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Trends and Changes in Pension Support of Network Family

from Rural China A Sudy in Seven Provinces

Wu Haixia

Abstract: Based on survey data focusing on urban-rural family structure and intergenerationa relations
hip in seven provinces, conducted by Institute of Population and Labor Economics, China Academy of
Social Science in 2010, this paper reveals the current status, trends and involving factors in pension
support of network family from rural China. The results show that the supporting level from progeny
family to parental family is relatively low.The support content is focused on financia ones which igno
ring the natural daily family business and emotional parts. The results also show parental family gettin
g more pension support from progeny family formed by working or marrying in other places than fam
ily formed by the separation of the son. Moreover, the elderly will get more pension support, if they
get along well with the spouse of their son or daughter. The “divide but not leave” situation existed i
n pension support will let pension function of network family become weaker and weaker, combined
with long residential distance and reducing number of the family children. Based on current situation,
in order to improve the pension lever and change pension models as well, the author suggests develop
ing rural pension industry needs focusing on both diversification of pension resources and culture const
ruction of modern pension.
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