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Abstract

The mortgage of farmland management right is one of the main contents of rural finance. It has
important theoretical and practical significance to analyze farmers’ willingness to farm land
management right mortgage and its influencing factors on the structural reform of agricultural
supply side. This paper is based on a survey data of 289 farmers in Heze city, contingency table
analysis was used to analyze the willingness of rural land management right mortgage loan and its
influencing factors. The results suggest that the farmers’ willingness to rural land management
right mortgage loan was mainly affected by age, education level, cultivated land scale, cognition of
land policy. Based on these studies, we put forward some countermeasures to promoting devel-
opment of rural land management right mortgage loan.
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Table 1. Basic situation of farmers interviewed

=1 ZIMRPEXER

AR B ARG LU A N (UN L1 (%)
v % 53 18.34
5 236 81.66
40 BN 46 15.92
40 $~50 ¥ 149 51.56
e

51 %~60 % 73 25.26

60 % L\ I 21 7.27
2ALUF 93 32.18
BEAL A 2 ~4 A 144 49.83
4Lk 52 17.99
NFERULR 89 30.80
T %}J w 130 44,98
i 57 19.72

KERUE 13 45
275LUF 82 28.37
FREFEIIRN 27i~5 5 61 21.11
5 Lk 146 50.52
SR PR BEIT ORI 277 95.85
BrRA TR R 217 75.09

Table 2. Farmers’ cognition situation of land management and related policies
F 2. RPITEEERIKEEXBEROARER
T E BRI A NH(N) 51 (%)
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20 @Ak 75 25.95
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10 FF KA E 32 11.07
7 62 21.45
itz o H, BkZE 176 60.90
A, BEEE 51 17.65
KA A A& 187 64.71
Zn 102 35.29
AT 142 49.13
BRI Tt 111 38.41
g 36 12.46
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Table 3. The status and potential demand statistics of farmers’ land management right mortgage
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Table 4. The relationship between the age of farmers and mortgage willingness of farmland management right
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Table 5. The relationship between the educational level of farmers and mortgage willingness of farmland management right
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Table 6. The relationship between land management area and mortgage willingness of farmland management right
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Table 7. The relationship between degree of policy cognition and mortgage willingness of farmland management right
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