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Efficiency of Agriculture Collectivization: Organization, Game Structure and Incentive
LIZufan (Schoolof Economics and Managements Anhui Normal University, Wuhu Anhui 241003, Chi-
na)
Key words; organization of village and commune; point system; game structure; incentive compatibility
Abstract: The reason of low efficiency in the period of collectivization is that agricultural product price and
production plan control system lead to incompatibility of incentive Laziness is farmers rational refection of

resources optimization. Lin Yifus conclusion that exit right results in low efficiency is wrong.
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1 0] 60
firm
input  slack  dack slack slack TE o
1953 0 0 0 0 1.000 0.0460 132.5
1954 0 0.03 0 0 0.990 0.0450 136.7
1955 0 0 0 0 1.000 0.0440 135.1
1956 0 0 0 0 1.000 0.0450 139.2 ——TE
1957 0 0.100 0 0 0.986 0.0430 146.2 S
1958 0 0.413 0 0.272 0.997 0.0400 149.4
1959 0 0.253 0 0.161 0.974 0.0630 152.1
1960 0 0.048 0 0.514 0.980 0.0770 157.4
1961 0.167 0.03 0 0.274 0.984 0.0730 201.4
1962 0.136 0 0 0 0.957 0.0730 200.1
1963 0.092 0 0 0 0.944  0.0690 194.4 ’ 'é’#&;ﬁ’é&@éﬁ 4&-31 nﬁgi 4?& @*ﬁf&é‘{é‘«é“%‘%& -ef’;&\ & @*‘t 4&5&
1964 0.037 0 0 0 0.949 0.0650 189.5
1965 0.005 0 0 0 0.949 0.0650 187.9 ) ®
1966 0 0 0 0.141 0.952 0.0610 195.8
1967 0.018 0 0 0 0.946 0.0600 195.5
1968 0.087 O 0 0 0.951 0.0620 195.2
1969 0.074 0 0 0 0.950 0.0700 194.9 ’
1970 0 0 0 0 1.000 0.0870 195.1
1971 0 0 0 0.079 0.989 0.0850 198.3 ( )
1972 0 0 0 0.203 0.980 0.0973 201.1 ( )
1973 0 0 0 0.174 0.985 0.1001 202.8 ’ ' '
1974 0 0 0 0.199 0.98% 0.1056 204.5 ’
1975 0 0 0 0.282 0.977 0.1248 208.7 R
1976 0 0 0 0.273 0.969 0.1645 209.7
1977 0 0.04 0 0.332 0.963 0.1933 209.2 ’
1978 0 0.034 0 0.345 0.974 0.2002 217.4 . o
1979 0 0.061 0 0.321 0.970 0.2070 243
1980 0 0.032 0 0.32 0.972 0.2358 284.4
1981 0 0 0 0.302 0.975 0.2454 301.2
1982 0 0 0 0.249 0.982 0.2485 307.8 [ FHR AFRAEGT AN LLFH]]. FA®
1983 0.013 0 0 0.146 0.992 0.2735 321.3 . 1978 (D).
S o (2 Fd RHARM ST S K M. AR 3
1986 0 0 0 0 1.000 0.5564 386.1 % iﬁ}%&ﬁ:, 2005.
[3 MEXGEBEASFERLLE M. L& L&
1 Z A E, 1994,
, LC , [4 #HEX FEFAE. AL FERLL R M]. 4
« 7 He AU A ¥ W A 2000.
. [5  Wen. Total Factor Productivity Change in China’s
TE Farming Sector: 1952— 1989[ J]. Economic Devel-
opment and Cultural Change 1993, 42(1). 1—41.
’ [6 R, & E KA EF 5T A A(1949— 1986)[ M] .
° Aewt: Kol Rt 1989.
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