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Migration Hukou Identity and Happiness of Urban Migrants
Sun Sanbai' and Bai Jinlan®
(1: Institute of Economics Chinese Academy of Social Sciences;

2. National Academy of Economic Strategy Chinese Academy of Social Sciences)
Abstract. Based on the micro survey data of China this paper found that personal annual income
and happiness have inverted U type relationship the “income — happiness” saturated point of
migrations who got the city Hukou and original residents in the urban is 54700 Yuan while with
370000 Yuan annual income for migrants who did not get the city Hukou and most people did not
reach such an income level. Then we applied heterogeneous treatment effect model to estimate the
influence of migration and city Hukou identity on happiness. The estimation result of linear model
showed that Migrants who got city Hukou did not reduced their happiness while those who did not
obtain city Hukou were “losing” their happiness. The estimation result of nonlinear model showed
that this “losing happiness” could not be explained by the migration behavior itself but by the
different and discrimination which came from city Hukou identity.

Key Words: Happiness; Urban Migrants; Hukou Identity; Treatment Effect
JEL Classification: R23 131

( 100 )
Crowding In or Crowding Out? The Interactions between Government
and Family in Financing for Higher Education
Chen Jianwei
( MOE - UIBE Institute of Education and Economy Research

University of International Business and Economics)

Abstract: In the massification of China’ s higher education there are still many problems to be
solved such as the unreasonable funding source structure and the insufficient government spending.
Based on a general equilibrium model with human capital investment this paper analyzes the
different investment incentives in education between government and family. When government
spends more in education the parents would increase their investment in their children’ s education
if they pay more attention to the welfare of children. However under the budget constraints the
government investment in education is the reaction function of the family investment and social
human capital accumulation. Furthermore by building simultaneous equations model with provincial
panel data this paper examines the behaviors of higher education spending between the government
and the family. The empirical results show that government spending in higher education crowded in
more household spending while household spending crowded out the government’ s spending effort.
In the transition process of higher education from mass to universal the spending rules for
government need to be established in order to implement the government’ s responsibility which may
then stimulate families spending more for their descendants’ higher education.

Key Words: Financing for Higher Education; Government; Family

JEL Classification: H31 122
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