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Abstract:

Using the 2000 census data, the paper compares and contrasts the hukou and non-hukou
migration in China during 1995 through 2000. With an adjusted Place-to-Place Migration
Model, the determinants of the two types of migrants are investigated. The inter-provincial
migrants are further divided into rural labor migrants and rural-urban labor migrants. The
empirical results show that some economic variables have a great influence on the non-hukou
migrants, but have little on the hukou migrants. This indicates the household registration
system have an impact on the migration. The paper then conducts a test of structural
difference (similar to the Chow test), and the result show that the equations of hukou and non-
hukou migration are structurally different.
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