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(

)

1.
2005 68.3 %, 14.3 %,
1)
%
()
16 25 8.3 0.0 0.0 4.2 0.0 8.3 79.2
26 35 17.1 6.3 21.5 7.6 3.8 1.9 41.8
36 45 22.2 14.3 14.0 14.6 7.0 7.9 19.9
46 55 21.8 13.8 11.6 24.3 9.6 10.5 8.5
56 65 17.4 13.5 12.1 33.3 11.6 5.8 6.3
65 11.2 14.1 18.2 37.1 7.1 7.6 4.7
25.4 14.1 5.1 15.3 8.5 9.6 22.0
23.9 11.3 7.4 18.1 8.1 8.4 22.8
17.7 11.9 14.0 26.5 9.1 8.3 12.5
9.6 17.5 28.9 26.5 7.2 3.6 6.6
3.5 11.6 41.9 32.6 2.3 2.3 5.8
14.0 14.7 25.9 28.7 9.1 3.5 4.2
15.4 3.8 26.9 34.6 11.5 3.8 3.8
16.4 13.8 14.4 33.3 14.4 6.7 1.0
17.6 14.7 23.5 32.4 5.9 5.9 0.0
7.5 12.5 15.0 2.5 3.8 7.5 51.3
22.2 6.5 13.9 11.1 5.6 8.3 32.4
27.6 12.8 8.1 9.6 5.2 7.8 28.8
12.7 13.5 15.1 38.8 8.2 8.6 3.3
22.4 15.1 15.6 27.2 7.5 7.4 4.8
4.1 2.9 8.7 2.1 10.0 7.9 64.3
28.7 13.0 6.3 9.4 7.2 6.7 28.7
20.0 10.5 8.1 19.5 8.6 13.8 19.5
24.2 14.2 10.4 20.8 9.4 5.7 15.4
13.9 13.5 15.7 26.9 7.6 10.8 11.7
8.2 12.1 28.8 33.1 6.8 2.8 8.2
(1370) 18.9 12.7 14.3 22.4 8.0 7.5 16.2
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16 25
46

74.5%

. 86 -

79.2%,26 35

55.4%,

, 38.8%

64.3 % ,

, 96 65 36 55

13.3 , 65 %,



(m2)

16 25 20.427 (22.132) 0.756 (0.757) 3.720 (1.792)
26 35 20.020 (14.273) 0.712 (0. 448) 4.528 (2.091)
36 45 20.791 (15.048) 0.686 (0.346) 4.930 (1.860)
46 55 20. 456 (15.265) 0.697 (0.331) 5.369 (1.595)
56 65 18.622 (10.930) 0.694 (0.371) 5.612 (1.156)
65 20.336 (15.165) 0.794 (0.487) 5.382 (1.367)
18.804 (16.305) 0.653 (0.439) 4. 455 (1.791)
18.369 (13.426) 0.659 (0.375) 4.704 (1.808)
19.537 (14.485) 0.685 (0.341) 5.405 (1.541)
24.272 (12.968) 0.838 (0.402) 5.989 (1.128)
27.193 (16.264) 0.932 (0.470) 6.269 (0.782)
25.026 (16.341) 0.818 (0.361) 5.905 (1.269)
28.302 (12.942) 0.858 (0.254) 6. 444 (0.847)
18.014 (12.309) 0.702 (0.353) 5.726 (1.194)
29.695 (20.884) 0.874 (0. 455) 6.257 (0.817)
22.612 (10.920) 0.694 (0.361) 4.860 (1.932)
20.203 (15.335) 0. 747 (0. 480) 5.157 (1.675)
18.807 (14.137) 0.616 (0.365) 4,243 (1.927)
18. 444 (12.551) 0.731 (0.412) 5.420 (1.327)
21.786 (14.846) 0.748 (0.379) 5.568 (1.296)
13.279 (10. 965) 0.553 (0. 424) 3.405 (2.050)
16.995 (13.681) 0.566 (0.315) 4.213 (1.859)
16. 724 (11.526) 0.623 (0.331) 4.530 (1.751)
18.422 (12.777) 0.638 (0.323) 5.018 (1.664)
21.531 (16.101) 0.743 (0.387) 5.664 (1.321)
26.021 (15.973) 0.911 (0. 465) 6.128 (1.072)
(1370) 20.167 (14.579) 0.711 (0.395) 5.161 (1.695)
3.
(Theil” s index) T
p
Sl x¥ 8 i Mooy
S T
T 0 In(p)
(Teg) ( Twg) DT =
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3
1)
0.2047 0.1201 0. 0681 ( 3)
i)
0.0164 0. 0006 0.0016 0.0029
1l
0. 0094 0. 0081 0.0074 0. 0065
0. 0865 0.0153 0.0073 0.0148 '
0.0228 0. 0054 0.0043 0. 0086 ! 0.0865 !
0.0103 0.0151 0.0168 0. 0092 ,
0.2041 0.1185 0. 0652
i)
0. 1966 0.1127 0.0616
0.1894 0.1128 0.0533
0.1993 0.1158 0. 0595 !
0. 1896 0.1033 0. 0589
)
. , 0.2047,

0.0153 0.0151,

0.0168,
) , 0.0016
, 0.0148,

()

(Multinomial Logistic Regression)
(OL S Regression) , ,
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19.6 268
14.0 192 ( ) 81.2 1112
35.0 479 18.8 258
) 31.1 426
12.9 177 ()
7.0 96
11.1 152 6.4 88
2.0 27 10.8 148
( ) 16.8 230 ( ) 54.2 742
2.6 36 27.5 377
5.9 81 1.1 15
15.1 208
26.9 368
49.85 13.235; 603.29 612.323; 3.48 1.302;
1.28 1.008
1 L) i)
b
1 i)
1 L
i)
L 1
1 1
1
1 1 1
i) )
L
6 3 ,

46% 63 % , ) .
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5 2005

B wald B Wald B Wald B wald B Wwald B wald
-0.069 1.124 0.052 0.489 -0.127 3.419° 0.011 0.029 0.078 0.966 - 0.112 2.500
0.000 0.628 0.000 0.209 0.001 4.977" 0.000 0.233 0.000 0.356 0.001 1.444
0(b) — 0(b) — 0(b) — 0(b) — 0(b) — 0(b) —
0.491 1.253 0.029  0.004 -1.299 57577 -0.867 4.279" -0.435 0.728 0.745 2.404
0.485 2.455 0.046 0.019 - 0.462 1.797 0.222  0.592 0.071  0.039 0.090 0.065
0.002 0.000 1.133  4.558" 1.228 5.705"  0.471 0.893 0.345 0.344 0.210 0.109
- 0.474 0.226 1.256 2.071 1.577 3.661° 1.045 1.649 0.598 0.302 0.244 0.061

(

0.177 0.079 0.179  0.080 0.264 0.182 0.176  0.091 0.059 0.008 1.535  2.267
0.700 0.329 1.484 0.979 - 0.091 0.006 0.408 0.129 0.120  0.009 2.555  2.400
0.202 0.046 0.437 0.208 -0.327 0.125 0.867 0.999 1.125 1.058 - 16.854 0.000
-0.967 1.876 0.182 0.077 - 0.639 0.919 2.292 10.513"" - 1.700 4.355 2.605 8.012°"
-0.186 0.167 0.633 1.660 - 0.323 0.437 0.926 4.804 0.870 2.951 2.637 9.880°"
0.223 0.273 0.012  0.001 - 0.298 0.407 0.805 4.0217 -1.008 4.382 2.404 8.586 "
-0.574 1.342 0.524 1.117 - 0.371 0.557 0.696 2.637 1.003 3.829° 1.322 2.008
-2.496 29.325"" - 1.784 12.799"" - 0.539 1.774 1.047 7.964°" 0.576 2.174 1.891 28.347°"
-0.001 2.031 0.000 0.010 0.001 4.434" 0.001 2.269 0.000 1.124 0.000 0.042
0.634 10.449°" 0.649 10.059 " 0.644 9.454°" 0.705 13.811°" 0.613 7.755°" 0.706 10.878""
0.648 14.587 " 0.442 6.207 0.392 4.709"  0.233 2.050 0.270 1.961 0.359 4.029"
-0.481 0.748 0.701  1.266 - 0.906 2.334 0.350 0.541 0.433  0.621 0.517 0.906
0.865 2.729° 0.759 2.002 0.464 0.765 0.542 1.390 0.884 2.519 1.429 6.204"
-0.237 0.348 0.345 0.659 -0.635 2.122 0.839 4.6137 -0.720 2.213 -1.005 4.972°
-1.196 1.309 1.962 2.620 -21.788 — 3.988 8.328"" -1.157 0.897 - 2.335 2.429
0.602 0.105 3.494 2.762° 0.609 0.095 1.625 0.789 4.477 3.819° -1.999 0.911

4022.93
0.53
* 10%, ** 50, *** 1% 1370
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1.1%) ,

6 2005

- 0.085 - 0.008 ** 0.032 "
0.000 0.000 ** 0. 000
(G
1.129 - 0.020 - 0.715 "
0.575 0.023 -0.271"
1.309 0.060 ** 0.215*
2.618" 0.090 ** 0.290 *
( )
4729  0.067* - 0.116
6.869 “*  0.049 0.020
9.370**  0.118 0.072
8.244*  0.075°  -0.044
3.060 ** 0.050 -0.224"
4.057***  0.040 - 0.697 "
1.397 0.039 -0.377 "
( )
-10.534 "  -0.180 """ - 1.715""
0.003**  0.000***  0.001***
-2.328""  -0.09""  0.020
1.591 "  0.019 " 0.146 ™
( )
6.303°"  0.280 """ - 0.246
6.376 " 0.142* -0.187
1.468 0.033 0.062
10.120 " 0.329"** - 0.013
(Intercept) 14.302**  0.905 ™  2.515*
(Adjusted R?2) 0.457 0.553 0.632
D% 10%, ** 5%, *** 1%

1370
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Family Migration from Rural to Urban China and Its Causal Factors:The Case of Beijing Hong Xiaoliang - 42 -

Based on sampling survey data conducted in Beijing ,the paper analyzes the behaviour of rura workers family migration
and its determining factors and finds that there has been an increas ng tendency of family migration from 1984 to 2006. In ad-
dition to individual characteristics family characteristics suggested by the new economics of migration have effects with sta-
tistical sgnificance on family migration of rural labour .

The Efects of Policy Initiates in Rural China :Evidence from Follow up Observations from 2003 to 2006
Shi Qinghua Cheng Mingwang Xu Cuiping - 51 -

Based on survey datafrom Hube ,Shanxi and Yunan provinces ,complemented by field work and fixed observation ,this
paper investigates the responses of rural households to the new policies of foodstuff subsdy and tax exemption. It finds that
during the three years snce the new policies were in efect ,rural households enthusasm of farming has dightly increased,
and they feel an easefrom thefee and tax burdens. However ,the motivation of grain production doesrit have an essential en-
hancement. Per capita net income shows a continuoudy ascending trend. Comparing with subsdy policy ,taxation policy has a
main effect on income growth. In conclusion ,the direct effect of the new policy is relatively limited ,and it actually acts as an
activator to the rural economy.

Efect of Social Capital on Graduates Employment Hu Yongyuan Malin LiuZhiyong- 61 -

Based on the datafrom" Questionnaire of graduates employment” and Heckman two-step method ,this paper estimates
the effect of social capital on graduates employment probability and initial wages ,and compares this effect to that of nonso-
cia capital elements. The result shows that social capital possessed of by individual s fails to improve the labor market efi-
ciency in genera ,athough some socia capital e ements partially have sgnificant postive influences. Meanwhile ,it shows that
non-socia capital elements such asindividual human capital and public information play a decisve rolein employment and in-
itial wages,suggesting its key role for improving labor market efficiency.

Empirical Analysis on Deter mining Factors of College Graduates Reservation wages Zhang Jianwu Cui Huibin- 68 -

This paper presents hypotheses about impacts of gender ,household registration ,skill s living expenses and other deter-
mining factors on graduates reservation wages ,and constructs a reservation wage model to test the hypotheses. It finds that
the impact of the household registration and gender on reservation wages passes the test ,while skill s and living expenses as-
sociates with reservation wages negatively. The paper tries to draw some policy implications according to the results.

Sudy on Desired Birth of Chinese Women Chen Zi Deng Changrong - 75 -

Based on China Heath and Nutrition Survey (CHNS) data,thispaper uses Logit series and Probit discrete choice mod-
els to examine the factors affecting the desired birth of Chinese women being married ,divorced and lost their spouses,aged
52 and lower. The results show that the number of sblings positively affectsthe numbersof desred birth ,while age and edu-
cation have negative afect. Under the influences of Chinese One Child Policy ,jobs with government background negatively
afect the numbers of desred birth and rural resdents desre more births than their urban counterparts do.

The Divergence of Housing for Nanjing Residents in Transition Period Liu Yuting and others - 82 -

Based on a survey conducted in Nanjing city in 2005 ,the article examines the divergence of housng among different
househol ds with different socio-economic characteristics ,and a so anayses the factors having caused the divergence. The in-
stitutional and market factors were intertwined to i nfluence the housi ng diff erentiation during the transition period. Whileim-
portance of some institutional factors reduces ,other institutional factors such as hukou and unit continue to function. Market
force became the decisve factors,mainly reflected in the sgnificant housing diff erentiation between groups with different ed-
ucational attainments and income levels. The paper shows that while the housng dfferentiation between sodo-economic groups
was obvious ,the housng dfferentiation within the same group was ad < dgnificant ,which deserves a further invegtigation.
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