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Praedial Title Right, Resources Endowment Constraints
and Farming Land Transfer
LI Jing

Abstract: Clearly established and effectively protected land property rights is the premise for the effi-
cient land transferring. But there is no unanimous idea about whether praedial title right truly helps
farming land transfer. By using the CHARLS data, this paper assess the effect of the praedial title
right on farming land transfer. The study found that praedial title right truly helps farming land trans-
fer, but the agricultural resources endowment is not the entirely feasible conditions for the transfer,
and the effect of the right is limited to rural industry composition. For villages with larger agricultural
output proportion, the effect of the right is not obvious. Finally, the paper gives new understanding
from the aspects of endowment effect, administrative intervention and opportunity cost, and then put
forward specific policy recommendations.

Key words: praedial title right; resources endowment effect; farmland transferring; price discrimina-

tion



