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Labor protection Work Benefits Social Security and Urban
Employment of Rural Migrant Workers

Cheng Mingwang Shi Qinghua Pan Xuan

Abstract: Based on 1446 survey samples in Shanghai the paper establishes an ordered probit model to explain the
relation among labor protection work benefits and social security with urban employment of rural migrant workers. This
paper finds that wage workfares social security and personality features have a significant effect on urban employment of
rural migrant workers in China but labor protection and rights violations do not affect significantly. This indicates that the
wage income is still core elements of the employment of migrant workers in urban and other elements response to the living
condition and employment environment such as work benefits and social security are still concerned by rural migrant
workers. It also shows that rural migrant workers’ awareness of self-protection and the law is not strong. The research is
important to reveal the causes of the “Labor Shortage” and maintain the rural labor force to an orderly smooth continuous
migrate to the town.
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