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Analysis on the Three Effects on Non Agricultural Employment

Song Zhan
( Capital University of Economics and Business, Beijing 100026)

Abstract: The increasing of the employment of nom-agriculture is the main part of employment in our country.
It can be divided into three effeds: growth effect, intension effect, and structural effect. This paper argues
that the economic growth is the most effective way of promoting the employment, and a policy suggestion is
brought forwards to develop the tertiary industrial vigorously and to integrate the labor market, which are base
on the analysis on the three kinds of effeds of nor agriculture after the reforming and opening policy.
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1366215 20 02 824808 24.19
0~ 9 180288 14 51
10~ 14 95857 16 00 0 0.00
15~ 19 101932 17. 15 51180 20.79
20~ 24 116767 19 74 105748 2.79
25~ 29 9518 18 36 95003 21.19
30~ 34 %829 19 62 92938 2.05
35~ 39 119273 24 66 114741 27.59
40~ 4 124351 27.23 117454 30. 15
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55~ 59 80894 26 37 30955 26.53
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(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1978 6l 67 61. 67 5.30 5.30 6.63 6 63 10. 19 10. 19 16 20 16.20
1980 63 21 62. 89 6. 19 5.71 6.49 629 6 76 9.12 17. 34 15.99
1985 53 6 57. & 6. 51 5.55 6.34 59 13. 68 13.49 1979 17.21
190 50 68 58. 12 6. 35 4.90 8.48 6 ® 10. 49 10.91 23 99 19.98
195 5317 65. 64 8. 22 4.90 6.57 516 10. 61 7. 84 21 43 16.45
2000 52 17 R. 26 7. 87 4.20 7.23 560 978 7.17 22 96 14.78
2003 5301 M. 77 8. 17 4.14 6.70 536 922 6. 89 22 90 13. 84
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(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1978 3.7903 3.7903 6 1795 6 1795 4. 3403 4. 3403 4.2938 4 2938 7. 1033 71033
1980 3.3629 3.4134 50793 55013 3. 268 4. 0936 6.3811 4 7800 6. 1409 6 7159
1985 2.4200 2. 6480 4 8606 6 7330 3. 1433 3.9815 2.6252 31378 3. 7564 5 082
190 1.614 2.2624 3 2240 6 7098 1. 5568 3.4785 2.2812 3 5204 2. 1421 4 1146
1995 0. 4864 1. 0870 Q9511 4 4004 0. 7128 2.5030 0.9756 36423 0. 930 3 4960
2000 0.2971 0. 6455 0 7842 4 1803 0. 4337 1. 5914 0. 7405 2 8706 0. 7020 2 U0
2001 0.2724 0. 5908 Q 7437 4 0187 0. 3950 1. 4608 0. 6924 2 7026 0. 6430 2 7900
2002 0.2408 0.5152 06721 3 6679 0. 3752 1. 3834 0.6776 2 6193 0. 6109 2 6667
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(1 (2) 3) (4 (5) (6 (7
1978~ 1979 782.2 B7 6 - 174. 4 - 349.8 -51.7 - 31. 8 556
1979~ 1980 1641.2 1351 0 - 837.0 - 507.0 44. 8 50 849
1980~ 1981 665. 2 006 6 -9 1 73.5 134.9 28 9 709
1981~ 1982 899. 1 109 6 - 339.0 - 765.9 -72.1 154 3 488
1982~ 1983 1747.7 1688 2 - 1012. 3 - 8.9 113. 6 557 849
1983~ 1984 3346.8 2453 8 - 1657. 4 - 436.6 354.6 26 8 2044
1984~ 1985 5030. 6 3055 2 - 3803. 1 - 1575.7 186. 6 - 655 1414
1985~ 1986 2849. 8 2009 0 - 169. 6 - 830.3 131. 8 106 3 1285
1986~ 1987 3369. 1 2682 3 - 235%.5 - 1673.8 82.4 835 1092
1987~ 1988 5148. 4 2847 17 — 4093. 5 - 1761.2 - 89.9 - 121 5 965
1988~ 1989 2960. 3 954 5 - 3005. 2 -923.3 63.9 - 122 19
1989~ 190 1555.4 675 1 2191. 4 3077.5 - 15.8 - 216 3731
1990~ 191 4937. 4 2986 5 - 4407. 9 - 2240.0 28.5 - 1885 558
1991~ 1992 6616. 1 4471 1 — 5681. 4 -3167.3 125.3 - 243 8 1060
1992~ 1993 8194. 3 4391 4 - 6563. 7 - 2345.5 44. 4 - 370 8 1675
1993~ 194 8958.2 4359 3 - 7163. 9 -2135.9 -95.3 - 524 4 1699
1994~ 195 7009. 0 3654 4 - 5117. 1 - 1553.5 - 183.9 -3929 1708
1995~ 196 5030.0 3463 1 - 328.7 - 1432.0 - 151.3 - 436 1 1595
1996~ 197 3764. 6 3384 3 - 2946. 0 -2164.7 31.4 - 369 6 850
1997~ 198 2012. 4 2951. 0 — 189. 8 - 23%.7 367.3 - 743 480
1998~ 199 2059. 1 2773 3 - 1977. 8 - 2376.8 84.7 -2305 166
1999~ 2000 3653. 8 3137. 0 - 3026. 1 - 2403.6 - 211.7 - 317 4 416
2000~ 2001 3275.3 2974 4 - 2916. 1 - 2401.9 110. 8 -102 5 470
2001~ 2002 3074.7 3362 9 — 2766. 4 - 2862.0 49.7 - 142 8 358
(D= () + (3 + (9 (7) = (2 + (4 + (6
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