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Institutional Barrier of Growth of Farmers Property Income and Its Solution
Wang Wenlan

(College of Economics and Management, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, Chin a)

Abstract: This paper studies the institutional barriers of influencing the enhancement of farms” property income. It points out that the lack of
farm ers”property incomeis not due to no property in farmers’families but thelack of institutional security of legal ow nership for property owning
by farmers’families, which makes the resources owned by farmers is the rigid asset and can not be converted to the capital brings value added.
T herefore, the key to solve the problem of the growth of farmers“property income is to establish a sy stem of ownership that can make the asset
owned by farmers converted to the capital.
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