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Poverty Impact Assessment and Natural Resource Utilization

Study on Grassland Conservation and Farmland Circulation

Wang Xiaoyi Zhang Qian Xun Lili Zhang Hao

Abstract The paper reviewed how the Poverty Impact Assessment ( PIA) was used by donor agencies to improve their pol—

icy and program design for poverty reduction. Based on the experience study on grassland conservation policy and farmland

transfer in China the paper pointed out the PIA would not only focus on the policy text but also focus on the policy prac—

tice. The research indicated the policy text of the grassland conservation and farmland transfer would benefit poor group

but in practice the impacts were complex even increase the risk of the vulnerable groups.
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