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INVESTIGATION AND ANALYSIS OF FAMILY LIFE STATUS OF
THREE GORGES RURAL RESETTLEMENT

WANG Qiang'*, WU Bin-fang', ZHOU Yue-min', ZHU Liang’

(1. Information Center of Ecological and Environmental Monitoring Network for the Three Gorges Project, Institute of Remote Sensing

Application, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China; 2. Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: The Three Gorges resettlements have attracted great attention for its large scale and the covering
of non—voluntary resettlements groups. This paper discussed the adaptability of the Three Gorges rural
migrants to family life by a large number of spot check data in 2009. The results showed that the Three
Gorges rural resettlements families adapted to the living condition,and the living condition of resettlements
families and the health care in general had been improved. The Three Gorges resettlements families living
in rural areas were also accompanied with the hidden trouble of the increasing cost of living and building
house, which would lead to the risk of liabilities. It might cause some negative effects on overall satisfaction
of migrants with the choice of life. The adaptability of the Three Gorges rural migrants to family life was
significantly affected by the relocation time. Therefore,we suggest that concerning the resettlements social
adaptation should be closely linked to the cost of living;the resettlement of migrants living should continue
to improve;the relevant systems and indicators should be established to the adaptability and sustainable

development of resettlements for the further discussion and research.
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