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The Change of World Agricultural Produces Stock and China Factor

HU Bing-chuan

(Institute of Rural Development, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100732, China)

Abstract: With the improvement of productivity and global trade, agricultural produces stock in the
world has gradually declined, and the stock consumption has become more and more efficiently decided.
For example, the consumption of the five commodities of rice, wheat, maize, cotton and sugar have
shown an internal consistent law. Relatively, the" Dam effect' of huge inventory of Chinese agricultural
produces has not only increased the pressure on domestic financial subsidies, but also brought a risk to
the domestic market. Compared with the domestic and international stock for the consumption of agri-
cultural produces, the existing domestic support policy needs to reduce the support level moderately,
tolerate the agricultural reduction, maintain agricultural produces price trend by resorting to market—o-
riented way to resolve market contradictions, optimize domestic agricultural produces structure, and im-
prove the resource allocation efficiency.
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