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Intergenerational Relationships and Their New
Changes in Contemporary China

Wang Yuesheng

Abstract: Intergenerationalfunctional relationship is an institutional system including obligation re-
sponsibility  right to inheritance mutual exchange and emotional communication. In the era of the con—
temporary social fransformation parents spend more money on their children’ s education than in the
past. Instead adult children spend less cost to support their elderly parents than in the past. The obli-
gation for adult children to take care of their parents is relatively reduced but the elderly parents who
could not take care of themselves have to mainly depend on their adult children. With the only child
growing up the daughter’ s role is increasing in the intergenerational functional relationship and even
has no alfernative. On the other hand as the prolongation of life expectancy and increase of genera—
tions of lineal members this will likely increase the burden of the adult children caring for elderly. Over—
all af present adult childrens feedback function has declined and will directly affect the reproductive
behavior of couples at childbearing age. The reasons for the weakening intergenerational functional re—
lationship are as follows: social welfare system has played a role as an alternative to son in supporting
the elderly some objective factors have limited the play of family function subjective consciousness of
keeping intergenerational relationships has been weakened the new institution environment that main-
tains intergenerational relationships has not been established.
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Table 1  Basic Contents of Intergenerational Functional Relationship in Chinese Family
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Table 2 Change of Education Attainment of the Children of Urban and Rural Interviewees in the Seven Provinces in 2010

() (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) ()
20 ~24 0.81 3.23 21.24  18.28 25.00 30.11 1.34 56.45 372
25 ~29 1.25 4.67 23.99  22.43 17.76 26.48 3.43 47.67 321
30 ~34 0.27 8.58 32.71 24.4 13.14 19.57 1.34 34.05 373
35 ~39 0.80 6.43 42.9 28.69 9.92 10. 19 1.07 21.18 373
40 ~44 0.30 11.71 44.44  26.43 6.91 9.31 0.90 17.12 333
45 ~49 0 12.15 27.13  39.68 9.72 9.31 2.02 21.05 247
50 ~54 1.67 15.00 32.5 42.50 3.33 4.17 0.83 8.33 120
20 ~24 0.45 7.09 45.09 19.27 13.36 14.09 0.64 28.09 1100
25 ~29 0.53 10.73 51.63  14.93 9.99 10. 83 1.37 22.19 951
30 ~34 1.93  19.32 54.38 13.37 6.09 4.61 0.30 11.00 673
35 ~39 4.18 29.09 48.78 9.93 4.53 3.14 0.35 8.02 574
40 ~44 4.29 33.84 47.47 8.84 2.78 2.53 0.25 5.56 396
45 ~49 4.21  35.98 39.25  14.02 2.8 3.74 0 6.54 214
50~54  17.72  36.71 30.38  15.19 0 0 0 0 79

12010 7 “ ”
@ 1982 1% o
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Table 3 Comparison of the Sources of Life Expenses of Urban and Rural i
Older People Aged 65 and over in 2010
(%) (%)
3.35 28.26 .
66. 88 4.93 391
2.75 5.35
0. 64 0.18
24.67 59.31 « »
1.72 1.98 ’ (
2010 1% 3) .
4 2010 7 65 2010
Table 4 Sources of Living Expenses of Urban and Rural
Older People Aged 65 and over in Seven Provinces in 2010 65% ;
(%) (%) 60%
10.20 43.87 o “
0.99 3.72 7 o
4.28 10.41
4.28 3.35 “ 7
0.00 0.37 “ "o
4.93 22.68
67.11 9.29
1.97 0.74 ;
6.25 5.58 0%
7 “
() 304 269 Y (
2010 7 “ ” 4 .
4 ;
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Table 5 Comparison of Family Structure of Older People in Different Age Groups in 2010
) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
65 ~ 69 37.31 7.67 44.98 41.90 54.40
70 ~79 36.43 12.97 49.40 39.89 49.70
80" 21.96 18.52 40.48 47.81 56.65
65 ~ 69 31.67 9.08 40.75 43.06 53.05
70 ~79 27.49 13.29 40.78 46.13 53.87
80" 14.53 16.81 31.34 56.53 62.97
2010 1% o
( N @
7 o 5
(2010 65
) o 65 ~69 70 ~79
; 80
40% - 65 ~ 69 70 ~79 40% o 2010
(
( 6) -
6 2010

Table 6 Types of Families of Urban and Rural Older People Aged 65 and over by Health Status in 2010

(%) (%) (%) (%)
29.84 17.04 46.88 40.80
24.83 11.04 35.87 49.33
22.21 16.00 38.21 47.97
17.49 12.29 29.78 55.24
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1%
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Table 7 Types of Care for Urban and Rural Older People Aged 65 and over before Death in Seven Provinces in 2010

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) )
29.44 23.18 52.62 17.09 19.12 11.17 30.29 591
30.34 23.55 53.89 16.57 19.36 10.18 29.54 533
21.97 30.47 52.44 17.44 19.93 10.20 30.13 883
19.48 31.66 51.14 19.34 17.76 11.75 29.51 742
; 3 ;
3 | I 1 3 3 o
12010 7 “ ” o
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o 30%
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Table 8 Comparison of Intergenerational Functional Relations between Parents-Sons and

Parents-Daughters in Chinese Traditional Society
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Table 9  Intergenerational Functional Differences between Parents-Sons and Parents-Daughters in Chinese Traditional Society

¢ 8 8 i
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Table 10 Proportion of Surviving Sons of Urban and Rural Women in 1990
(%)
) 1 2 3
45 ~49 43.19 31.16 10.04 14.81 0.80
50 ~54 36.57 34.70 18.13 9.70 0.91
55 ~59 30.39 34.10 26.40 7.67 1.44
60 ~ 64 26.17 30.41 32.64 7.70 3.08
45 ~49 27.19 36.78 30.15 4.70 1.18
50 ~54 21.00 33.36 40.17 3.92 1.54
55 ~59 18.87 29.46 45.37 4.12 2.18
60 ~ 64 21.00 27.67 42.31 5.42 3.60
1990 1% o
20 70 N 1980
. 2010 (
1.
11 2010
Table 11 Proportion of Surviving Sons of Urban and Rural Women in 2010
(%)
() 1 2

45 ~49 55.96 7.31 33.98 2.74

50 ~54 55.84 8.63 33.34 2.20

55 ~59 56.44 12.88 28.32 2.35

60 ~ 64 53.30 25.00 19.34 2.36

45 ~49 58.69 24.64 15.10 1.56

50 ~54 56.53 29. 66 12.27 1.54

55 ~59 51.45 35.96 10. 64 1.95

60 ~ 64 43.02 46.38 7.48 3.11

2010 1% o
11 40 ~60 1 50% 2 60
15% 40 ~50 30% o

40 ~
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Table 12 Establishment of New Relationship Type between Parents and Daughters
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1 18 (n=1100)
Figure 1  The Parental Status of Being Alive or Dead in Different Age Group of Offspring in the Late Eighteenth Century

I 10 50% ; 35
50% (47.89%) . 26 50%
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Figure2 The Parental Status of Being Alive or Dead in Different Age Group of Offspring in Seven Provinces in 2010

12010 7 “ 7
2 2010 40 50% 55
50% (60.47%) . 1982 1990 2000 3
27.12  \27.10 26.70 18 o 35 40
o 35~39 .40~44 .45 ~49 50 ~54

91.5% 86.48% 66.17%  55.49% -
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Table 13 Structure of Generations of Urban and Rural Interviewees of the Middle-aged and

13 2010 7

over in the Seven Provinces in 2010

(%)

1 2 3 4 5
45 ~49 1.28 32.34 58.72 7.23 0.43 235
50 ~ 54 0 27.33 58.39 14.29 0 161
55 ~59 0 14.02 63.08 22.90 0 214
60 ~ 64 0.57 11.36 67.61 20.45 0 176
65 ~69 0.78 5.43 86. 05 7.75 0 129
70 ~74 0 0 88.42 10.53 1.05 95
75 ~79 0 0 76.79 23.21 0 56
80 ~ 84 0 0 54.55 36.36 9.09 22
85° 0 0 40 60 0 5
0.46 16.19 67.52 15.46 0.37 1093
45 ~49 0.26 23.08 57.69 18.72 0.26 390
50 ~54 0 15.41 58.03 26.56 0 305
55 ~59 0. 66 13.82 64.80 20.72 0 304
60 ~ 64 1.22 5.69 81.30 11.79 0 246
65 ~69 0.68 3.38 81.08 14.19 0.68 148
70 ~74 1.35 2.70 78.38 17.57 0 74
75 ~79 0 0 63.89 36.11 0 36
80 ~ 84 6.67 0 46.67 46.67 0 15
85" 0 0 50 50 0 2
0.59 13.16 66.32 19.80 0.13 1520
0.54 14.43 66. 82 17.99 0.23 2613
:2010 7 “ 7
13 15.83% 18.22% .
45 ~49 60 ~ 64
. 60~64 4
20.45% . 65 ~69 ( ) 4
. 4 80 ~ 84
1/3 4 . 4
55~59 80 ~84 4 45%
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Table 14  Influence of Change of Generational Functional Relationship on Fertility Behavior
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