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Changing Norms of Eldercare Responsibilities across Generational Cohorts

in the Context of Chinese Social Transformation

Evidence from CGSS of 2015
LU Jie=hua WANG Xin-yu CHANG Yen-wen Peking University

Abstract: With the development of China’ s economy and society and the acceleration of the aging
process people” s understanding of the concept of eldercare responsibility tends to be quite different diversi—
fied and individualized. That who will take the main responsibility for the old—age life of more and more elderly
people in the future has become a hot topic with concern and discussion. Based on the data of China General
Social Survey ( CGSS) in 2015 this study focuses on queues growing up in different cohorts. Through compar—
ative analysis and logistic regression this study discusses the current situation changes and differences of the
norms of eldercare responsibility among different generational cohorts in the context of social transformation
and explores the social factors that may provide explanations. The findings show that the traditional family pen—
sion norm still occupies the mainstream but it is weakening and the main body of pension responsibility tends
to diversify further. There are significant differences in the norm of pension responsibility among the cohorts
under different growing backgrounds. After social changes and separation with their children the older genera—
tion gradually accepts the form of non—child pension while most of the younger generation still supports their
parents as their due filial piety; after controlling demographic variables economic factors health status fami—
ly structure and so on may have different degrees of impact on the norm of pension responsibility of different
cohorts. A comprehensive understanding of family relations and pension culture in Chinese society is conducive
to dealing with the significance of traditional culture for pension care so as to provide more targeted and effec—
tive pension services and security resulting in coping with the continuing challenges of population aging in the
future.

Key words: norms of eldercare responsibility; Chinese eldercare; difference in generational cohorts;

population aging; determinants



