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The Long-run Effects of Poverty Alleviation
Resettlement on Intergenerational Mobility

LU Chong
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ZHANG Jipeng”
(Shandong University)

Abstract: Using a quasi-natural experiment in 1994, we investigate the long-run effects of poverty al-
leviation resettlement on intergenerational mobility. We find that the resettlement has increased the proba-
bility of upward mobility for low-and middle-income groups. The impact on girls is significantly bigger
than that on boys. The impact on low-and middle-income groups is bigger for the resettlement with longer
distance. However, the resettlement significantly decreases the income ranking of high-income group and
has a diverging effect on the middle-income group. Human capital and social capital changes induced by the
resettlement are possible channels that affect intergenerational mobility.
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