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Tab.l Changing of rural poor households
in Hunan Province(2000— 2004 ) /%

W H 2000 4F 2002 4 2003 4 2004 4F
<600 7T 1.62 1.19 1.84 0.86
<2800 7T 6.27 4.41 3.98 2.68
<1000  9.97 8.65 7.60 6.24

BRI : 2005 A A A Guit s

XLETTR AR eI AT ERA T2, e R 38 NMEINE (), Hrb, ERPFHEEA20 4, ARARE
A18 A, REEHPORHR AR H AR 22 AR RS, AEACHRENLX . X, 5K, ZX. DHRREDX, i
BHIAEE Zn HN & AE 23 8

1 FORERN ZEAEL S RELRE

AVAEIREGH A 16 MR (D AEE R WENES =, — 2R FGABER R IR I, LR 300 143,
14285 1y, [EIUSERIS%; 152 E 45255 1, F72(FR85. 0%, R RM FFHAFHAT B N BE « J Kl g, LEBUAET50 4,
[ES660 £, [FIZ88. 0%; A RLIAI 46601, A 388, 0%, — A& 7% /i Hh X BV 5 I B FeAE L, FLR U525 4y, BIN23 4,
BIHR92. 0%: A R0 4, ARES0. 0% BT HANERA T IR 354 B IR IV IR, A7 OIS 6 23 A
X AR REF NG BEAT A, A 23 BT AR 5 3 BBV 5 D A AR . ATV S 16 MR ELT31 M 28 (R2) .

2 HESEREH

AN FIH AR I BIE R R R Z T . WATGHE R ZRKE, A 5B RAISHITERA NS H B S KSR
K, EHEZPAHE AR AERPABE AKFETIR K. BT REAS R ZE, ERIBMEFAHR AT
T HARRWOL AR, S SN R R R 225 A

2.1 A B9 BREMILSZ A HIK TR

HE SR, CHRARRBME R IR TR S5 B R AN R . IR EW AR EZigie. Hir, RERN S
BRARAOCHEE ARG, WAL IFEEAR, AR UITE AR

2. 1.1 FEASCHERFUIR. KA BB Z HH MH K BIASUR T 2 FECRN 5SROI A RN . 45 R EoR,
AN G5 ISR RE PR A SR B M A, A 24. 4% S RE B B s i SCARE R /N LB A0 S 37, 8% S RE F B e vy SCALARR
FERHIH 25, 6% S BE I A B i SO BE N s SR AR B e iR SO R AR KT e A b (R RAHFT ) 10d 12. 2%.
TEAHE MRS B )b, ACE /N SRR BESCCE Y 45. 0%, I SCHAREERI N L 42. 2%, &b SO RREERI N & 10. 0%,
RERLLEMAL 2.8% (R 3) o FEFRERR G BGE LIS, BRSSO K — o2 30 2 LU NKER 31,
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Tab.2 The related result of rural Vulnerable groupsin 16
counties investigated

RIFFHEHEAEN R

=N ROFEE/ A FEFH /A BRIRAL A
KK 5 15 36 2
[ (=] 15 27 2
R 6 21 2
by 12 30 1
% 12 36 1
T 9 30 1
AT 15 30 1
T4 12 33 2
7K L 15 33 2
it 15 57 0
BT 9 18 0
Al 9 21 0
Al 15 39 1
jibIE] 42 111 2
ZAL 21 48 1
73 33 90 2
1t 255 660 20
*3 RAHEEFHERILEE
Tab.3 The education experience of the rural vulnerable
groups investigated
T H R BE R 7 B AT FHEN I NATEE
Ak B4t % NEU/ N B %
INEELCH 63 24.4 297 45.0
kY 96 37.8 279 422
e 66 25.6 66 10.0
KERLLE 30 12.2 18 2.8
A1t 255 100.0 660 100.0
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WO e 8RR, RN IFARAS I PO L EEN, SnEER B LB E N (R4 o fETEI660 4
AW EBEDT B0, WARS I BN 585 A, d Bl E AZ0188. 7%: St BOVIFIIALTS A, & S A A E 11, 3%,
SIS BRI, 748 AN ER—F=2mR il FREETD , SSIIIAE064. 0% 27 AFIIFKINE
FRAERFAR, HSMEEIIALI36. 0%, Ho = RAnl AL I, B, ERFRED 120, 544 4%, =KA00 (4%
g). FIk. FIERS . BB A 156 N, 555 6% MIAZEHE AT RIL, R T H AR B2 AR R PO 1
55 51 I 5 55 30 77 B4 1%,

YR S HRME 5 BT S AR AE 1) R 0] & “ARS I A s Il iF, A 36. 0% A [R125 2 i (4G oG 140
SURIEREE s 36. 0%AI NFIZ2 “Raial” Mkl i&F 28. 0% ARIZ R “TANE” MsEa A%, Kk, B8R
B, ESMEAIAN 2SS, 60. 1N R I 7E 15 RELF, 20. 0% 1 AMHALA, 3 ANHUL AR 20, 0% BT RA
FEA BRI ST R T, SN 38 308 S5 WA AT AR A 45 5 D1 ek T Py 4 SR A TR R R e i o 78 1) B “ AR
SIS R 7 i, RA 20, 0% EI 2 “IRBIE” . 44. 0%IEIZ “LLARBAE” . A 36. 0% A “REIE” o fEit
— B e RNABRNAEAE R E B B RAT 47 B, 23, 8% A “Br il Az, SOEAME” , 22, 2% ANK “ 2R,
FEEMELLZAS” 5 21, 5% NN “ERNNEASER” 5 16, 5% AV “EUIIN AR EE” , 17, 0% RS “Hfh” (K5 .
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Tab.4 Thetraining of the Rural vulnerable
groups mvestigated
T H N N H 77 EE /%
AKZ M 58

5 88.7
Z it B 75 11.3
:F[_:'I:

— PRI 43 64.0
AR 12 16.0
== HNA 15 20.0
a1t 660 100.0
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Tab.5 The opinion of rural vulnerable groups on vocational
training and evaluation

H YA 2 R B % I ] i B4t %
TR BA 20.0 Hh £ AT 23.8
a3 LT 44.0 WA K& 222
ANBA i 36.0 N A3 21.5
i [ A H 15.5
FAth ] 17.0
&it 100.0 &it 100.0

2. 2 A S HREAARATAL KT

T XCARAT (AR G5 R R BUIREE — B R B2 TR S8 AR i dE Rl it fd @ . Bar, FREZTR X RAT 55 358
P A AE SRR ANV ACP RS 8. 3B4S4 TE, 2004 FHIRI 44 RA 35 3 T e R R B AL_ BV NBCR975. 67 N, diilka
NHI33. 06%; TN X AT 55 3 73 AR R B R AL_EL I A K284, 54 AN, SIS ANE129. 72%, BRALT 24 F
K, HEBDARAERREOR S BERAC, 578K R AL, s TS (k6D .

AU 2S5 R S A S5 REAA AR AR B ARG AT — BUE AL GE ke b, R B HN LG Rb A,
BREEA S, WM EATRRE, REA 50 M ss T sk N SI5E = hslss =, EAATT SRt 2 fa] B i 7 57
AL ARSI GiR T TR CGRD

T EV IR, AWML R BN RN S B RAAS 2 AR K R T A g RS R, —RGHHNIEAR, &5
fgE TGRSR BRK 2 A 1112004 SERIWLIE DL, T A 2 S N2 2006 SR R L. BRAh, BEEIHRIGETT X R A R
B R AR R LR A 03, TAS TR A GG 1 A2 I I R AR b oz _E Aol A 5%

2.3 LM BIHREUARARMN T

AT ERIR, 2004 FRHER R TN 1749. 2 J6, HApRAIN 1042.5 JG, 5 59. 6% THEMIL
A B91.3 J6, i 33.8%; HAMUKAN 115.4 J6, & 6. 6% AWEWEAR, RAFHGABERETENARNICH 794. 4 76, Hp
AMVIR A 524. 6 JT, 7 66. 0% JERUTAN 269.8 TG, 15 34. 0%, FERM FFHBARM ARG L, BIRE 45, A%HIEARR I
NIEF|T 3 000 Jobh b, (HRZHEAFUWATE 3 000 JGRAF, Hrt 17.5%7E 1 000 JGBAF (B 1) o #r RIS AFARIENT =,
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xo6 TEMXRFFFHULARELRSHEE SHRBRLER
Tab.6 Therural employment structure of poverty- stricken
areas and its comparison with that of Hunan Province
Y A T4 R i X IEEES)
A/ n antb/in  ARE/A B /%
Al = A7 672.93 70.28 1 975.89 66.94
284.54 29.72 975.67 33.06
Jk B i
Hr,
Tk 54.63 5.71 243.02 8.23
g2l 116.16 12.13 156.01 5.29
e T e 16.37 1.71 65.22 2.21
S HBELY
& Bk 1.86 0.19 10.50 0.36
MEZEL  21.66 2.26 105.15 3.56
{E16. &0k 14.07 1.47 52.62 1.78
HoAth 59.79 6.25 343.14 11.63
it 957.47 100.00 2951.56 100.00

Fl NG $RHTA S KULE, W E A& 55 s 0F S 57 Sh i Bl BN IO o R 08 AR 2005 4231 5 AR

GUHEEM AR A S .

=7

B EEE-E 23 N: LA s i
Tab.7 The occupational distribution of the rural Vulnerable
groups investigated

Ak NEL N A7t /%
ERIF AN 369 56.0
Mg 51 7.7
kTN 87 13.1
FER S N i 15 23
HAth A 138 20.9
At 660 100.0
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Fig.1 The income level of rural non—-farm payrolls in
rural vulnerable groups
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Fig.2 The relationship between education of rural
vulnerable groups and non-agricultural employment
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