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Tah. 2 The index system and relevant parameters of economic development of Lianzhou city
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Tah. 4 Spatial variability of economic development of Lianzhou city

0~1




960 31
Y A .
N ¢ Ao ',': )/ 4 .
A Y ;;,;7}(_} AT N T
|77 A { '»\\'
Jlaietars s A f -
(R AR R )
IS s = ¥ f .‘L o : _“)
RIS
K S R J g
R R\ REGHERAHEX 5
NN y, ¢ :
N ) Z
AR TR 2B - .
RNy '1‘\ ) =
SRRy s
G RIE K441 | SN, LA
g ween Ny, |
i 4 NN, = {
s S IEE
NN 2% ' % =
V7 s mal 6 ,
o g
E ] Al HXRXGE 0 15 30 km
3
Fig 3 Spatial variability of economic development of Lianzhou city
32
2009 s 2500 /
( ) o
C 3
, 52009
8 Tab. 5 The poverty incidence based on poverty people in 2009
0,
;5 8~10 ) (G %0
52708 433480 12 16
; 10~12
10869 55786 19, 48
’ 11830 62877 18 81
15 4300 36474 11. 79
~17 3 17~ 2717 17802 15. 26
20 i 4 2333 30454 7. 66
5019 65522 7. 66
b
2333 31100 7. 50
(cluster)
’ 4630 48994 9. 45
’ 2904 38115 7. 62
° 2088 11650 17. 92
( 3022 30720 9. 84
) 663 3986 16. 63
Ay b
. “ » (
’ Y Y
), o
b A} A Ay o




961

T 2
=0
NN
VA%
el
£ &

4

Fig 4  Spatial variability of poverty incidence of Lianzhou city

33

3.1

”»



962 31
, )
s N ( ) (
) 900m , o
) o ) )
, o
( ) s . N
s , 0
, s )
s s
) “ 7« . ) ) ,
o , , .
, ) 0
4
)
o , o
, ;
s
; s ,
“ ” . .
0 ,
,
) s o
[1] . , ) . ,2009, 29(10):1704~1709.

[2]
[3]
[4]
[5]
[6]

(7]

L9]

[10]

Clare J, A Mitchell. Making sense of counterurbanization. Journal of Rural Studies,2004,20; 15~34.

Paul Milbourne. The local geographies of poverty: A rural case-study. Geoforum,2004,35: 539~575,

Jeffrey Alwang. Poverty. policy, and space: Discussion. American Agricultural Economics Association, 2004, 86
(5): 1297~1298.

Cloke Paul, Goodwin Mark, Milbourne Paul, et al. Deprivation, poverty and marginalization in rural lifestyles in
England and Wales. Journal of Rural Studies, 1995,11(4): 351~365.

Patrick Commins. Poverty and social exclusion in rural areas: Characteristics, processes and research issues. So-
ciologia Ruralis,2004,44(1) ;60~75,

Kam Suan-Pheng, Hossain Mahabub, Bose Manik Lal, et al. Spatial patterns of rural poverty and their relation-
ship with welfare-influencing factors in Bangladesh. Food Policy,2005,30:551~567.

Upali Amarasinghe, Madar Samad, Markandu Anputhas. Spatial clustering of rural poverty and food insecurity in
Sri Lanka. Food Policy,2005,30:493~509.

Benson Todd, Jordan Chamberlin, Ingrid Rhinehart. An investigation of the spatial determinants of the local prev-
alence of poverty in rural Malawi. Food Policy.2005,30:532~550.

Paul O Okwi et al. Spatial determinants of poverty in rural Kenya. PNAS,2007,104(43) :16769~16774.



ol

963

[11] Anders Ahlstrom, Petter Pilesjo, Jonas Lindberg. Improved accessibility modeling and its relation to poverty: A
case study in Southern Sri Lanka. Habitat International ,2011,35:316~326.

[12] Minot Nicholas, Baulch Bob. Spatial patterns of poverty in Vietnam and their implications for policy. Food Policy,
2005,30:461~475.

[13] , . : . ,2008,7(3) :73~T77.

[14] , , . . ,1992,11(1) :39~42.

[15] . . , 1997, 17(4) :37~42.

[16] , . . ,1998, 17(2):28~31.

[17] , . . ,1996,11(2) :1~7.

[18] , . . 1995, 14(2) :1~7.

[19] . . ,1998,18(2) :46~50.

[20] , . . ,2004,19(5) :30~33,

[21] . . ,2003,23(2) ;183~186.

[22] , . . ,2010,29(3) ;2~5.

[23] ) , . . . ,2008,18
(6):192~197.

[24] , . . ,2011,39(20) :12434~12437.

The invisibility characteristic of rural poverty space:
A case study of Lianzhou

REN Huitzi, CAO Xiao-shu

(Department of Geography Science and Planning, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China)

Abstract: Many scholars believe that a principal characteristic of rural poverty is its invisi-

bility in developed countries which means that the truth of the poverty is hidden by the
status of countryside development based on the average statistical data. Taking Lianzhou
city at county-level as a research area, this paper discusses the spatial manifestation of ru-
ral poverty and its invisibility characteristic. This paper uses two methods to examine the
rural poverty space. The first one is using the average statistical data and quantity chart a-
nalysis method; the second one is using impoverished people data and the poverty incidence
method. And then, it compares the two results. The conclusion shows that the spatial dif-
ferentiation of economic development based on the average statistical data cannot reflect
the spatial differentiation of poverty population truly, in other words, the aggregated offi-
cial statistics, based on average levels of income and expenditure, disguise the presence of
poverty within the county. Such findings have relationship with the development back-
ground of this research area and also provide some useful information to the recent local
poverty elimination practices. Thus we should consider both of the average statistical data
and the poverty population to confirm the reality of rural poverty in order to improve the
pertinence and effectiveness of the poverty alleviation.

Key words: rural areas; poverty space; invisibility characteristic; economic development;

poverty incidence



