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Urban Poverty in China: Social Assistance and Its Effects

Du Yang and Albert Park
(Institute of Population and Labor Economics, CASS; Department of Economics, Universiy of Oxford)

Abstract: Using two rounds of micro survey data collected in China’ s big cities, ths paper evaluates the wban poveity reduction
system and its efficiency. The analysis indicates that the means to poverty reduction has a significant shift during the urban
economic restructuring. In contras to similar programs in other economies, uban poverty reduction system cored by Dibao program
isrelatively efficient. The paper also analyzes the response of individuals ( households) to poverty reduction sysem, and the
empirical result shows that improvemert on the ways to poverty reduction will be helpful to avoid the negative effects on labor
market behaviors.
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