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research object combined with China’s rural public products supply for more than 30 years of actual
effect from the township government of effective supply of rural public product theory and the practice
value policy evolution process policy implementation effect such as three dimensions the problem of
effective supply of rural public goods policy analysis. Study found: since reform and opening-up the
township government increasing effective supply of rural public goods status coverage of public finance
rural gradually expanded the scope of supply scale growing on agricultural production farmers and ru—
ral development have a significant effect.
Research on the Behavior of Government in Transition of Institution Supply for Basic Public
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Estimating Rural Poverty Line in China: An Alternative Method in Perspective of Nutrition
--------------------------------------- ZHANG Xiaoni ZHANG Xuemei LV Kaiyu and ZHANG Chongshang( 58)
Rural poverty line is the crucial rule for estimating the poverty depth and population. Even at pres—
ent the view has practical meanings to regard poverty line as the minimum level of expenditure on the
amount of the minimum charges of the necessary living goods and services for satisfying people’s basic
needs of minimum survival. Based on such principle and statistical income data of rural household
groups over the period of 19852009 the paper simulates and estimating rural poverty line in China u—
sing the fundamental poverty measure index namely food nutrition and the Matlab software. Similar with
previous research conclusions our results indicate that for a long time both the poverty line and poor
population in rural China has been underestimated. However the gap between the new poverty line is—
sued on November 19 2011 and the poverty line estimated by us has narrowed largely.
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N|ngha| County Zhe“ang Provinge «ceceeveeremiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieinse, TONG ang and LI Huz( 65)
Impacts of Social Capital on Member Participation and Performance of Farmer Cooperatives
............................................................ LIANG Qiao WU Wen LIU Min and LU Haiyang(71)
This study formulates a framework defining social capital and measuring social capital in terms of
structural dimension and cognitive dimension. The former refers to the external social networks of a co—
operative while the latter is the trust between members and between members and managers as well as
members’ understanding of collective goals and missions of the cooperative. The effect of social capital
on members’ participation in collective activities and economic performance of farmer cooperatives is
then examined based on a database comprised of 147 farmer cooperatives from Zhejiang’s Jiaxing and
Taizhou. The results display a positive relationship between members’ participating in technique train—
ings and the cognitive dimension of social capital while performance of cooperatives is positively influ—
enced by both structural and cognitive dimensions of social capital.
Group Size and Development of Farmer Specialized Cooperatives:Based on Collective Action Theory
......................................................... YANG Guanghua HE Donghang and ZHU Chunyan( 80)
“Logic of collective action” implies the objectives and tasks of collective action cannot be subdivi—
ded. There is no obvious connection between group size and development performance of farmer spe—
cialized cooperatives. Large and small-scale cooperatives may sound develop. Small-scale cooperatives
have certain advantages of establishment and development. The extension of group size does not defi—
nitely have an influence on the development of farmer specialized cooperatives and may form economies
of scale and economies of scope.
An Empirical Study on Rural Land Contract Adjustment by Villagers Group Data
............................................................... KONG Tao Jonathan Unger and LIU Pengling( 87)
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