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Choice of Economic Growth Styles in China and Transition from the
Extensive Style to the Intensive One

Wei Xinghua and Hou Weimin
(Department of Economics, Renmin Universiy of China)

Abstract: The characteristic of economic growth is varying in different development periods. At present, the styles of economic
growth in China is still based on extensive growth and restrict is futher development. It is a neccesary selection for China to go
through the transition from the extensive style to the intensive one, but the transiions are not easy for a series contractions exis.
From the view of reality, the ways of transitions between the economic growth styles are both innovation of science and technology
and of social system.
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Growth and Structural Changes in Employment in Transitional China

Cai Fang
(Institute of Population and Labor Economics, CASS)

Abstract: By clarifying officially published statistics on labor market and employment combined with micro survey data, this paper
tries to depict the employment growth and structural change in rural and urban China and to break the myths believed by domestic
and intemational scholars such as“ zero growth of employmeni’” and “ unchangeable rural surplus labor pool”. The paper provides
exact datistics about China’ s labor market that previous studies fail to do so, explaining how labor maiket develops, employment
in both rural and wban areas increases and is structure diversiies, urban unemployment aleviates and number of rural surplus
laborers reduces, as a result of economic growth, reform and opening-up. By examining demographic transition process in China,
the paper aso predicts the emerging trend of labor shortage, suggests a coming Lewisian tuming point and reveas its policy
mplications to Chind s sustainable growth.
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