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Capitalization and Direct Disposal: The Research of Farmers’

Willingness of Homestead Usufruct Abdication
LIU Tong-shan
( Rural Development Institute Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China)
Abstract: The survey results show that farmers have strong willingness to rural homestead usufruct abdication. To analyze the influence
factors of farmers”willingness based on the farmers homestead usufruct abdication decision model and in the light of the degree of
breakaway between farmers and homestead this paper subdivides the rural homestead usufruct abdication into two categories capitaliza—
tion ( potential abdication) and direct disposal ( completely abdication) . Then it uses the mvprobit model to analyze the influence fac—
tors the result shows that the farmers” willingness on rural homestead usufruct abdication is significantly affected by age educational
level household population information contact relations with neighbors and other factors.
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