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EFFECT OF RURAL HOUSEHOLDS RESETTLEMENT MODE ON THE
HOUSEHOLDS INCOME IN THE THREE GORGES RESERVOIR AREAS
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Abstract: Based on rural households income sources theory and survey data on rural resettled households in
the Three Gorges Reservoir Areas in 2007, the income structures were compared among resettled house-
holds,non-resettled households and the households of different resettlement modes by ANOVA to find out
the different effects of resettlement modes on the rural households income. The results showed that the re-
settlement influenced the income structures of resettled household and their family business income. At the
same time, post-support subsidies for resettleds significantly compensated the adverse impact of resettle-
ment. The different resettlement modes could also influence the income sources of resettled households.
Completely agricultural resettlement and multiple industries resettlement brought fewer adverse impacts
compared with non-agricultural resettlement, and non-agricultural resettled households would share in fe-
wer post-support subsidies and other agricultural subsidies. Agricultural resettlement and multiple indus-
tries resettlement might have fewer income risks against non-agricultural resettlement by views of income

sources theory. Thus,they were more favorable for rural resettled households.
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