14 5 ( ) Vol 14N
2013 10 Journal of Hunan Agricultural University (Social Sciences) Oct

o 5
2013

LA EEFIE N7 [ R H R TE
VARAE)H 2 FB T X AT A 45

( 100871)
W = X
X 8 i
FESES F301.0 MHERERE: A XEHS: 1009-2013(2013)05-0024-09

Rural structural contradiction between man and earth and control measures:
Set X village in Yiyang city, Hunan province as an example
GONG Hong-ling
(School of Government, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: The contradiction between people and land is the important factor restricting the development of rural economy;,
social equity and social stability. In general, it can be divided into two types: the total contradiction and structural
contradiction between people and land. The article, based on field surveys, analyses the structural contradiction from the
rural population and allocation of land resource, and considers that natural disaster, socio-economic development and
agricultural policy arrangements are important reasons leading to the contradiction, and it’s necessary to advocate the
land circulation, safeguard women’s land rights and strengthen relevant policy implementation to dissolve the structural
contradiction between people and land.

Key word: countryside; structural; contradiction between man and earth; land transfer; Yiyang city

>3 [1]

< E 2] [2]

= HE 2013 09 27
EHE N (1986—)



14 25
0.74
1
X 18 ( )
1 X (
) X 18
H (46 /)
E (111 ) 2
—. XM AR BB RAE
X H O C 10
18 A B C 55.56% 787
R X 369 1386 56.78%
1029.67
~ 1.2
’@ 1 /\E i WF
D N
2 0.6 [ «A ¢ L
_{y
<0.2
= 0
A B ¢C D E F GG H I J K L M N O P Q R
/N 4
| —— g BB () |
1 X A& RNARILA A Y e 8EE Y
1 H
E
(1
F1 XHH. E. HRFNLHEREIFR
/
50% / 50%-75%/ 75%-125%/ 125%-200%/ 200% /
H 0.46 2 12 61 10
E 1.11 0 19 4 5
| 0.76 3 27 33 27




26 ( ) 2013 10

X 18 H 50% 3 50%-75% 27
2008 12 H 25 75%-125% 33 125%-200%
87 40.35 27 200% 0
0.46 2
0.2 18 9
50% 2 514.02
50%-75% 12 75%-125% 515.65
61 125%-200% 10 200% 0.37
2
X 18 E
2008 12 E 14
31 34.25 2
111 0.58 18
3.65 6 O (024 /)
50% 0 E (057 /) 2
50%-75% 19 75%-125% 4 A
125%-200% 5 200% C G 10 55.56%
3 740 53.39%
X 18 | H (013 /) R
(074 [ ) (072 /) 6
2008 12 I 22 90 A B C 1
68.4 0.76 61.11% 890
0.33 13 64.21%
4
0.8
0.7 a
0.6
or | —o— YL HEAR A T
B ol (R
= LA St PNCEE A
0.2 Y,
0.1
0

ABCDEFGHTI JKLMNOPAQ QR
ik
2 XMEMRNMAANHERKE. 2LERER



14 5 27
#£2 X# 0. E. NARHTHEREIFR
/ 50% / 50%-75%/ 75%-125%/ 125%-200%/ 200%  /
0.24 7 4 23 11 0
E 0.57 8 8 6 5 4
0.36 20 18 18 7
X 18 0] 75%-125% 6 125%-200%
2008 12 (0] 5 200% 4
11 45 10.99 X 18 N
0.24 (037 /)
0.1 0.46 4.6 2008 12 N 20
50% 71 25.89
7 50%-75% 4 0.36 0.07
75%-125% 23 125%-200% 1.59 23
11 200% 50% 20
X 18 E 50%-75% 18 75%-125%
2008 12 E 18 125%-200% 7 200%
14 31 17.55 8
0.57
0.15 2.65 17.6 H R
B
50% 8 50%-75% 8 ( 3
%3 X#H. R, BARFTHMKEFR
50% / 50%-75%/ 75%-125%/ 125%-200%/ 200% /
H 0.13 24 17 19 13 14
R 0.72 8 29 16 13 5
B 0.36 24 30 25 14 10
X 18 H 1.87 7
2008 H 25 50% 8
87 11.05 50%-75% 75%-125%
0.13 0.03 16 125%-200% 13 200%
15 50 5
50% 24 X 18 B
50%-75% 17 75%-125% 037 /)
19 125%-200% 13 200% 2008 12 B 28 103
14 36.99 0.36
X 18 R 0.06 1.25
2008 R 14 21
71 51.36 50% 50%-75% 30
0.72 0.25 75%-125% 25 125%-200%



28

) 2013 10

= XA R ERY AL E

90

14

X

200%

10

20

1998 6 X

X cc EE]



14 5 29
> @)
E R [5]
( 15 )“
i
26 ) 28
()
() ()
74.9% 80.2%
26.6%
X H 80%
®
20 80



30

2013 10

» 6]

[71

=, RN HSF BB RIE SR R

1

3 [8]



14 5

31

3 [9]

(

T

10%

90% >> [0

7 ( )



32

( ) 2013 10

20

80

- Bl1]

R

O #IBERBTF 2008 5 12 AiZAtTe) LHAELLZE ERIELRK
BT 69L&,

Q@ ARBEARLETHUR, KA LHGKEIRILEER
T SRR — “15 AR — 30 £ — “kiim
ARE” — “RATRE” ETH—ANLREAE.

@ (RALHAEEY & 63 ZFMT: “KikFEHRTOLEM
B, M) m AR TFRIERAERZFAEH
EORNENZA. FNEBHZAY, RMEFRE WG
Yo, Kk FATAGIHRY, KikZHE TFBEGHN
FHH.”

S A
[1]
— [
2010(10) 88-94
[2] “* 7 [
(2005) 2005 44-52
[3] [
1999(2) 151-153
[4] [R]
2007 64
[5] [
2000(2) 54-65
[6]
— [
2007(5) 54-58
[71 —
[ 1998(10)
14-15
[8l
[ 2009(1) 1-8
[l [N]

2012-10-10
[10] Allison G.T. Essence of Decision[M] Boston Mass
Little Brown 1971 176
[11] —
[J] 2005(6) 35-41

FAERE:. HE A



