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Rural Collective Operating AssetsProperty Rights
Reform in China: Process Model and Challenge

MIN Shi WANG Xiaobing XIANG Cheng HUANG Jikun

Abstract: Rural collective asset reform has received widespread attention in the theoretical and
policy circles and the existing research has also discussed some key issues such as the property rights
reform mode of rural collective operating assets and the difficulties and challenges in
practice. However these discussions lack a comprehensive field study of the overall reform process and
the research on the factors affecting the reform process are still at the level of case analysis. This study
systematically sorts out the process of property rights reform of rural collectively—operated assets in Chi—
na and the reform models of various regions. Based on the survey data of 156 villages in nine provinces
of China this paper conducts an empirical analysis of the process of property rights reform of rural col-
lective assets and its influencing factors. The results show that the progress of rural collective operating
assets reform is quite different between provinces and some local programs need to be revised. Asset e—
valuation member definition equity distribution and property rights arrangement are the difficulties and
key points of the reform. There are regional heterogeneity in the factors that influence the development
of the confirmation of rural operational assets and the large scale of assets and the traditional centralized
village governance slow down the progress of the confirmation.

Key words: Rural collective assets; Operating assets; Property rights reform; Reform model;

Reform challenge



