out the phenomenon system of manifold modality of economic profit. And based on the deepen impact of the
disciplinarian of capitalistic profit margin declining Unit 4 — 6 make out the phenomenon system of dummy modality of economic profit
at the same time. Based on the picture of economic life of capitalistic classes and the relevant disputation Unit 7 makes out the
characteristics of bourgeois class’ s epistemology. So the critique of political economics and the analysis of class struggle are the same
on the methodology category which aims at uproot all of the philistinism on the conformation of economic theory and again notarize
science to be the revolutionary vigor impelling the history evolvement.
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