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City Size Crowding — out Effect of Public Services and Children
Migrating with Floating Population
YANG Yu - xuan
( School of Government Sun Yat — Sen University ~Guangzhou 510006 China)

Abstract: According to data from the seventh population census China’ s floating population

has reached 376 million. As urban builders and contributors do their children equally enjoy the

fruits of urban development? Are they more likely to be “squeezed out” in the distribution of urban
development results? To this end based on theoretical analysis Probit and Iv — Probit models are
used to test the impact of city size on the migration of children of floating population and the mech-
anism. The study shows that the larger the city the lower the tendency for children of migrants to
move with them. In larger cities the “crowding — out effect” brought by the lack of education and
medical care make it impossible for the children migrating with the floating population to get nor—
mal education and medical care services. This results in the decreasing rate of the children migra—
ting with their parents. Compared with the in — system laborer the rate of children migrating with
their parents is lower and they are more likely to be “crowded out”.

Key words: City Size; Public Services; Floating Population; Children Migrating with Parents
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