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Abstract: Shortly after the large-scale rural-urban migration in 1990s, migrants return be-
came amother public concern relating to policy alternatives in China’ s urbanization and employ-
ment strategies. Some people point out that returned migrants will bring an investment wave in
rural areas. This paper reviewed the literatures in migrants return and studied it in a socio-eco-
nomic framework. The paper also discussed the features of retumed migrants based on sample
survey data in Anhui and Sichuan provinces. The preliminary observation showed that st ctur-
al change in gereral and labor mobility in particular at the present stage will continue to be a
major channel for famers to generate more off-farm job opportunities and, therefore, to en-

hance their income level.

20 80 , “ 7

64



1997 ,
12,305 39 .
C
1999
408 266
@ ’ b
(22.0%),
71 5%. 6. 3%
39.9%. 8 2% (
(70.1%),
7 ( 35.9%),20%—25% 15
10 ,5%—10% 10 , 5%
15% 1 23.2%),10%—15%
2% —5% 17 . 2% 14
®7
@ .
(@) . 1999
199
® s
) . 1999

62 5484

15. 7%,

62

L 15%—20%

62

0. 3%),

11,

b

13 ,5%—10%

28. 8%,

1999

122402

7.32

28. 5%,

(

1999

14561

b

25%
10%—15%

199

(

)

65

17

199



15.7%, 4.0%,
59.5%.
QD)
1.
28. 0%,
15. 4%. 20.9%, 10.0%
( D.
1 )
52.2 44.7 59.2 69.5 78. 4 66. 5 74. 6 25. 4
47.8 55.3 40. 8 30.5 21.6 33.5 65.2 34. 8
. (52.2: 47.8),
(69. 5:30. 5), (59.2: 40.8).
. (34.0%); .
(53.3%).
2.
s (18.3%),
(48.0%). ,
(40. 4%, (9.0%).
65.7%), (54.7%);
( 8.4% 9.9%)( 2).
2 0
81.7 87.8 88.2 52. 0 81.6 81.7 59.6 40. 4
18.3 12.2 11.8 48. 0 18.4 18.3 91.0 9.0
50.7 43.2 59.6 71. 4 82.0 70.2 65.7 34.3
49.3 56. 8 40. 4 22. 6 18.0 29.8 45.3 54.7
58.5 55.8 56.5 60. 9 63.0 60.5 91.6 8.4
41.5 44.2 43.5 39. 1 37.0 39.5 90. 1 9.9
3.
10 .
@ 178 s 226 194

66



2716

1.2 . 37.5 10 ,
36.7 ), (38.8 ) ( D.
7% S EH A
% —— kS A
—_—EERETN
5% I — BB D
4%
% ’ h\ \ /. A
I AN
% Y‘\l\.\_\vA
0% T 1
15 20 35 40 45 50 55 60 65
4. /
8.64 , , 1.62
( 3 ) . 739
0.37 , 1999 1.25
3 €9)
/ 9.0 11.6 8.0 0.9 3.2
37.4 0.2 35.5 23.1 25. 6
45.2 39.8 47. 6 65. 1 51.0
6.7 5.5 8.1 8.6 12.3
1.4 0.8 0.8 1.7 6.8
0.3 0.1 0.0 0.6 L0
7.34 6.90 7. 49 8.59 8. 65
5.
1999 9. 56 y 2853
, 298 (D) 266
64 ;) 319 , 64
H (3) ’
2. 3%9 ~ ) 9_

67



17%, 25—42%( 2).
BB B4 (5T s B
TORERETY | carnsasene  —emusspaa | HFEMHA
3500 + - - - + 10
® o° o°
3000 4 - — [ — H 8
2500 + 13
1
2000 + 1
1500 + 1
1000 t t t + t t t t t t t t 0
E: 1N HEH LIET E XEZ NE R B PE KE
HFElr RN FESME FREH BIALE
2.
( 4)
4
t
GENDER 491.23 6.037 0.000" "~ dummy: 1
MARRY 263. 46 2.651 0.008" " " dummy: =1
AGETOP2S —1.73 —3.997 0.000" " = (age-36)°
FDU 65.91 1.208 0.227 «
POP 61.45 1.983 0.0477" (D)
FINCO 0.76 17.342 0.000" " " «
FIRST —250.02 —2.953 0.003""" dummy: =1
MONTH 264. 01 15.391 0.000" " " QD)
PROV_INT —135.32 — 1.466 0. 143" dummy: =1
URB_RUR 87.48 1015 0. 310" dummy:; =1
( Constant) —571.26 —1.702 0.089 "
C01~ C62 (G dummy:
N 2274
Adjusted R? 0.361
F 19. 624
Significance F 0. 000
Durbin- Watson 1.719
: 16— 60
‘e 1 0% 1
— , 490
s 260

68



260
- ’ 250 ’
. O
, 34.7%.
29.6%, 22. 6%, 12.9%, 12.8%.
43.2%, 38. 6% 29.4%, 17.5%, 17.5%.
(GED)
1.
2.9 . , 1 19. 2%, 2
34. 3%, 3 21.6%., 4 11.1%, 5 7 (10. 0%),
3.7% 8 8 \
\ 10.5 , ,7.3%  1—3 .

19.4% 4—6 L18.5% 79 .37.5%  10—12 W 17.2% 1, 4.4%
2, 6.7 (80 ).

. / 121 , 10. 1 ,

9.7 , 10. 1 . 9.9
( ),
,  %6.6%, 51.2%, 23. 7%, 21. 8%,

14. 6%, 6. 8%, 2.5%.
, 80% ,

(Todaro) , : (

) (

) ( . , 1997), .

® ( )

69



b

1 \
EH 1. FREANEL TR

1993 5, 7 37, 23 T/ERT . f2kfeey A& A8 Lek, 4 e

iRy I 5 VR SR, BER FAE

...... Ho fESRER ), R AT —15%, AR

B —AE AT A4, L mey RE K PR R AR RATRERE R, @

RGEE A Kt

—E 7R F #h S3—101

RERERWBRE T EAW A —& 1998 Fht (BUAZ)IAE T Lk m, — A KEER
T.ZREFRT . ShBB R ETH LT 5 S, 184 5 A AR ARE
FBF R R R E AT BT NI T HE BT . BN ERER, BT %% BA
R, M ES, BRBAT W AT, WA ERERTHRTANGEE.

—EBiF R A F3—111

. (M
: 1980— 1995 48.0%
, 1996— 1997 57.3%. 1998
—19%9 62.7%, 1995 14. 8
. @ : 1998 —1999
1995 . 12.7 . 129
. 10.6 . 5.2
3.
11. 2%, 1. 6%, 2.7% ( 1.4%,
0.6%, 0.3%, 0.3%).
15.2%, 10. 0%,
18 1%, 14. 8%. : (D (3.0%)
(11. 5%), 9.1%)
1.3%); (2) (8.7%) (1. 2%),
. 1.2%, 5.3%
; (3) a3.7%) . (3.6%)
; (4) (9.0%)
(11.2%), (3.3%) ,
4.7%).
4.

70



26.3%; «
20 9%); « 2 ,

« ”»

(21.7%)

:25

(10. 9%

(50.0%)

: (1)

6. 3% «

« ”(57. 6%),
7, . ( 20.0%
16.0%, (31. 5%)
( , 1985, ,
(22.4%), (52. 8%
; (2)
(20.3%) 29.0%) 87 .
(15.0%) 6.7 .
’ ;(3)
(28.5%) 8 4 ; (4
s 5)
. (18.8%)
(44. 6% ;
. (52.29%)
( )s ( ).

71



90 . b b
.« » \ 4.95 .
1996 9% , 1997 4. 6%, 1998 4.3%,
1999 3. 8%, 2000 2.1%. .

60% '

8,
50%

Bl

| | !
[ ‘ I/ | 1 ——

40% 4— _ _ o — _— FhiE
T
. | 1 J gl
30% et ] it
o /f
- - + - .%:}ﬁ:l[k
20%
—m— =i
10% {—-
—A— R
IR 2TON

% +—""—"—+—F""+""+—F""+—+—7—1
'83 '84 '85 '86 '87 '88 '£9 '90 '91 '92 '93 '94 '95 '96 '97 '98 '99 '00

N 20000 14, 16—17; 20019 323.
3.
1. )
; ; 63.4%.
, , . 90 s
12 . 1994 1996
, 103 %, ) ,
, . 1997 )
7.1 ) , 4 . )
. 10 11 ) (
3). 1997 ; ) 186
, : 31. 2%, 34.8%,
(28.5%) . (5.5%) 34 0%.
2.
1997 ¢ 1991 ), ¢ 4.

72



1998 , ’

. 1997 , 2000 163
, 159 , ( ) 30
s 62 45 188 . 21
. —28%( —98%),
115%, . 13%. , 2000
2896 ( L. 3%). 2000 —112%,
- 29%9 167 %o ’ ’
175% ’ 1 ’
125% 4 ‘ | / %4 1
| /
75% 3 '*\ ‘ —— R EL
T ON
25% - Y P 77 O g
P 5 4 - FE—rEl
-25% ] ? -
‘ ' R\Kx- - - REZE:
: woRE
75% 4 - : ‘ ‘
| ‘ ; ‘ \: § —O— RELHE:
_125% 1 i “ l [ | | %Ef"‘l{k

'84 '85 '86 '87 '88 '89 '90 '91 '92 '93 '94 '95 '96 '97 '98 '99 ‘00

3.
4, (1984—2000 )
[GED)
1984— 1988 . .
1262 . , 34% . ,
80 . .
90 ,

73

21



1980—1991 “

0.7%. 9 , . 1997 ,
. 1998. 1999 , .
« 108 526 .
. 1992—195 49% ,
. 1989—1996 495 , 1984 — 1988
39%. 1997 , , .
1997.1998 , 971 . .
172 , .
, 90 .
. 1978 70. 5% 1991 59.7%. ,
, 283 3.87 \ 1992 .
. . 1992— 1997 , 659
¢, 2000). GDP 30
. . ( , 1997; , 2000),
. 80 0.8 0.2
790 . b
C )
1.
( . , 1988).
. 1
. ( )

74



° b
H
H o
43 ” « »
b
N 3 H
60
@ H[E'97
= 0.3877
1T R?=(0.1596
S
[
‘ h
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000
AYIGNP (7T, 1997 XPPPHR)
® Tk {ii% '82 TAvF={E% '97 “= 3t B (T k=% '82) %8 (TP 1E% '97)
, 1984: 218— 219, 222—223; . 1998/99. 190—191, 212—213
5. GNP (1000 )
b
M b b
«
b ° b b
7 ( , 1987),
b
) . ~ ~
° b
~ b
~ o b o b
« 2
b b
o ’ o



60 °
° e . 1980 2000
50 y 30.4%
°® R7=0.3005 15.9 %;
< 40 68.7% 50%, 18.3%
*ﬁ 2.5%, 13.0%
" % 27.5%; 19. 4%
" 30. 8% ( . 2001).
10 ’ -
0 .
0 10 20 30 40 50
Tkl % ,
, 1984, 22—223 258—259. 0
6.
(1982 , 1000 )
aw7
18 16%
1978—1995 9.4 .
0.5 9.2%
16. 3% (Francis Lees, 1997, . ,2000). B (2000)
1982— 197 20.23%.
, 30
2—3 (Johnson, 1999, 17 . , 2000).
(2000) . 10 )
5.0 . 2.0 , 2.4
, 2 5%.



% 'TJG‘ |
[ ] ® 2
E % R =0.2207
70 S L 2
o — R?=0.25
60
< - « @
250 ﬂ g
& ' ﬁ. Py ()
B0
® * g
30 72 a LJ @
Zh 97
20 Qe E (e
7| Smle Qe 2
- g T LY
0
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Tkt %
[ ] YA 1% '82 a Wi AO% '97 S R A D% '82) X (A D% '97)
, 1984, 22— 223, 260— 261; . 1998/99: 212— 213, 192— 193.
7. (1000 )
’ ( ) ’
- ’
b
b M
’ b ~
b . ~
~ . Al b
B LHK
. 1988 ». X4 »
. , 2000 « . . », . N
».
B . , 2000 » « » 4
, 1997, : P
, 2000 » » 5
( ), 1987, § M,
, 2001, 2001»,

, S., 1989/1966 § », . ,



, 1988 { : », .
, 2000, €21 » » 5
, Ho . 1989/1986, € M . , . .

. 1984, (1984 PR
—, 1997, {2020 . »,
—, 1999 {1998 99 », .
. M. P. 1988/1985 DIGEDR . , .
1998, . S . 1997,
,2000 ( », .
, 2000 », . , K
, 1999, ( — ».

62 8 & £ R EFH IRIERA DB F O 2 RZRARE TR R
AF WA KL HRNEFRAR T QB AR R
REHRE R K

19 2

WTO

2002 1 56

’ ’ 1
;2
;4. )
;5.
(E2/8)

78



