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The Review and Prospect of China’s Anti—poverty Policies

Wei Houkai & Wu Xiaoxia

Abstract: Over the past few years, along with the country’s continued implementation of its world—acclaimed policy of reform and
opening—up, China’s poverly issue has gradually featured a co—existence of rural poverty and urban poverty, instead of rural poverty
alone. In this article, the author reviews the existing poverty standard and overall poverly scenario in today’s China, and makes a
preliminary appraisal of the performance of the state’s anti—poverty policies. Afterwards, the author puts forward an idea of planning out
the developments of urban and rural areas as a whole, highlights the necessity of setting down a uniform poverty standard for both rural
and urban areas, setting up a poverty monitoring system and national anti—poverty policies, and carrying into effect a system to attach
equal importance to poverty alleviation within rural and urban areas, as well as planning out the social security and employment system
in rural and urban areas as a whole, in order to address the major problems with regard to anti—poverty policies in current force.

Key Words: China; Poverty Standard; Urban Poverty; Rural Poverty; Anti—poverty Policies
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