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Why Social Endowment Had a Rough Time Adjusting in Rural Areas:
An empirical study on the differences of intention for the old—age
support between urban and rural from the Perspective of
Traditional family Culture

TANG Li HU Xiaoji LIU Yahui WEN Tiejun

Abstract: This paper analyzes the potential impact of traditionalfamily culture on the differences in
the willingness of old—age support between urban and rural areas and used the data of China Health and
Retirement Longitudinal Survey 2015 to conduct empirical tests.The results show thatthere is a signifi—
cant difference in the preferences fortheold —agesupportbetween rural and urban residents. Compared
with urban residents rural residents prefer the way of family old—agesupport. Moreover the community
residents who are changed from villagers are more inclined to choose the same way as that of rural resi—
dents to provide the elderly indicating the lag of culture evolution in the village. Then the characteris—
tics of family structure as the proxy variable of traditional culture areused to verify the enhancement
effect of culture on the choice of family old—agesupport in rural areas by constructing the crossmultiply—
items of culture and region. Based on the above analysis it is suggestedto fully recognize the profound
influence of traditionalfamily culture on the willingness of the elderly in urban and rural areas. Social
old—agesupport can replace family old—agesupport in the economic aspect but it cannot taketheplaceof
family pension at the cultural level especially in rural areas.

Keywords: Traditional family culture; Willingness of old —agesupport; Family old—age support;
Logitmodel

— 136 —



