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Abstract: Using micro-survey data of 4976 households in 11 western provinces( cities districts)  this paper examines

the poverty alleviation effect of agriculture loans by Logit model and PSM method. The results show that agriculture loans

have a negative effect on the poor while a positive effect on the non—poor. In addition whether farmers can get loans or

not is mainly determined by educational background political relationships family scale and loan demand.

Accordingly the policy recommendations are including two aspects which are implementation of financial poverty allevia—

tion policy and to enhance the ability of farmers to obtain loans.
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