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Household Division of Peasant during the Period of the Collective Economy
—A Study to the Rural South Hebei

Wang Yuesheng

Abstract:This paper mainly analyses household division of peasant in the villages of the south Hebei during
the time of the collective economy. Basted on this study, the feature of the household division is as follow: Propor-
tion that parents divided with their sons increased, sons who got marriage universally chose to divide with their par-
ents and brothers. However, Habit and notion that brother get equal share from parents hadn’ t changed when divid-
ing, certainly most married sons divide with parents singly, not synchromously. Under wllective economy, the
household property that belonged to private decreased, land, livestock and big produdive implement were owned by
collective organization. Private housing was core of division. This shows outside restriction of dividing weakened ,
So frequency of household division strengthened.
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