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National regulation and rural habitusin the confirmation of farmland right:

Set A villagein Jiangxi province as an example
TIAN Tian, LI Bo, ZUO Ting’
(College of Humanities and Development Studies, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract: According to literature research and field research, this article mainly discusses a conflict between national
regulation and rura habitus in the confirmation of farmland right. Then, there is a discussion about how to adjust the
contradiction between modern and traditional. State would like to achieve standardized management of farmland, to
strengthen institutionalization of rural property, and to promote the capitalization in rural areathrough the confirmation of
farmland right. But there are three different characteristics in rural habitus. The land allocation is complex and obscure.
The land relations pay more attention to the local etiquette and custom. The farming care about family livelihood. Now,
national regulation isin a strong position. It squeezes out the rural habitus. | suppose government should shift the role and
paradigm of public management. Land system should be a result of collective decision-making. We should admit the
existence of differences between different rural areas. So, nationa regulation will link up with rural habitus in different
power lever. And there will be ainteractive space containing modern and traditional .
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