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Impacts of Care for Grandchild on the Elderly Support in

the First— Generation Only — child Families in Urban China
Wu Haixia

Abstract: Using data on the only—child families in urban China in 2015 conducted by Institu-
te of Population and Labor Economics, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, the status of care for
grandchild proviede by the first—generation only—child parents in urban China and its effects on
the support for the elderly are analyzed. The results show that over 85% of the only—child par-
ents have cared for their grandchild. Most only— children provide supports for their elderly par-
ents. There are significant differences in the living arrangement of only —child and his/her par-
ents. Care for grandchildren contributes to increase housekeeping support for the elderly provided
by the only—child. Only—children are the main beneficiaries in the intergenerational support of
care for grandchildren provided by the elderly. When the elderly parents” have little need of the
elderly support, care for grandchildren shows more “altruism”; when the elderly parents” needs
rise, the satisfaction of the parent’s needs depend on the resources, such as time and money,
owned by only— child.

Keywords: the First—Generation Only—Child in Urban China; Family Supports for the Eld-
erly; Care for Grandchild
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