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Stuation of rural poverty in China
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Abstract In spite of the significant achievements of poverty alleviation programs in China since the opening palicies in
1978, the pace o the reduction o the poverty population has been slowed downin recent years. There has been along
time argument on the accuracy o poverty populationinrural China. The vulnerability of livelihood of poverty population,
women poverty and other issues are still very harsh. This article summarized the poverty issues in China now.
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Table 1  Proportion of poor farming householdsin 20 KWV's %
1 2.4 36.5 61.2 11 10.5 26.1 63. 4
2 2.4 26.8 70.7 12 22. 4 47.6 30.1
3 8.9 17.8 73.3 13 21.1 39.7 39.2
4 16.8 50.3 32.9 14 18.4 33.6 48.0
5 3.2 45.2 51.6 15 1.1 13.6 85.2
6 8.2 25.0 66. 7 16 3.5 14.1 82.4
7 7.1 17.3 75.6 17 5.6 40.5 54.0
8 16.2 35.5 48.3 18 6.2 30.3 63. 4
9 6.1 21.6 72.3 19 6.9 22.0 71.1
10 14.1 25.4 60.5 20 6.9 23.7 69. 5
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Table 2 Changesin physca capitd of the poor

! %
/
350 7.43 34.86 57.71
350 3.43 21.14 75.43
348 34.20 28.74 37.07
349 47.28 21.49 31.23
352 4.55 47.16 48. 30
348 2.01 19.54 78.45
350 1.71 3.43 11.43 83.43
350 7.14 28.29 26. 29 38. 29
350 7.14 28.57 37.14 27.14
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Table 3 Changesin thefinancid capitdsof the poor
! %
/
350 6. 00 38.00 11. 14 44. 86
350 2.86 21.71 6.29 69. 14
) 352 6.53 41.19 11.08 41.19
349 3.15 14. 61 10. 60 71.63
350 3.43 28.57 20.00 48. 00
350 1.71 22.57 19.43 56. 29
330 6. 67 44.55 12.73 36. 06
350 7.43 34. 86 19.71 38.00
348 13.51 50. 86 27.01 8. 62
4.4
, 40 %,
4 4
Table 4 Changesin the natura capitasof the poor
! %
/
350 10. 29 38.00 51.71 = , =
339 33.92 14. 45 51. 62 = , =
342 10.53 36. 84 52. 63 = , =
350 28.29 30. 86 40. 86 = , =
350 60. 29 15.71 24.00
350 55. 43 20.57 24.00
350 43.71 38. 29 18. 00
350 5.43 54. 00 40.57
286 14. 34 10. 14 75. 52 = , =
269 10. 41 7.06 82.53 = , =
4.5
5
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Table 5 Changesin the human cepitasof the poor

! %
/
348 27.59 24.71 47.70
349 30.95 24. 07 44. 99
349 27.51 26. 36 46. 13
349 28.08 22.92 49. 00
336 28.57 14.58 56. 85
336 28.57 14.58 56. 85
324 37.04 6. 48 56. 48
325 37.23 5.54 57.23
348 4.89 42. 24 52.87
349 2.87 15.76 81. 38
350 3.14 2.29 94. 57
349 4.01 4. 30 91.69
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Table 6 Poverty changes at the village level %
48. 65 21.62 29.73
4.35 34.78 60. 87
5.41 40. 54 51.35
27.03 54. 05 16.22
32.43 51.35 16.22
35. 14 43.24 21.62
35. 14 37.84 27.03
2.70 81.08 16.22 = , =
13.51 37.84 48. 65 = , =
75. 68 24.32
81.08 18.92
67.57 32.43
67.57 32.43
2.70 70. 27 27.03 = , =
8.11 45. 95 40. 54
67.57 32.43
2.70 32.43 64. 86 = , =
5.41 43.24 51.35 = , =
5.41 91. 89 2.70 = , =
2.70 78.38 18.92
8.11 81.08 10.81
78.38
24.32 35. 14 40. 54
27.03 37.84 35.14 = , =
45. 95 24.32 29.73
43.24 29.73 21.62
13.51 62. 16 21.62
89. 19 10.81
35. 14 29.73 35.14 = , =
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