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Household Characteristics on Natural Disasters in Influence of Farmers Hazard-affected Force
—— A Case Study of the 211 Affected Farmers in Sichuan Province
YU Chong—yuan, ZHUANG Tian—hui
(College of Economic and management, Sichuan Agricultural University, Chengdu, Sichuan 611130 China)
Abstract this paper analyzes the internal character of farm household production and living facilities, the family size,
gender structure, health status, education level, income, etc, to natural disasters hazard-affected force influence. Sichuan
Province in the survey of 211 households farmers as the foundation, empirical research. The results showed that: disaster
bearing force of natural disasters in Sichuan Province, farmers mean 0.39, standard deviation of 0.09, reflecting the
farmers of natural disasters bearing force as a whole is weak; and three states natural disasters of the farmer
hazard-affected force obvious difference, farmers Liangshan hazard-affected force (0.38) below the Aba prefecture (0.41)
and Ganzi prefecture (0.43), the Sichuan Province and the distribution of the disaster and poverty showed consistency,
that is natural disasters and poverty Liangshan prefecture of the most concentrated area. Puts forward improving farmer
hazard-affected force, must improve their household income, pay attention to education and health conditions and
housing structure improvement; farmers improve hazard-affected force shall anti-poverty strategy that combines farmers;
public resources to deal with hazard-affected force of farmers low farmers give more attention, and the targeted issuance.
Key words family characteristics; farmers; natural disasters; disaster bearing force; public resources
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