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Abstract

Abstract

Since reform and opening up, along with the development of economy, science
and technology of China, the average life expectancy of public is extended. Under the
strict implementation of family planning policy, the birth rate of China dropped
substantially, the proportion of the elderly population accounts for the total
population increased rapidly. Based on the serious reality supporting for the eldly,
this thesis respectively from two aspects of pension living desire and pension
funding sources to explore China's endowment of middle-aged people, and then
analyzes the factors affecting and middle-aged people’s current endowment intend in
our country. The research data in this thesis is from CHARLS project done by China
Center for Economic Research of Peking University in 2011. The sample is collected
all over the provinces in China except Hainan and Tebet, STATA10.0 was used for
statistical analysis. In the thesis, the independent variable is divided into four
dimensions: demographic characteristics, health status, the situation of children and
security status, according to the type of dependent variables, using disorder
multinomial Logistic regression method to analyze the data, the conclusion as follow:

Living desire for middle-aged people have significant differences in age;
Middle-aged people who are 56 to 60 years old are satisfied to live with their children;
Women are more willing to live with their children than men, the possibility of
women choose to live with their children is 82% higher than for male; The urban
middle-aged people in the choice of old-age residence, tend to pursue individual
quality of life, while the rurals are presenting a phenomenon which middle-aged
people depend on their children when they are old. The level of eduction have a
obvious impact on middle-aged people’s living desire, the higher education level one
gets, the less willing to live with his or her children, the more willing to live with
spouses or alone; If middle-aged people are in good health, more people are willing to
live with spouse or alone; Children are not necessarily for wealth; The more financial
support from children, the middle-aged people are less willing to live with their
children; The people who have endowment insurance are inclined to live with spouse

or alone.



Abstract

The middle-aged people in rural areas are tend to get pension savings by
themselves; The one who have a high level of education prefer commercial
endowment; The middle-aged people in good health are more willing to support
themselves by savings; The one who have less children are more willing to save
endowment and rely on pension endowment; The more endowment insurance
middle-aged people have, the more willing they are to choose savings or commercial
endowment to support themselves.

Key words: middle-aged people; endowment intend; influencing factors;

disorder multinomial Logistic regression
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COVERSCREEN
A HOUSEHOLD ROSTER
B
C FAMILY
Cl PARENT CHILDREARING AND SIBLING INFORMATION

CA  PARENT INFORMATION
CB  CHILDREARING INFORMATION
CC  SIBLINGS
C2 TIME TRANSFER AND TRANSFERS
CD TIME TRANSFER
CE  TRANSFERS
CF TIME SPENT PROVIDING CARE
D HEALTH STATUS AND FUNCTIONING
DA HEALTH STATUS
DB FUNCTIONAL LIMITATIONS AND HELPERS

DC COGNITION & DEPPRESSION
DE SELF-REPORTED HEALTH &VIGNETTES

E HEALTH CARE AND INSURANCE
PART | MEDICAL INSURANCE
PART Il HEALTH CARE COSTS AND UTILIZATION

F WORK, RETIREMENT AND PENSION
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FA JOB STATUS

FB WORK HISTORY

FC CURRENT PRIMARY JOB/OCCUPATION

FK UNEMPLOYMENT AND JOB SEARCH ACTIVITIES

FL  MOST RECENT JOB
FM  RETIREMENT
FN  PENSION INSURANCE
G &H INCOME, EXPENDITRUES AND ASSETS
G1 VIGNETTS ON INCOME
G2 HOUSEHOLD INCOME AND EXPENDITURES
HA  HOUSEHOLD ASSETS
HB INDIVIDUAL ASSETS
I. HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS
HOUSEHOLD CONTACTS
J. INTERVIEWER OBSERVATION
APPENDIX
The 10 items below refer to how you have felt and behaved during the last
week. Choose the appropriate response. 10
12

[Show Card 12]
DCO009. | was bothered by things that don't usually bother me.

(1) Rarely or none of the time (<1 day) <1

(2) Some or a little of the time (1-2 days) 1-2

(3) Occasionally or a moderate amount of the time (3-4 days)
3-4

(4) Most or all of the time (5-7 days) (5-7 )

DCO010. | had trouble keeping my mind on what | was doing.

(1) Rarely or none of the time (<1 day) <

75



(2) Some or a little of the time (1-2 days) -

(3) Occasionally or a moderate amount of the time (3-4 days)
3-4

(4) Most or all of the time (5-7 days) 5-7

DE SELF-REPORTED HEALTH &VIGNETTES

[IWER: Sections DE must NOT be answered by proxy respondents. DE
]

Vignettes will be presented ONLY to a random subsample of households (half).
All selected Rs will answer the first 6 questions, and will then get 2 randomly-selected
domains out of the 6 domains (each domain has 3 questions). All eligible members in

the selected households get the same 12 questions. Do NOT allow proxy answers.

12

would now like to ask you some questions about your health. Every subject of the
options are the same, as shown in card 13, including none, mild, moderate, severe
and extreme, please select the appropriate answer. Please choose one of the five
answers for every question.

13

[Show Card 13]
DEOO01. Overall in the last month, how much bodily aches or pains did you
experience?

(1) None

(2) Mild

(3) Moderate
(4) Severe

(5) Extreme

DEO002. In the last month, how much difficulty did you have with sleeping, such as

76



having trouble falling asleep, waking up frequently during the night, or waking up too
early in the morning?

(1) None

(2) Mild

(3) Moderate
(4) Severe

(5) Extreme

DEO003. Overall in the last month, how much of a problem did you have with moving
around?

(1) None

(2) Mild

(3) Moderate
(4) Severe

(5) Extreme
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