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The Level of Family Pension and Influencing Factors of Satisfation—Based on the Survey of 642 farmer households in Chongging City

YANG Qian ZHAO Hui CUI Cui’ ( College of Agriculture and Biotechnology Southwest University Chongqing 400715)

Abstract This paper based on the survey data of Chongqging City 642 rural elderly through the establishment of multiple linear regression
model analyzes the influencing factors of the pension level distribution and the degree of satisfaction of Chongqing rural elderly family. The re—
sults show that the level of old-age security in rural areas of Chongqing elderly family overall is not high the elderly get less intergenerational
support while the subjective satisfaction is higher the family pension is still the main way of pension recognition. The elderly age education
level health status has a significant impact on its endowment satisfaction. Children number children home frequency level of education has

a positive impact on the elderly pension satisfaction and intergenerational support show different features.
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Table 1 Respondents’ age and personal annual income expenditure
<5000  Income <5 000 Yuan 5 000 ~ 10 000 Income 5 000 — 10 000 Yuan >10000 Income >10 000 Yuan
Age
Proportion // % Income-expenditure ratio Proportion // % Income-expenditure ratio Proportion // % Income-expenditure ratio
60 ~69 44.8 0.915 31.0 1.323 37.5 1.093
70 ~79 38.5 1.065 41.4 0.990 46.9 0.874
=80 16.7 2.455 27.6 1.486 15.6 2.628
Total 79.7 — 9.7 — 10.7 —
No.tei The ratio of income and expenditure is for elderly in each income stage.
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1 58.4% 62.8% °
1 1-~2 1 3. 3 64.7% ;
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Table 2 Intergenerational support of children for rural elderly
) ) . Son ratio Daughter ° N
Category Option % ratio // % ;
73.6 89.5
Living condition 26.4 10.5
<1 9.7 21.9 °
Annual home frequency 1 ~2 62.8 58.4 2.4
3~10 16.3 15.5 . .
>10 11.2 4.1
<2 45.7 28.8 4o 4
Call frequency every 3~5 30.1 48.9 63.3% “ 7 47.7%
month 6 ~10 4.1 11.9
>10 10.1 10.5 « "
<500 53.8 68.0 32.6% ‘
Annual maintenance 500 ~1 000 14.7 15.5 47.7%
amount per person >1 000 31.5 16.5
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Table 3 Respondents’ evaluation of social support for rural elderly
Type Option Proportion // % || Type Option Proportion // %
State pension 64.7 Live in old people’ s home 10.0
20.0 90.0
15.3 9.2
30 57.0 Causes for not 27.4
Whether the family pension 28.0 willing to live in old people’s home 57.0
is the main way in the next 30 years 15.0 9.3
4 3
Table 4 Rural elderly satisfaction degree of family care 3.1
5 N N N N o
Type Option Proportion // %
12.0
Self living standard 63.3 3 A A
23.0 N N N N ;
1.7 N N
32.6 . .
Evaluation of children 19.7 ’
47.7 X ‘
30.6 N
Important factors 21.7 o
47.7
>0 75%
General satisfaction degree 29.7
67.3 10 13
° 5.

5

Table 5 Variables definition and descriptive statistics for factors influencing family care satisfaction degree

Varia—

ble Variable name Meaning and assignment Mean Standard deviation
¥ =1, =2; =3; =4, =5 3.720 0.672
%) 60~69 =1;70~79 =2;80 =3 1.770 0.783
X, =1; =2, =3 1.517 0. 691
x5 =0; =1 0. 627 0. 484
X, =1; =2, =3; =4 3. 150 0.718
x5 =0; =1 0.957 0.204
X 1. 630 1.094
x; 1.320 1. 167
Xg =1; =2; =3; =4; =5 2.947 0. 692
Xy =0; =1 0. 300 0. 466
Xy <l =I1~2 =2;3~10 =3;>10 =4 2.410 0. 851
Xy <2 =1;2~5 =2;6~10 =3;>10 =4 1.763 1.142
X =1, =2; =3 2.430 1. 004
£ =1; =2; =3 2.820 0.981
3.2 1~5 y by A
o b by b, ¥ :

3.3

SPSS22.0

6. R =0.230 R* =0.212 F 5.348

. . . . P 0.021.
¥y=by +byx; +byxy +0+bx, +€ (1)
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Table 6 Multiple linear regression model of family pension satisfaction

t P ;
Variable B t value P value )
6.205 0 )

X, -0.248 -3.957 0***
%, 0.152 2.725 0.007"" ;
X, 0. 349 0.938 0.349
X, 0.121 2.313 0.021°*
xs 0. 856 0. 181 0. 856
g 0.280 4.562 0"
X, 0.261 4.097 0" .
Xg 0.295 5.412 0"
Xq 0. 607 0.515 0. 607
X0 0.223 4.118 0"
x, 0.774 0.287 0.774 t .
Xy 0.285 -1.072 0.285 :
X3 0.145 —-1.463 0.145

DRk ok ok ok ok 0.01.0.05.0.10 o

Note: * % % % % % stands for significant level at 0.01 0.05 0.10. °
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Table 7 Main factors influencing degree distribution of rural elderly on family care%
Age// Health statue Number of son
Satisfaction
degres 60 ~69 70 ~79 =80 0 1~2 >2
Unsatisfy 16 9 8 83 5 48 6 3

General 51 59 68 17 61 52 55 72

Satisfy 33 32 24 — 34 — 39 25

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
3.3.2 o . N o

1% o ;
0 “ »
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