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A Comparative Study on Farmer’s Water User Cooperation Organization
and Farmer’s Specialized Cooperatives
CHEN Hua-tang' ZHOU Xue-§un’ YAO Yun-hao> WU Dan-dan’
( 1.China Irrigation and Drainage Development Center Beijing 100054 China;

2.China Agricultural University Beijing 100083 China)
Abstract: Along with the increasing specialization and commercialization of agricultural production and services ( including irrigation and
drainage service) there is also an increasing demand for both of practitioners and policy makers to clearly understand the characteristics
advantages and disadvantages and challenges faced of farmer’s water user cooperation organization ( mainly including water user’s association
and water conservation service specialized cooperatives) and farmer’s specialized cooperatives. Based on literature review field studies and
defining the concept of these two farmers” self—organizations this paper presents the comparative studies of these two kinds of organizations
systematically in terms of its legal status and foundation organizational characteristics service contents and characteristics operational
models and results and existing problems and challenges in order to provide points of view for practitioners and policy makers in relevant
areas.
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