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Alienation of farmers' cooperatives and the impact on organizational performance
GAO Ya® WU Chen®

(a.College of Management; b. College of Economics and Trade, Zhongkai University of Agriculture and Engineering,
Guangzhou 510225, China)

Abstract: Based on the 127 farmers’ cooperatives questionnaire from 68 counties(prefectures) in Guangdong and Anhui
provinces, this paper found out that the comprehensive alienation degree of farmer’ cooperatives was 52.49% which
suggested that the phenomena was common. Then it analyzed 3 alienation factors: prior alienation (market price to
acquire, shares financing, attention membership training and surplus return), matter of alienation (one person, one ticket)
and afterwards alienation (voluntary). Using these 3 factors as explanatory variables, the paper constructed a multiple
linear regression model to investigate the alienation’s impact on the performance of farmers' cooperatives. The results
showed that 3 alienation factors had significant and various degree negative impact on performance of the cooperatives’,
among them, the prior alienation factor had significant explanatory power to the 6 variables, the matter of alienation
factor did not have any significant explanatory power to two variables, namely industry competition and the organization
degree of recognition, and the afterwards alienation factor had no significant explanatory power to the variable of help
members increase the average annual income either.
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