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Factors Influencing Jiangxi’ s Rural Labor Transfer
—Empirical Study Based on Time Series Data Between 1988 and 2009

WU Xuedeng ZHANG Yayan' KANG Lan-yuan

( College of Economics and Trade Jiangxi Agricultural University Nanchang 330045 China)

Abstract: Increasing farmers’ income is the core of ‘three rural issues’ and the critical path of the task
is promoting rural labor transfer to town. This paper constructed an analysis framework by selecting 9 variables
including farmers’ per capita net income and agriculture contribution urban and rural income gap urbaniza—
tion rate elementary school graduation rates and so on and made a quantitative analysis by applying econo-
metrics method. Model analysis results show that the agricultural contribution farmers’ per capita net in—
come income gap between urban and rural residents elementary school graduation rates are the major factors
affecting rural labor transfer in Jiangxi. It is reflected by the finding that agricultural contribution and the in—
come gap between urban and rural residents and rural labor transfer quantity is highly negatively correlated
while farmers’ per capita net income and elementary school graduation rates serve as the positive guidance for

rural labor transfer.
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