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The Effects of Gender Role on Internal Migration

Tzu-Chia Chang*

Abstract

Internal migration has long been recognized as a means of redistributing income and socioeconomic
status. If females were to be constrained by sex stereotypes or by their achievement-avoidance tendency,
they might not be bold enough to migrate in pursuit of opportunities. In that case, would female mobility
in relation to jobs or social status be constrained? Would such constraints constitute one of the causes of
persistent gender inequalities? A comprehensive discussion of the effects of gender in migration is lacking
in the literature. In addition, migration behavior among females has also been seldom discussed in prior
research about female conditions. The objectives of this study are therefore to try to examine the impact of
gender role in migration decisions among females, and to measure the monetary cost of female achievement
avoidance behavior. Using data from the “Domestic Migration Survey” conducted by the DGBAS of
Taiwan in 2007, | find that the results of a conditional logit model reveal that local female movers tend to be
more attracted by high wages and low-living cost regions. On the contrary, females appear to be less prone
to pursuing high-ranking jobs when they move. This suggests that women might be constrained by gender
role when pursuing their achievements. Moreover, | also estimate the monetary cost of gender role based
on marginal effects in the empirical model, and it is found to amount to approximately 14.12% of regional
relative wages.

Keywords: gender role, interregional migration, conditional logit models.

! Assistant Professor, Land Management and Development Department, Chang Jung Christian University, Tainan, Taiwan, R.O.C.
Email: tcchang@mail.cjcu.edu.tw, Tel: 886-6-2785123 ext. 2319.
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