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Decent work level and its influence factors of agricultural producers:
Based on the survey in the Shizhen town, Zhuzhou
DONG Hai-jun’, ZHOU Qiang?

(1.School of Public Administrator, CSU Changsha 410083, China;
2.WenZhou Economic Development Planning Institute, Wenzhou 325003, China)

Abstract: Decent work’s emphasis is that manual workers, especially agricultural producers” labor is decent. Agricultural
producers™ decent work refers to the laborers, in the condition of freedom, equity, security and dignity, are engaged in
agricultural production activities with voluntary, pride and glory to meet the growing political, material, cultural and other
aspects needs. It can be operationalized to four dimensions: income and quality of life, agricultural production conditions
and environment, the agricultural work security and the dialogue mechanism. Based on 567 samples of empirical studies,
it is found that the level of agricultural producers™ decent work has yet to be promoted, that rating parameters has great
influence on the agricultural producers™ decent work objective and subjective identity level, enhance the economic
income and quality of life is the main demand of the current agricultural producers, that age stratification theory has been
further confirmed. In order to improve the level of agricultural producers™ decent work, increase agricultural producers
income is the most effective path. At the same time, we should also strive to improve agricultural producing conditions
and environment, perfect agricultural social security system, and establish effective communication and dialogue
mechanism, give more special care to agricultural vulnerable peasants.
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( ) 0.596
10%
0.781
VIF
0.671
1
1
#z5 RIEFEFEE»NEWKEEZMEZNS TEENH
B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 (Constant) 16.548 0.865 19.129 0.000
-0.596 0.121 -0.228 -4.930 0.000 0.781 1.281
0.781 0.185 0.175 4.209 0.000 0.966 1.035
0.671 0.205 0.149 3.271 0.001 0.804 1.244
R=0.342 R?=0.117 F=23.259 P=0.000
2 (Constant) 8.770 0.826 10.614 0.000
0.489 0.208 0.104 2.349 0.019 0.995 1.005
0.433 0.207 0.093 2.089 0.037 0.995 1.005
R=0.134 R?=0.018 F=4.618 P=0.010
3 (Constant) 5.167 0.790 6.537 0.000
0.697 0.235 0.144 2.969 0.003 0.798 1.254
-0.389 0.136 -0.139 -2.856 0.004 0.798 1.254
R=0.241 R?=0.058 F=15.418 P=0.000
4 (Constant) 10.459 0.361 29.003 0.000
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R=0.257 R?=0.066 F=17.842 P=0.000
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logistic
0.812 0.794 logistic
0.812
0.794
5
1.451 4.768 -1.668
1.539
1451
4.768 logistic 6
1.668 -2
1.539 561.580 Nagelkerke R2
0.093
0.124 0.183 -0.240 0.134
0.320
0.320
3
logistic 1.377
0.158
0.158
( 1.171
)
0 1) logistic
*6 REFEFEFTHENARKEZMEARS
B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
0.320 0.077 17.468 1 0.000 1.377
0.158 0.035 19.944 1 0.000 1171
-3.031 0.663 20.930 1 0.000 0.048

-2 Log likelihood=561.580 Cox & Snell R Square=.069 Nagelkerke R Square=.093
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