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Inter-provincial Migration and Economic Development in Eagt China : 1995 - 2000

Abgract : This paper examnes the rdationship between inter - provincia migration and ecoromic developmernt in Eag China over
1995 - 2000, having noted that inter - provincid migration (non-native labour force) has become a crucia factor driving ecoromic de-
velopment in Eag China. The massve labourers coming from other partsdf China, by filling the gap in supply of the locd lalourers,
oontributed to AP gronth by 10 %, or 15 % of @P increment in Eag China over 1995 - 2000. In Eag China, centers attracting
nore inter-provincid migration have greater shares of ecoromic development from the rnon-native labourers.
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