2016 7

— 2013
2013
C913.7 A : 0257-5833(2016) 07-0075-42
. ( 100871)
[3 » 2020 “ »
o 1978—2010
2.5 o 6.6
173 ” 90% @ . « ” 2015
20 70
o@ « _ ”
1 2016-0345
* “ ” ( © 107123215002)
o) ( UNDP : ( (2000—2015 ) Y 2015
@ ( ) N 2002



2016 7

(43 ”»

. 1990

[ ” 43

2013

@ o

76

( Sherraden M.) “ ”

”»

@ ”

”» @

( property)

(@D Gosta EspingAnderson Duncan Gallie Anton Hemerijck and John Myles ( eds.) Why We Need a New Welfare State? Oxford
UK: Oxford University Press 2002; James Midgley Social Development: The Developmental Perspective in Social Welfare London:

SAGE Publications 1995.

@@® Michael Sherraden Assets and the Poor: A New American Welfare Policy Armonk New York: M. E. Sharpe Inc 1991.
@ M. R. Carter and C. R. Barrett The Economics of Poverty Traps and Persistent Poverty: An Asset-based Approach Mimeo:

University of Wisconsin 2005; R. Haveman and E. N. Wolff

“The Concept and Measurement of Asset Poverty: Levels Trends

and Composition for the U. S. 19832001”  Journal of Economic Inequality Vol.2 TIssue 2 2004 pp.145-4169.



2016 7

O
@,
« _ »”
3,
@
o ( Carter) ( Barrett)

@ . | b 2014 .
® . t K — 2818 ) ( » 2013 9 .
@ Mark Schreiner and Michael Sherraden Can the Poor Save? Savings and Asset Building in Individual Development Accounts New

Brunswick NJ: Transaction 2007.
@ Will Paxton “The Asset-effect: An Overview” in J. Bynner and W. Paxton eds. The Asset-Effect London: Institute for Public

Policy Research 2001 pp.147.
®

M. R. Carter and C. R. Barrett The Economics of Poverty Traps and Persistent Poverty: An Asset-based Approach ~Mimeo:
University of Wisconsin 2005.

77



2016 7

o

o ( Haveman)
( Wolff) “ 7
[43 » 43 7’®
13 ”»
o]
@, ( Caner)
Al ®0
( Filmer) ( Pritchett)
“ (asset index)
@,
( Oliver) ( Shapiro)
®,
. 2012 (
©
2013
>
@ R. Haveman and E. N. Wolff “The Concept and Measurement of Asset Poverty: Levels Trends and Composition for the U. S.

78

® ®

®

19832001”  Journal of Economic Inequality Vol.2 Issue2 2004 pp.145-469.

A. Brandolini S. Magri and T. Smeeding “Asset-based Measurement of Poverty”  Journal of Policy Analysis and Management
Vol.29 Issue.2 2010 pp.267284.

A. Caner and E. Wolff “Asset Poverty in the United States 1984-99: Evidence from the Panel Study of Income Dynamics”
Review of Income and Wealth Vol.50 2004 pp.493-518.

D. Filmer and L. H. Pritchett “Estimating Wealth Effects without Expenditure Data — or Tears: An Application to Educational
Enrollments in States of India” Demography Vol.38 2001 pp.115-4132.

M. Oliver and T. Shapiro Black Wealth/White Wealth: A New Perspective on Racial Inequality New York: Routledge 1995.
Jin Huang Minchao Jin Suo Deng et al “Asset Poverty in Urban China: A Study Using the 2002 Chinese Household Income
Project”  Journal of Social Policy Vol.42 Issue.4 2013 pp.763781.



2016 7

2013 “ ” o

10 15000 N ( ~ )
1500 o

6062 . o

1 N =6062

57.1%
49.98(11.92)
93.9%

59.8%
32.2%
8.0%

35.4%

25.6%

45.5%

25.1%
3.8%

2.59(1.10)
48.9%
15457.09( 9723. 90)
19300. 06( 20199. 81)
70.2%

9.7%
9.8%
10.3%
9.8%
10.3%
9.5%
10. 1%
9.9%
11.2%
9.5%

79



2016 7

1 o
50 60% -
35% °
T70% 3.8% -
3
N o T0%
15457 19300 4000 10 ( - )
()
0 1 o
2 (2013) N =6062
I )
892.00( 0) 4107.03
87.2%
50.2%
38.1%
48.9%
54. 13( 50. 00) 27.40
24. 80( 20. 00) 17.46
() 11.04( 4. 00) 15.50
( 8 ) 3.16( 3. 00) 1.46
125.90( 0) 931.29
97.2%
9553.23(0) 22238.94
38.3%

80



2016 7

892
87.2%
38% o
11.7% -
54.13

24.8 o

8 1 3.16
@,
125.9 97.2% »
38.3% o
()
o ( asset vulnerability)
®0
70. 3% 56. 6%

(D Shi Li and Terry Sicular “The Distribution of Household Income in China: Inequality Poverty and Policies” The China
Quarterly Vol.217 March 2014 pp. 141.

@ Caroline Moser “The Asset Vulnerability Framework: Reassessing Urban Poverty Reduction Strategies” World Development
Vol.26 Issue.1 1998 pp.149.

81



2016 7

3 N =5690
(%)
(%) ( ) (%)
39.6 51.3 9.1 100. 0( 70. 3)
34.4 47.8 17.8 100. 0( 29.7)
63.2 32.4 4.3 100. 0( 56. 6)
6.7 71.8 21.6 100. 0( 43. 4)
() (%) 38.1 50.2 11.7 100. 0
50. 2% 38.1%
88.3% »
o,
90% 40%
o 80%
63.2% 32.4%
95%
o 2

@ R. Haveman and E. N. Wolff “The Concept and Measurement of Asset Poverty: Levels Trends and Composition for the U. S.
19832001"  Journal of Economic Inequality Vol.2 Issue2 2004 pp.145-169.

82



2016 7

4 N =5133
1: 2:
( ; ) -1.022(0.022) —1.1817 (0.166)
( 118—29 )
30—39 0.658(0.418) 0.964(0.037)
40—49 0.672(0.397) 0.855(0.156)
50—59 0.740( 0.301) -1.012(0.012)
60 0.971(0.030) —1.9917(0.688)
( ) —1.411(0.344) —1.713"(0.538)
( ; ) —1.305™(0.266) -1.3207(0.277)
( : ) —1.663™(0.508) —1.63577(0.492)
( )
-1.218(0.197) 0.974( 0. 026)
—1.279" (0.246) 0.996( 0.004)
—1.584" (0.460) —1.452(0.373)
—1.003(0.003) —1.2817(0.247)
( : ) -0.834" (0.181) -0.835" (0.181)
( 25%)
25% -1.050(0.061) -1.012(0.012)
25% —1.5227(0.428) -1.220(0.199)
25% -2.165"(0.793) —2.004* (0. 695)
( ; ) 0.865( 0. 145) 0.564**(0.573)
( : ) 0.889(0.117) 0.900( 0. 106)
( : ) 0.834" (0.181) 0.415**(0.879)
( : )
—3.280°"(1.188) -1.339(0.292)
-2.099 ™ (0.741) —1.231(0.208)
-2.678%(0.985) -1.199(0.181)
—1.906™ (0. 645) 0.769( 0.263)
—1.7857(0.579) -2.992(1.096)
-4.3137(1.462) —2.960"(1.085)
1.489(0.398) 0.582" (0.542)
-2.3717%(0.863) 0.987(0.013)
—3.8287(1.342) —2.058(0.722)
6.774 2.870
Pseudo R? 0.145
Model X* 474,602

*p<0.1 *%p<0.05 ***p<0.01,

83



2016

7

84

2013

50%

60

25%

75%



2016 7

[ ”» @ R

2014 (§ ) “

o 20

@ G. Bonoli “New Social Risks and the Politics of Post-industrial Social Policies” in K. Armingeon and G. Bonoli eds. The
Politics of Post-Industrial Welfare States: Adapting Post-War Social Policies to New Social Risks Routledge 2006 pp.3-26.
® : K« » |« ) 2015 7 20

85



2016 7

90

é“ ”» (43 »

Household Asset Poverty and Policy Support in Uban China:
A Study Using the 2013 National Urban Vulnerable Family Survey
Deng Suo

Abstract: Based on the 2013 National Urban Vulnerable Family Survey from the MCA this study
finds that vulnerable families in urban China tend to hold relatively limited assets. The asset poverty rate
is far higher than income poverty. The household heads education employment status as well as
caregiving needs were significantly associated with household asset poverty. There were higher percentage
of vulnerable families with both income and asset poor. It is difficult for the vulnerable family to benefit
from the welfare effect of asset holding. The study suggests that social assistance policy paradigm should
be shifted from the “income-consumption” to the “asset-development ” incorporated the asset
vulnerability and poverty risk factors. Additionally developmental social assistance services should be
expanded in the purpose of providing institutional opportunity of asset building for the families in poor.
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