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showed that the farmers’ level of credit constraints is not obvious in west part farmers have strong reli—
ance on formal financial institutions when they were in the face of financial difficulties. There is an in—
verse relationship between the farmers” business type and the level of credit constraints the level of
credit constraints of non-agricultural farmers is higher because they are lack of the land used as collater—
al. Therefore establishing the mechanism of rural property mortgage supporting the new agricultural
entity and solving the non-agricultural farmers demand for credit are very important.
Study on the Impacts of Dairy Import and the Strategy Choice for Dairy Safety: Trade Condition
of China Agricultural Safety Net — «cocoeevevniieiiiii HU Bingchuan and Dong Xiaoxia( 84)
Starting from the social phenomenon of farmers “dumping of milk”  this paper focusing on the do—
mestic dairy market and dairy safety the impacts of dairy imports were researched and the correspond—
ing solutions were proposed based on the quantitative analysis results. For the impacts of dairy imports
the trade preconditions of the impacts were discussed since the trade factors were stripped from the other
market factors. The necessary and sufficient condition for the special safeguard mechanism or trade rem—
edy measures of China’s dairy imports was proposed to avoid the abuse of relevant policy measures in re—
ality. Furthermore the general equilibrium model was applied to analyze the specific impact of dairy
imports on China’s dairy farming and dairy processing industry. Compared with the actual situation the
model results showed the impact of dairy imports on China’s dairy farming under comparative static con—
dition. As a result the conception of building China’s agricultural safety net gradually with the estab—
lishment of dairy safety net as a turning point was given.
Grassland Eco-ecompensation: Game Analysis under Weak Supervision
.................................................................. HU Zhentong KONG Deshuai and JIN Leshan( 95)
Supervision in grassland eco-compensation has great significance to guarantee the conditionality of
grassland eco-ecompensation and achieve the ecological goal of grassland eco-compensation. The first
phase of “Grassland Ecological Protection Subsidies and Rewards Program” (2011 —2015) is coming
to an end based on the field research in Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region this paper systematically
elaborates the issue of supervision in grassland eco-compensation with the framework of game theo—
ry. The study indicates that: 1) weak supervision will greatly restrict the achievement of the ecological
goal of grassland eco-compensation; 2) weak supervision results from three factors which respectively
are: 1) that rates of grassland eco-compensation are low ii) default costs ( penalty) are too low and
iii) probability of actual supervision is low. To improve supervision in grassland eco-compensation rea—
sonable rates of compensation should be set default costs should be increased and the existing supervi—
sion system could be further improved.
Study on the Rural Workers’ Self-employment Decision and Characteristics
................................................................................................... HUANG Zhiling( 103)
Based on the rural workers sample of 2013 CGSS data this paper uses the Probit model to explore
the rural workers’ self-employment decision and characteristics. The main findings of this study are fol—
lowings. First the self-employment rate of rural workers is up to 27. 14% ; Second the differences of
individual characteristics between two types of employment are small but the main differences are re—
flected in social networks and family characteristics. This indicates that information and financial con—
straints are the main obstacles of rural workers to enter into self-employment; Third self-employment
has a positive effect on improving the income of rural workers as well as increasing rural employment
and alleviating poverty. However there is still a big gap in income and scale when compared with mi—
grant workers and urban residents. Finally policy implications are proposed.
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