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Does Housing Provident Fund “Mutually Assist” or “Rob” ;
Based on China’s Survey Data

WANG Xian—zhu WU Yi-dong
(School of Business, Anhui University of Technology 243032)

Abstract; This paper uses the micro survey data and Probit regression model to test on
housing provident fund. The results show the defects of “despising the poor and curry favour
with the rich” and “despising the rural and curry favour with the urban”. What’s more, the
current rescue policies has amplified this effect. The paper suggests to build public housing
provident fund system as the goal, reform from the provident fund property clearly positioning,
and pay attention to the low-income groups and enlarge the coverage of housing provident fund
properly.

Keywords: Housing Provident Fund; Rob the Poor to Help the Rich; Justice; Reform
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The Effect of Gender Equality in Education on Allocation of Labor Time

YUAN Xiao-yan'* SHI Lei?
(1. School of International Business, Shaanxi Normal University 710062;

2. School of Economics, Fudan University 200433)

Abstract; With China Health and Nuitrition Survey of 2011, this paper, using Probit and
Tobit methods, investigates whether education level decreases women’s unpaid labor allocation
on housework for family. The results indicate the little influence which denotes the maintenance
of traditional family division mode and invalidity of education to reduce women’s labor allocation
on housework.

Keywords: Educational Level; Allocation of Labor Time; Gender Discrimination



