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An Empirical Analysis of Influencng Factor s on
Participatihg n Labor Shift for Rural Housholds n Chiha

Du Xin
(Beijing A cadamy of Social Sciences)

Abstract: Acoording o the national sample survey of rural households in 2002, the ratio of rural shifted labors has reached as high as
about 40%, and the ratio of the rural households having shifted labors has reached as high as about 70%. The probability of rural
household participating in labor shift rises as the level of initial incame rises and begins © fall when the initial income reaches a certain
high level The land is negatively related 1o the probability of rural household participating in labor <hift, but the negative effects of the
land on the probability of participating in local non - fam employment are snaller than on migration enployment The agricultural fixed
asets hamper participating in migration employment, and the non - agricultural fixed assets contribute © participating in local non -
fam employment Other variables such as demogrgphic characteristics, ocial cgital, etc al© have sme effects on the rural
household’ s behavior of participating in labor shift

KeyW ords Labor shift Local Non - fam Employment, L aborM igration
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