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(2010 -2012 )
1.1%;
0.5% - 2010 -
2012 0.6% -
()
o 3
3
1 2 3
Probit,,, Probit,,, Probit,,,
decision_year 0.997 (0.004) 0. 998 (0.004) 0. 995 (0.004)
decision -0.126™ (0.002) -0.127™ (0.002) -0.123™ (0.002)
year -0.279™ (0.001) -0.280™" (0.001) -0.2717 (0.001)
n_income 0.001 ™ (0. 000) 0.001 ™" (0. 000)
gender 0. 004 (0.002) 0. 007 ™ (0.002)
age 0. 001 (0. 000) 0. 001 (0. 000)
edul 0. 090 ™ (0.029) 0. 094 (0.028)
edu2 0.079™ (0.027) 0. 083 (0.027)
edu3 0. 087 (0.027) 0. 090 ™ (0.027)
edud 0. 062™ (0.027) 0. 064 ™ (0.027)
eduS 0. 083 (0.028) 0. 084 (0.028)
edu6 0. 067 (0.028) 0. 066 (0.028)
edu7 0. 050" (0.028) 0. 049" (0.028)
mig_exp -0.004™* (0. 000)
old_with -0.016™ (0.004)
hukou 0. 009 ™ (0.004) 0. 004 (0.004)
housing_stay 0. 027 (0.004)
Constant 561. 905 ™ (2.385) 562. 800 ™ (2.447) 545. 664 (2.594)
Observations 95020 94734 94734
R-squared 0. 488 0.488 0.490
N 1%5% 10%
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Migrate for Education? The Impact on the Flow of Migrant

Workers by Migrant Children’ Education Policies Reform
LI Chao(National Academy of Economic Strategy CASS 10028)
WAN Haiyuan(Beijing Normal University 100875)
TIAN Zhilei(Peking University 100871)
Abstract: This paper discusses migration patterns and mechanism of “migrate for education” under the
background of migrant children’ education policies reform. The results demonstrate that generous education
policies of migrant children in reformed provinces could attract more migrants. If the region doing greater reform
effort reducing more enrolling threshold and cutting down more upgrade restrictive conditions it will attract
more and more migrants and their children. Compared with other education balance policy migrant children to
sit Gaokao in cities take more obvious influence on flow of migrant workers. After the implementation of migrant
children’ education policies reform the distance of migrant workers family also has been increased. In order to
satisfy the region’ s rules to allow their children to be enrolled into the local school migrant parents try to find
a stable job with less wage level in the labor market. To a certain extent this reform can reduce the mobility of
migrant workers and their children obviously. Therefore Chinese government must put more attention to this
new family migration pattern in current new urbanization process and public service policies such as education
field have also been reformed.
Keywords: Migrant Children Education Policies Migration Motivation Lowland Effect
JEL: H52 128 J61
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