2018

4

S
L . .
o 40 ,
b
b
L ] 5
L ]
b
b
’
A Y
()
’

[ ] “
(71773134); « .
— . ” (71361140369 ;

” (14]JD790030)
@  ( oo«

by 2013 (22),

( 100872)

40

43



o® ’ ’
. 20 90
§ ) (
., 1997 , ¢ ”
’ ®7
“ + & + +
1996 “ 7,
2016 ,
o , ¢ +
L@
Y O®
o® ’
. 2003
o 2007
2017 7 ,
6005 1 .
“ + ”
”» @
) : . Vs .
@ « Vs ( ), 1995-12-11,
©) :
@ . § s
® : ( — Vs
© N s s §
Vs § ( ) ), 2013 (1),
0] § B
® s (
{ )s 2009 (8),
® (< )
© { D [
o : (
@ : —

2000

1242

s 2006 10

, 1992,

4 Y 1997 (10),
{ »s 2001 (1),
{ Yy 2003 (),
Y, 2002 (1); : (
{ »s 2008 (3),
“ + »

s { s
»s 2011 (6),
D §

2017-09-05,

), 2012 (5),
) (

s

Y, 2014 (7).,

”»



2018 i |
Y b
o s N
, N o , 2008
“ ” “
. . .7 , »
b .
. 2013, R
( ) o
2014 { Vs .
N o s 20 80
“ bIANTS ”
o , 2016 50
341 , 35 @ 87. 7 .
44, 5 s 2015 30% ; 215. 1
. 2015 2% 9,
b b b
’ H ’ ’
0® b
o b
N o s N
N - - o@ s
b o b
’ 5 ’
@ “ ”»
o b b
, 30 . “ )
.©
’ 30 ’
b b
()
21 , N \ s
D « ), http: //news cnr. cn/native/city/20161117/t20161117 523274803,
shtml,
©) ( b 4 Y. 2017 (9).
©) { . s { Y, 2013 (6); : (
— Y, 4 Y, 2014 (9),
@ : Vs 4 Y, 2015 (5),
® : ( Y, 4 Y, 2014 (7),
® s ” Vs ( )y 2014 (2),

45



o@ “
2013 11
2014 “
. 2015
2015
. 10 {
@ (
10,
@ :

46

. 2013

2014
D

11

(

), 2014 (8),

, 2010



2018 l
. 2017
0 , 2018
~
) 5 15
o, .
()
, R . 2015 .
4, 47 , 33.3%; 6 329. 5
. 27.5%; . 0. 97 , 2L 8%; 0. 42 ,
9.5%; 2. 62 ., 58 6%.9
o , 85. 3% , s
454, 5 s N
1497. 5 2 382 o
@ N . 3 . 15 481
. 23%, 35%., 33%., 9%,
(@) : ( 6329 Y, http: //www. moa gov. ecn/govpublic/NCJJTZ/201608/
120160810 5234645, htm,

47



. . LT TY
1:12 8, , .
, 30% ,
, 63 2% “ ” .
68 1%, 89, 4%,
47. 6%, C ) 386, 4 .
, 41. 9% , 37. 3% .
46. 6% , 38 9% ( . )
85%, 15 .
. 130, 3 , 56. 7% , 29.2%
77. 7% . 54 8%. 53 2% 47 3%, . . .
30% . 20% .
10% . , 880
( . ) , 50%
91 5%) . (84. 2%) (78. 9%,
. , 238, 5
, 60 . ,
, 1718 / 4225 /.
58%  75%. . ,

17. 8%, 19. 1% 18 2%,
. 5%. ,
. 615 .
. (2 988 / )
(2689 / ) . ,

’ N N 116. 9 N
48



2018 4 l

568 9 5 440, 2 , , 25%,
44, 7%, , ,
6286 / . L9 , 4981 /
. 264.6 /.,
) ( . .
. )N
. , 56. 2%
. 26.4% . 34% .
( ) 58. 7 . 35

b b b
o® b b
“ ”»
b o b
o ’
, . & » “
b
...... , s . .
”»
b N o b b
b b
o s 508 3
30, , 7.2%., ,
b b
o ’ b N
b o®
o b
o b b
100 @ 5 ,
50 . 100 @
° ’ 100 d
O] : — ), ( ). 2014 (1),
&) . : ( : Y ( )y 2014 (6); :
D, 4 Y. 2015 (9),
® « Y, http: //www. cnnclm com/fuchi/liaoning/3034. html,
@ « ), http: //www. moa gov. cn/sjzz/jgs/gzjl/201508/t20150828 4809115, htm,

49



300 o,
“ ”
’
b o
“
b
2 Q@ s
. 52.8%
( ) . 35. 6%
“ ”
o b
o b
o b
) 23. 1%;
. 7.1%; 5%
22% N N
“
b
’ o
b
’ Y
20% ,
60% (
55 %
Y b
. b
b
b
b
b
582 /
b
148 /
b
o 57%
O «
index/bh/025/1d/101965,
@ «
nycyh/201512/t20151224 1602012, html,
® :
),

50

b

35. 6%,

40%,
15%

100

~200

@

o

. 46, 8%

\ 43, 1% ;

). http: //www. caein com/index php/Index/Showcontent/

Y, http: //www. shac gov. en/xxgk/xxgkml/snwgzyw/

b

{ »s 2016



2018 4
42%, .
, 14. 3%,
9 4% .
o® ’
68 3%,
“ ” 40 SVO .
y “ 2 52. 6%, I3
” 36. 8%,
®, .
. , 75 3%
( “ ” )’ 2

( ) 55. 6%, . ,

44, 8% . 30. 2%, 28 9%. 19. 6%, 18 8% 22 9%,

(
o)

@ s s 4 Y. 2015 (5),
@) : ( Y, 4 s 2014 (9),
(©) : ( Vs 4 Y. 2015 (2),
@ : s 4 Y. 2016 (6),

51



. , 12, 66%
, 966 , 113/ ,
16. 7%, 45. 8%,
143, 7%, 4286 / ,
’ o®
. ( ) “
, 45 6% . 33 3%
, 28 2% .
, 25. 6% , 2. 6% .
1. 3 o b b

. , , 81 42%;
, 52.89% 44. 78%; 10% .

35% . ,

58.6% 68 4%,
30%., R R R 2015
5. 65 , 14, 34%, 7. 12 ,
12%, 3 887 ; , , 2015
5521 98 , 3%,
(4 523. 6 ), @ . . R 2017 8 (
) “ ,

@) N s Vs { Y, 2015-01-07,
©) : « 2017y, 5-7 s , 2017,

52



2018 4
“ ”»
b b b o
.’ o
b Y b
“ ” ““ »
b o
, N N (
) 20% 20% 10.2 [, &6 19.3
“ ”»
b
Y b
b
o ’
“ ”»
b
“ ”»
’ ’
Y A} Y b
“ ” “ ”»
68 8% D, , “ ? 33 3%,
“ ” (3L 2%, 20% ,
b o
~
A} b
b o
b
D® o
b o® ’
b
o ’ o
2 Y ’
s L@
’ b
b b
b
O
@) : ( s ( Y. 2014 (10),

@ Barrett, C. B. , Bellemare, M. F. , and J. Y. Hou. “Reconsidering Conventional Explanations of the Inverse Productivity-
Size Relationship” . World Development, 2010, 38 (1) 88-97.

@

: N s

), 2014 (4),

53



54

”



2018 4 l

China New Agricultural Operators since the Reform and Opening Up:

Growth, Evolution and Trend
ZHONG Zhen

(School of Agricultural Economics and Rural Development, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872)

Abstract: Family farms, cooperatives, agricultural enterprises and other new operators are not the
products of agricultural policies, but rather the results of agricultural and rural self-develop-
ment. Their growth, differentiation and trend are embodiment of the law of marketization, as well
as the reflection of the system reform and innovation. Since the reform and opening up, all types of
new agricultural operators achieve huge growth, which has greatly changed the scale and structure
of putting into agricultural elements, mobilized various forces of government, market and society,
generated economy and social impact in many aspects. Meanwhile, there also exist many problems
and challenges. According to its development trend, agricultural modernization with Chinese charac-
teristics in a New Era should rely heavily on the new agricultural operators. However, it is still nec-
essary to make relevant strategic adjustments and targetedly improve its supporting policy system
for the new agricultural operators,

Key words: new type of agricultural operators; rural social service; appropriate scale management;

agricultural modernization
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