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The Overall Status Causes and Countermeasures of the Income Distribution Gap

between Rural and Urban Residents in China
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Abstract: Choosing per capita income per capita consume and Engel’s Coefficient as indexes this
article empirically proved that the gap of income distribution between rural and urban residents in China
is expending increasingly. The industry oriented policy behind-agging urbanization the price and
production of agricultural products are the main causes for the expanding gap of income distribution. This
paper suggests promote the integration of rural and urban industries by canceling the residence system

realize the large-scale operation by perfecting the rural land system to complete the protecting policy
system for agriculture continuously establish the social security system covering rural and urban based-on
antipoverty standard.
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