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Does the Elderly “Ceaseless Toil ” Exist in Rural China?
A Study on the Effects of Aging and Health on Labor Supply Hour

Tan Na and Zhou Xianbo
( Lingnan College Sun Yat — Sen University)

Abstract: Based on the CHNS survey data this paper applies the full maximum likelihood estimation of the jointed Tobit model and

health model to consider the issue on “Ceaseless Toil ”. Our findings show that for the objective health indicators such as low BMI and
high BMI the effects of age on hours worked by the rural eldlery through health in 1990s and 2000s are respectively 25% and 79% of

the total effects of aging on the actual hours worked implying that the degree of “Ceaseless Toil” has decreased in 2000s relative to

1990s. However for the subjective self — evaluated health status indicator this ratio is only close to 2% implying that the degree of

“Ceaseless Toil” for the rural elderly is quite significant. The labor status and well — being of the elderly in Rural China should further

be garnered much more attention.
Key Words: Ceaseless Toil; Age; Health; Tobit Model of Hours Worked; Simultanuous Endogeneity
JEL Classification: C34 112 J22
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