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Locomotive Factors Affecting Rural Labor Immigrations in China
from Pull to Push

CHENG Ming-wang SHI Qing-hua LIU Xiao-feng
Aetna School of Management Shanghai Jiaotong University Shanghai 200030 China

Abstract In dealing with the three problems concerning farmers agriculture and rural areas poverty
is an essential problem. Limited resources held by a comparatively large amount of people of extremely

low total productivity of factor TPF lead to poverty. This determines that farmer emigration is a
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crucial question that we have to face during our industrialization process. It is also a fundamental way
to solve these three problems. Farmer emigration first of all is a term used in industry. It refers to
the surplus labor emigrating from agriculture to other industries. Secondly it is also a regional term
which means that surplus labor emigrates from rural areas to urban areas. Through these two
emigrations farmers become workers or property owners. In population immigration theories there
are four elements that will affect the farmer transfer the place where they come from the place where
they want to go obstacles that affect the immigration and individual problems. The most important
of them are rural pull and urban push. The present empirical study tries to analyze this question from
a micro-angle through first-hand investigations. In this study we find that the reason for farmer
emigration mainly comes from urban push instead of rural pull. Rural obstacles that affect farmer
immigrations are being reduced. The impetus from town’ s push and the obstacles farmers meet when
they move to town will seriously affect our rural labors’ immigration in the future. If we make effort
to step up the construction of towns especially small towns both farmer emigrations and the three
problems can be solved.

Meanwhile the study also shows that the development of the country and the construction of
towns compose a mutually beneficial system. With the rapid development of the town it will
strengthen its power to pull labor emigrations. It will contribute to solving the three problems. So we
should pay attention to factors concerning the town’ pull when we deal with the problem of labor
emigrations. For example we should try our best to make social security as perfect as possible.
Farmer workers’ income should be increased. We should guarantee farmer workers’ security in the
town. It is necessary to eliminate such forms of discrimination as they exist in residence registration
school enrollment and employment opportunities. Government should provide medical insurance and
unemployment insurance for farmer workers and establish a complete farmer workers-oriented labor
market.

Lastly strengthening education especially the nine-year compulsory education will definitely
have a deep effect on this emigration. Besides sex family income and regional differences will
determine farmer labor’ s attitude towards the rural pull and urban push. This shows that farmer
emigration in our country is characterized by complexity difficulty and long duration. It is very
difficult to solve through the use of one model only. Local governments should set up policies and
impose active and positive measures in accordance with their regional characteristics.

Key words pull-push theory labor immigration household behavior
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