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Which Rural Elderly Prefer to Entering the Elderly Homes : An Empirical Investigation Data of Jiangsu Rural Areas
HUANG Jun-hui, LI fang
(College of Public Administration ,Nanjing A gricultural University , Nanjing 210095 , China)

Abstract: With the development of urbanization,the miniaturization of family structure and the aging of population,the will-
ingness of rural elderly to entering the elderly homes also changes. Based on the data of Jiangsu province ,use the Logistic re-
gression model to analysis the willing of rural elderly to entering the elderly homes. The result shows that,the willing of rural
elderly to entering the elderly homes is mainly influenced by the individual characteristics and family characteristics, like the
education level, monthly income, health status, number of surviving daughter, number of living together and life satisfaction.
The policy implication is that,respect the willing of entering to elderly homes of the rural elderly,promote the development of
endowment services in rural area;give consideration to the development of economy in rural areas,conduct a strategic plan of
the level and scale of rural old—age care institutions ; guide the orientation of rural pension function from rural area.
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