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Abstract The household registration system
is like a gate for China’ s vast population migration

playing a crucial role in the overall economic and
social development. The reform of the household reg—

istration system directly characterized by population

migration and welfare distribution has gone through
five stages: strict control of dual household registra—
tion relaxation of the dual household registration
system limited breakthrough of the dual household
registration system construction of a system for
equalizing basic public services and accelerated
reform of the household registration system showing
obvious gradual and categorical characteristics. For a
long time the imbalance in the distribution of urban
—rural and regional household registration interests
has gradually shaped the dichotomous pattern of
household registration interests highlighting the one
—sidedness and lag of the household registration sys—
tem reform. In fact the cost of reforming the house—
hold registration system is not unattainable and the
benefits of reform far outweigh the costs. The new
round of household registration system reform should
pay more attention to integrating the differences in
household registration interests building a one —
dimensional household registration system and truly
realizing equalization and inclusiveness of public
services in the place of residence.
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