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Is Chinas Farmland Property Right System is Intentionally Made Ambiguous? HuagLi 2

According to the property rights theory, farmland property right is defined as the control right of
farmland. Based on this theory, the paper analyzes the proposition that ““farmland property right system is
intentionaly made ambiguous”” logicaly. The ambiguity on farmland property right refers to the ambiguity
in the actua ownership of the control right of farmland. This paper establishes a genera anayzing
framework of the property right system of China ™% farmland, according to the four layer analysis framework
of Williamson. In this framework, the ambiguous property right of farmland is the outcome of systematic
design carried out by two owners, farmers and government, under the common action of the basic system
and the farmland resource. The contral right of farmland is made ambiguous through the systematic design
by farmers and government. Under the rea congtraint tha the basc system is imperfect, operating the
intentionaly ambiguous property right of farmland is a better way for its relative advantages. As the
precondition of promoting property right reform of farmland, the importance of the construction of basic
system is highlighted.

Tri-dimensions of Land Property Cognition and Their Conflictsin Rural China

——An Integrated Understanding Of Conflicts on Land property Rightsin Rural China

Huang Peng-jin 14

Asnew century coming, the conflicts on land property rights have sharply emerged in rural China, and
became a mgjor kind of contradiction influencing the stability of rura society. Through investigating the
cases of conflicts on land property rights in L town, the paper finds that there are three main types of rura
land property rights defined rules, namely the rule of public property rights, the rule of private property
rights and the rule of inherited property rights. These three property rights defined rules reflect respectively
the palitical dimension, economic dimension and society (culture) dimension of land property cognition.
But they in essence reflect the change of socia cognition on the meaning of land property rights that people
no longer completely understand land property rights from the perspective of political, while vaue the land
property rights with palitical, economic, socid (culture) dimensiona understanding. This is the deep cause
of the current conflicts on land property rightsin rural.

From the Concept of Inherited Property Right to the Concept of Right in Rem: the Evolution and Conflict of
the Concept of Land: A Sociologica Andysisof Controversy of Land Property Rightsin'Y Village of
Guangdong Province ChenFeng 25
By andyzing four cases of landownership controversy in'Y village of Guangdong province, the paper

presents the earthbound logic of land property right asinherited property right and modern rules of changing

land property right to right in rem. Under the concept of inherited property right, rurd land property rights
has symbolic, inheritable, and community features. Farmers only get inheritance rights, but don = t get
independent property rights. It forms a self-consistent logic which shaped each other between the concept of
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