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On farmer households’ response to the “Two Separations and Two

Exchanges” policy
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Abstract: The “Two Separations and Two Exchanges”policy is an important reform for existing rural land sys-
tem. Based on the 100-household-survey data of 5 villages in Yaozhuang township, Jiaxing City, this paper
analyzed the households’willingness to participate in the “Two Separations and Two Exchanges”policy and the
determinants of their willingness by building the Logistic model. The results showed that the building area and
quality of housing sites had significant negative influence on farmer households’willingness to exchange the
housing sites while the area of the contract lands also had significant negative influence on farmer households’
willingness to exchange the land operation rights. Meanwhile farmer households’ non-agricultural income ratio,
their expectation of living and working conditions after the exchanges, their understanding of policies and their
satisfaction of subsidies had significant positive influence on both “housing site exchange” and “land opera-
tion rights exchange”. [Ch, 6 tab. 7 ref.]
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Tablel  Characteristic statistics of farmers

R FRELEE R RPESEN  FEFESEA JERIRA

BH  FKEANDIN PEERR D EZEF R

&l T AR /hm? i F/m? A7t /%
R ME 7.0 86.0 16.0 4.667 850 10.0 100
Fe/ME 1.0 24.0 0 0.067 200 0.3 0
SEHE 4.5 423 6.7 0.272 562 2.4 69
i 22 1.421 10.234 1.943 0.114 13.328 0.875 2.243
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Table 2 Situation of farmers’ willingness to participate in the “Two Separations and Two Exchanges” policy

Tyt AR HOIR B /% b R, 28 7 BUE IR L% P P B B 2 AR DL %
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NESYH 11.96 55.43 57.61
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Table 4  Variables screening results of farmers’ participation in“replacement of Homestead” intention model
F A 0 26 FI A BIHRE(B) FRfEDRZE Wald f BEH  exp(B)
AR R BEFRAIE FERBA LA (x7) 0.954 0.623 2.345 0.018" 2.596
A IR B BAEHR DL (x0) -1.521 0.528 8.298 0.008™ 0.218
AN A B S AR K OF B T (o) 2.586 0.803 10371  0.006™  13.277
RS ATELAR  SA AN A B R A SR A B T () 0.854 0.386 4.895 0.032" 2.349
AN A B AT AR B (i) 0.245 0.078 9.866 0.061" 1.278
A PR UK B PR AN A e A N A R B (i) 1.487 0.638 5432 0.009™ 4.424
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Table 5 Variables screening results of farmers’ participation in “replacement of land contracting right” intention model

ERS e 48 FUERE(B) brifEi2s Wald i B#EME exp(B)
J1EARRE FTEBAT R (x'5) 0.459 0.156 8.657 0.084* 1.582
. FREWA K (x'6) -0.785 0.248 10.019 0.048%  0.456
A P R BEFFAE
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A PR B Lo
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Table 6 Model checking
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