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Farmers willingnessand itsinfluencing factorsto exit their homestead from the per spective
of push-pull theory: Based on the empirical investigation of Chongqing city
GONG Hongling, LIN Minghai
(School of Public Affairs, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400044, China)

Abstract: Based on the survey data of Fuling district and Dazu district, Chongqing rural land system reform pilot county
(district) and push-pull theory, this paper selects 24 variables from the aspects of "push" and "pull" of towns and
countryside respectively, analyzes the factors influencing farmers' willingness to quit their homestead by using principal
component factor analysis and binary logistic regression method, and concludes that: In the homestead withdrawal
process, the rural thrust force mainly lies in the adverse production and living conditions, poor material environment and
homestead’s idle condition; the rural pulling force mainly comes from the living inertia, sense of belonging in the society
of acquaintances, and consideration of living for the next generation; the pulling force of the city mainly comes from
higher income level and better cultural atmosphere; the thrust of the city mainly lies in the high housing prices, daily
expenses and differences in living habits. In addition, economic factors play a decisive role, and the following

development expectation as well as the psychological adaptation are also important factors.
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