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Summary
As national research institutes, the 3 Institutes of CASS and IPSS share common

role and interest in promoting the research to advance national policies in the field of
population and social issues. This workshop was organized on the 15" September
2014 in Beijing, China to capitalize the individual collaborations so far accumulated
and create the common future framework of collaboration facilitating the synergy of
all parties concerned. Presentations were made in 4 sessions namely (1)Population
issues, (2) Income, family and household, (3) Employment and Social security, (4)
Well-being of elderly and policy responses to ageing. Active discussions were made
by the presenters and participants of Chinese and Japanese specialists and policy

makers.
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9:00 w3
Opening Session F#&
Chair FE#: WANGWei £ (1JS, CASS H [E AL H AHT 5 AT
9:30-9:40 Welcome Remarks 2 %¢
Session 1*: Population issues
FE—BT ADRE
Chair E#E: WANG Wei Tff (1S, CASS 1 [E LR H AHE 7 fr)
1. ZHENG Zhenzhen X 3 ¥ CIPLE) “Demographic trend in China:
population aging and urbanization” (H1[E A O4EZEH: N DZEALA
9:40-10:30 SR
2. Reiko HAYASHI #k¥4-F-(IPSS) “Mobility comparison in East Asia and
changing regional population distribution (7 ¥ 72 6 (F 2 N8O
[ B Lo & i N 170 AT AS E)”
Panel discussion i+ i
10:30-10:50 | Tea break Z%&KX
Session 2 : Income, family and household
BB WA, KESHER
Chair F#F: Reiko HAYASHI #K¥1~(IPSS H A< [ 3741 2 Orfg - A 1 R REHiF
FEHT)
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N Z2 BB L ER)
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Eastern Asia R 7 ¥ 7 O e /8 & — > & N A Hh)”
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Asia: a comparative study” (7 VY B 52 fE 45 14 F1 55 B2 O R LA 2)

*Note: Each presentation will be no longer than 20 minutes, Q&A and discussion will be after presentations.
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2.ZHANG Zhanxin 5k & #r (IPLE) “Hukou reform and social insurance reform
in China”(H [l i 7 F5 i B 5 4k 25 DR B e )
3.DING Yingshun T #)iii (1JS) “Elderly human resource development in Japan
and implication to China” ( H AFF K EH N BRNE T KB )
Panel discussion 712
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Session 4 : Well-being of elderly and policy responses to ageing
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Implications to East Asian policies(H AxD /-l & 7 2 7 N DBUR
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3. LIN Bao #F (IPLE) “Options of long-term care system in China” (' [E
HAP ORI 1R T R e $%)
Panel discussion 712
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Demographic trend in China: population
aging and urbanization

FEANOZRZES: AN OZRe R R

Zheng, Zhenzhen #EE

(zhengzz@cass.org.cn)
Institute of Population and Labor Economics
Chinese Academy of Social Sciences

September 15, 2014
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« Background
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 Demographic transition and structure change
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« Changes and challenges
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» Policy responses
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Background: Industrialization, urbanization, and agricultural

modernization, 1950-2010
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Demographic transition, 1950-2010
Before 1970: average TFR=6; since 2000: TFR=1.6 or lower
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Fertility decline in China and other countries

HEMEM - BERXRET R TR

A shorter path to below-replacement fertility in some countries
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SOURCES: 1950 and before, Livi-Bacd 2007: 114; 1975 and 1995, United Nations 1997.

Population size and growth
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Source: United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Population
Division (2013). World Population Prospects: The 2012 Revision, DVD Edition.
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Total Population by major age groups

Changes after =t -
demographic
transition ——
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Population (millians)
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» Labor force already
reaches the peak
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* Dependency ratio of
young and old: 1950-
2100 f
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Changes in age structure F#45#2840: 1950-2100

Population by age groups and sex (absolute numbers)
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The dotted line indicates the excess male or female populstion in certain age groups. The data are in thousands or millions.
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Health and longevity BFE5KH

» Life expectancy at birth (2010): average 74. 83
— Women: 77.37
— Men: 72.38
 Male-female difference increased from 1.7 in 1990 to

nearly 5 in 2010, mainly due to decreased female
mortality of infant & elderly

e Centennials: 35,934 (2000: 17,877)

Life expectancy at birth by sex
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Proportion of 65+ population by province, 2010
2010 &4 654 LA 24 N\ 1 LA

[l >10%
B 7%-10%
L] <7%

[ | No Data

The western provinces had
fastest ageing due to the out-
migration of youth
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Major sending provinces izh A\ O FEE H

63% migrants from Anhui, Jiangxi, Henan, Hubei, Hunan,
Guangxi, Sichuan, and Guizhou: mostly in the third group of
GDP except Guizhou

63% R AORB R
#. AR, e, W
M. . @) FE
M, FREIMINZ AN
PGDPIEE =4ARY
H1%

Four groups of provinces by
GDP per capita in 2012

201284 AIGDPEYTOANE &

3000~4000
4000~6000

B 6000~9000

Il >10,000

Major destination I A 0 EEEANM

» About 70% to Pearl River Delta, Changjiang Delta, and
Beijing/Tianjin
i’;m%iﬁﬁﬂ)&Diﬁrﬂiﬂ%ilzﬁ;‘d‘rl\ K=AMXMIL R/ X2
X

» Cities had largest migration increase during 2000-2010:
Shanghai, Beijing, Tianjin, Suzhou
2000-2010F (B A A OB KIBE & AR : 38, i1t

w=, Ki#, 7#M

» Changjiang Delta will replace Pearl River Delta, to be the
area attracts most in-migrants

KEARERIR=/, BRARSRAAORZRIMX




Size of migrants and urban population growth

MBI D HUEAE T R
221.4
mm Migration size (million)
=f@r—Pcrcentage of urban residence
36.2
29.0
25.3 26.4
21.1 I I
1982 1987 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010

* New Urbanization Plan (2014-2020) aims at: urban residence reaches
60%, while residence with urban household registration reaches 45%

EISRHEMALAI (2014-20206F) LREFR: BEAOMBALRONE
4, PEADWELESBYER

= Who will be new residence in city? Will elderly still be left behind?

ESRAFHR? RIFZEALSMBERTE?

Demographic impact of migration to destination

AN B IE A HB N E ) B R i

« City population growth ¥ B R MEEK
» Age distribution changes: Shanghai population in 2010
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Changes in household structure, 2000-2010
KEEGE AR
« Average family size IR EMIR: 1990:3.96  2010: 3.10

* A decrease in the share of core household, while the share of
single member household increased significantly, and a slightly
increase in stem family; changes in rural has been more
significant
DK ELLBGIFAE T, RAREZE LA, ERARERBERER
MERAIGM; R ELEMNELX;

» Migration, smaller family size, ageing, marriage and living
arrangement all play significant roles
AORE. FaHE. AOZRK. BEAESFRARRKELSN
REZEhHREEF

Household structure 2010 2000 1990 1982
K BE R A

Nuclear # 0 K & 60.89 68.18 70.61 68.30

Stem H &2 X & 22.99 21.72 21.33 21.74

Single member B2 A P 13.67 8.57 6.34 7.98
50.00 50.00
Urban £0.00 4000 Rural
BT A
30.00 30.00
ES X
20.00 20.00
10.00 _20104; 10:00 :zomfv
0.00 & 20007 0.00 2000%

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
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Percentage of three generations household by age group: urban (left) and rural
(right)
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Percentage of couples only household by age group: urban (left) and rural (right)

KREARERRAFRE 7T : PEFRAREES

Source: Wang Yuesheng (2013) EEK4E :"hE 2 RELWEN S  PEIHESRIE, 2013
(12)




Challenges from demographic change

N D2 R Bk

Ageing process and on going social welfare system reform
AOZRU SRS RESEFRLZ%

The changes in family/household structure and weak social
support

KEFMEFLEHEZL, TSR ENEUABRKEDEE
Fast urbanization and large flow of migration
PRI SE L FNFF LRI R IR AN RN

Impact of migration (not only rural to urban, but also urban to
urban migration)

AORNZHEzE (MUZZ-WRs), EEER-HRaI)
Intertwined impact of changes at both macro and micro levels
PEEUREERRZA, Z2 AN ER

Responses to population ageing

VST PNBE v 2 4

Related laws and amendments

MERER SR & 2T

Development Plan 2011-15 on ageing
hEZ IS & R 2011-15

Plan of social service on elderly care 2011-15
HEFERSHEZRNK 2011-15

Suggestions by State Council, 2013: Promote development of old
age service system

E55Bc, 2013: MRARFZRSILHETFEN (20205 % & HIF)
Related data collection and analysis, national strategic research
HEXRBFEWES T, ERERFR

Learn experiences and lessons from countries already “old”

FIMEL “RE” ERMZILFE
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Mobility comparison in East Asia and

changing regional population distribution

R7OT7ICETHAOBEBOERLERE
i A O ML E

M+ Reiko Hayashi 1
((

hayashi-reiko@ipss.go.jp

Bt =RE- AOBEHRER(BAX)

National Institute of Population and Social Security Research, Japan
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How to measure migration / mobility
BEhal D LIRS H

1. |Place of residence |at one time point

FEiE FF =

l 1 year ago (14EHI[), 5 years ago (54EHI), at birth (H4AEE), , ,

The same place as now (B {E i &EL)

Same municipality, same prefecture ([E C BT #¥)

Different municipality, same prefecture (BIC 82 D& S5 HHTHT)
Different prefecture GESR)

Foreign country (4} &)

ASANENE NN

2..Number of move|in|a period of time
B EE & HA ]

v
1 month(1HVA), 1 year (15, ,,

Data sources +—%

1. Japan B
v Population Census E 58 & (2010)
v' Report on Internal Migration by the Basic Resident Registers

EEﬁZFJ“'FEA O EHRE
v National Survey on Migration (NSM-J) A O &35 (2011)

2. South Korea g%[EH
v Population and Housing Census A {EEFE (2010)

v" Annual Report on Internal Migration Statistics from civil
registration

v' Sample surveys conducted by Korea National Statistics Office
and others

3. China B [E
v" Population CensusZE N X EE AN OEE (2010)
v' Administrative data on the change of household register
v' Sample surveys




Assumption {5
Migration rate change according to the level of
mobility BEIMERIZKY . BFHEEF—HRICEILT S
(For example, if 5 year migration rate is high, then
1 year migration rate is high
FZIE. HELSEBBELASTNIXIEBBELEL)

Method /5%

Using a dataset of a country where all the migration rates are
available, and measure the level of mobility of another
country in calculating the ratio against the reference

country’s correspoinding migration rate
IRTOBHEENHIE(EERE)DIEZFEZRANT. FEOELND
BELELEEDZTDHREOLZAVWT, EEDOREIERIEEEST S,

Name of indicator

(BEDZSE)

Source
0,
The same residence at birth ratf_)((ﬁ)
(HEHDEL)
vs.Japan
0,
Birth in the same minor ratle_)((Az)
administrative division K
(HH & A CHETH)
vs.Japan
0,
Birth in the same major ratle_)((/o)

administrative division

(HH 2 AR B REIR) K

vs.Japan
5 year mobility (5EEFEE )

rate (%)
vs.Japan
5 year mobility of major rate (%)
admin. division K
(SEERERBEIE) vs.Japan
()
5 year immobility of minor rate (%)
s o 1-x
admin. division

(SEMRREE) -

vs.Japan
o rate (%)
1 year mobility (1EFBEIZ) vs.Japan
1 year mobility of major rate (%)
admin. division K
(1ERE#BEIE) vs.Japan
0,
1 year immobility of minor ratle—)((Az)
admin. division K
(EFEMHEER)
vs.Japan

Mobility Index

2010 2010
Census Census

83.0
17.0
2.14
0.307
92.0
8.0
2.28
0.310

22.8

1.000

4.6 6.2

131 1.62

0.809 1.000

87.2

12.8

1.69

1.000
0.475

2011INSM-J

1.000

22.1
Yi/ES
1.000
47.5
52.5
6.96
1.000
71.7
28.3
7.36
1.000

9.4
1.000
1.7
0.45
1.000
96.0
4.0
0.53
1.000

oy | o |~ swore

2010 Census

7.8
92.2
1.184
40.6
59.4
10.95
1.574
46.6
53.4
18.85
2.562
51.0
2.236
12.0
4.25
2.632
81.1
18.9
3.49
2.065
18.1
1.930
4.2
1.49
3.440
o5
6.5
1.20
2.252

2.196

Mobility
indicators
of
China,
Japan and
South Korea
around 2010

S0
BEE M E1E
(20104 RIT1£)




Geographical extent of move
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M : Mobility rate, expressed as the number of migrants divided by the

total population
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Name and basic characteristics of different level of administrative division
of China, Japan and South Korea (A 8B {THX 95— &)

(Bold names refer to major or minor administrative division used in censuses)

| china_ |  Japan | __ SouthKorea |

[ Number | 34

Median pop. 37,327,378
Max.pop. 104,303,132
3,002,166

[Number | 333 47 17
3,151,810 1,706,242 1,902,611
14,047,625 13,159,388 11,379,459
[ Min.pop. | 95,465 588,667 531,905
[Number | 2,856 302
379,869 201,070
2,226,017 9,417,766
| Min.pop. | 251 7,764
[ Number | 40,906 1,901 3,472
40,577* 30,498 10,311
373,094* 877,138 121,301
[ Min.pop. | 2,705* 201 101

* Due to the data limitation, median, max and min population of Township level of China is that of Jiangsu Province.
Source : Population census statistics of 2010 for Provincial level of China, population census statistics of 2010 compiled by www.citypopulation.de for Prefectural level of China, statistics of 2007 of Ministry of Public Security (2008) and compiled by
www.datatang.com for County level of China, statistics of 2004 by Statistics Bureau of Jiangsu Province (2005) for Township level of Jiangsu Province, China; population census statistics of 2010 for Japan and South Korea

Population size distribution by different level of administrative
division of China, Japan and South Korea
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——Korea : Provincial ——Korea : Municipal (A1) Korea : Sub-municipal (& H &)
——China : Provincial (&%) ——China : Prefectural (#t2) ——China : County (£.2%)

——Jiangsu : Township (%) ——Japan : Prefectural (B} 3E T 8) ~—Japan : Municipal (71X ET#t)




Name of indicator

Source
The same residence at fekcll]
birth Lx
vs.Japan
rate (%)
Birth in the same minor 1-x
administrative division K
vs.Japan
rate (%)
Birth in the same major 1-x
administrative division K
vs.Japan
o rate (%)
5 year mobility of major terteli)
admin. division iS
vs.Japan
rate (%)
5 year immobility of minor 1-x
admin. division K
vs.Japan
o rate (%)
1 year immobility of major kel
admin. division K
vs.Japan
rate (%)
1 year mobility of minor 1-x
admin. division K
vs.Japan

Mobility Index

2010 Census 2010 Census  2011NSM-J
22.1
77.9
1.000
83.0 47.5
17.0 52.5
2.14 6.96
0.307 1.000
92.0 71.7
8.0 28.3
2.28 7.36
0.310 1.000
22.8
1.000
4.6 6.2
1.31 1.62
0.809 1.000
87.2
12.8
1.69
1.000
9.4
1.000
1.7
0.45
1.000
96.0
4.0
0.53
1.000
0.475 1.000

i [ o | ron o

China
2010 Census

: Minor

(County £ level)

7.8
92.2
1.184
40.6
59.4

10.95
1.574
46.6

Japan : Major
(Prefecture & level)

53.4
18.85
2.562

51.0
2.236

12.0

4.25
2.632

81.1

18.9

3.49
2.065

18.1
1.930

4.2

1.49
3.440

CELS

6.5

1.20

2.252

2.196

Mobility
indicators
of
China,
Japan and
South Korea
2010

Age-specific household-register separation rate, China, 2010

FRAARPSER thE 20104
| | |

40% |
35% A For those whose registered

o address is out of present
E 30% Township —
o 2 AY
= FPOXEICH
5 25% 3 yoh ]
g 2% N SN S EETERA T
w
g 0% S
.go }
2 15%
K=
a r \'1
3 1%

5%

0%

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Age
— &1t Total —— 58 Male —e—Z Female

Source : Population Census of China




Age-specific household register separation rate (China) and lifetime
minor administrative division mobility (Japan 2011, South Korea 2010)
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5 year mobility in Japan and South Korea by age
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-e= 5 year mobility major Japan == 5 year mobility major South Korea

Note : “5 year mobility major” signifies the proportion of people who moved across the major administrative division (prefecture for
Japan, Province for South Korea) since 5 years ago.
Source : Census 2010 of Japan and South Korea




Trend of 5 year mobility in South Korea, 1970-2010
BRESFEBHEDHTE. 1970-2010

 Svemobiiy | o0 | s | w0 | aoo | om0

Total between
Municipalities

Within Province,
between
Municipalities

Migrants
(B8EH)

Between Provinces

Other

Total between
Municipalities

Within Province,
between
Municipalities

Mobility Rate (%)
(BE=)

Between Provinces

4,394

1,918

2,457

20

16.2

7.1

9.4

7,658

3,879

3,739

40

22.8

11.5

11.1

9,871

4,380

5,435

55

24.6

10.9

13.5

* “Total between Municipalities” in 2010 includes unknown.
Source : Census of South Korea, the data from 1970 to 2000 is cited and compiled by Choi (2004)

9,711 8,234*

4,191 3,120
5,386 5,083
134 338
23.1 18.1
10.0 6.9
12.8 11.2

2> TBorder controfor free movement? T | | | | |
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Family Patterns and Population Changes
In Eastern Asia
RT7VTDRENNI—V Y AT RS

@

> . National Institute of Population

X ( and Social Security Research Toru SUZUKI
. J

Al msrtaime ACmEmER 2K 3

Total Fertility Rate
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Recorded Lowest TFR

France 1.66 (1994)
United Kingdom 1.63 (2001)

Sweden 1.50 (1999) @15

Netherlands 1.47 (1983)
Denmark 1.38 (1983)
Switzerland 1.38 (2001)
Austria 1.33 (2001)
Portugal 1.32 (2007) ®13

Germany 1.24 (1994) Japan 1.26 (2005)

Greece 1.24 (1999) Hungary 1.24 (2011)

Poland 1.22 (2003)
Italy 1.19 (1995) Slovak Republic 1.19 (1999)
Spain 1.16 (1998) Czech Republic 1.13 (1999)

Korea 1.08 (2005)

1.0 _
Taiwan 0.90 (2010)
Weak Family Ties Strong Family Ties
B9\ AT GRS

Postmodern Socioeconomic Changes

Northern/Western Southern Japan Korea
Europe Europe Taiwan
é é
o

Reher, David Sven (1998) “Family ties in Western Europe: Persistent
contrasts,” Population and Development Review 24(2).




Feudal Family Confucian Family

BHREF IR [Ec e

Postmodern Socioeconomic Chajnges

Northern/Western Southern Japan Korea
Europe Europe Taiwan
5 5
¢

Suzuki, Toru (2014) Low Fertility and Population Aging in Japan and
Fastern Asia, Tokyo: Springer.
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Eastern Asian Family Patterns
Immediately before the Westernization

China Korea Japan
Ideology Filial piety Filial piety Loyalty
Trust on non-family | Low Low High
Women’s position Rigid segregation | Rigid segregation | Relatively equal
Kinship group Patrilineal Patrilineal Bilateral
Marriage Exogamy Exogamy Endogamy
Adoption Within clan Within clan Free
Inheritance Equal among sons | Primogeniture Primogeniture
Household Joint family or Stem family Stem family

parents circulated

Suzuki, Toru (2014) Low Fertility and Population Aging in Japan and
Fastern Asia, Tokyo: Springer.

Sex Ratio at Birth
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itz ( THER] D%)

BiE [ B A i

HODERLD b, FIROFEEON L 2 #

i 28.5 21.5 4.4 9.3
if“ﬁ 50 LIROESIE, FEBRBITS g 9 18.3 2.7 19.5
K EFEOW G OBEN, EOMT &2 0EL

LTS & X121, FIZROEEAEE L 8.2 7.8 1.5 3.2
THNF B ~R&72
SRR E L 72.9 58.4 67.5 59.5
BB, < OMER T & 3.0 6.1 1.5 2.8
EDO L) RBMITBNTS ., RBOMERIT
WMESND X 259 311 39 176
BCEoTH, BABAOEFLIBKD o0 198 18 51

THEOFIITZT LB RETH D
RiFATHE, EEIFREZTLNETE 15.4 9.7 2.2 5.6

AN DDLNEEITIE, B bt x

eV R L C R 2.0 1.8 1.0 1.5

AR - REEER [T — % TR T U7 OFIEBL] 2009.

Familism in EASS (% of strongly agree)

Taiwan Korea Japan China

(1) One should give priority to the happiness and
benefit of the family than one's own. 28.5 21.5 4.4 9.3

(2) A child should pay effort to make parents to

b oo of 342 183 2.7 195

(3) A wife should help her husband's family when

both families need help. 8.2 7.8 1.5 3.2

(4) Three generation household is desirable. 72.2 58.4 67.5 59.5

(5) The eldest son should inherit more property. 3.0 6.1 1.5 2.8
A father' thority should b ted

(6})1 ather's authority should be respecte 959 311 39 17.6

whatever the situation is.

(7) It is more important for a wife to support her

husband's work than her own work. 12.8 12.8 1.8 5.1

(8) A husband should work outside and a wife

should keep the house. 15.4 9.7 2.2 5.6

(9) Tt is allowed to lay off women before men in a 2.0 18 10 15

recession.

EHAT - RERER [T — % CRA2ET U7 OFIEEL] 2009.
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Total Dependency Ratio
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Anxiety for Early Aging

ERGEK - SR PN R —HR? [ARM-EHE 2013-01-30]

hERRER SR R 2 Y AR H A R R AR 5~ BNV E
A > WEEAAEZRAMC - Frinse it A bit =i ASSCDPELLAFRFAT
10000=7T » HAt A AER A B MELVE AR bt =i ASSDPE A S0003 T /e
A T EAE2000F 3 A bt =it ASHGDP A 10003 T/Af » Bl “AE
e o XHEIE TSR ER M -

AEFEBRAODEY. PERIIWVDICERILZHZAZREP?2—FEAT 47T
[Record China 2013-02-03]

HEO IS ORI, BIIADEIL TN EI TR &V D RS A £F
o, JeAEE - HIRE R D L. BlZIEY U R AR EE ST EA LT B D1
NY 72D GDPIX1TT RVg5IZiE LT\ e, £ oMo fetEE & pitic 2 & ksl
WZZE AN UTZBR. 1A 72 0 GDPAYKIS000 R/LIZiE L Cuhiz, Lo LHPE2Y20004E
a2 22 A LTS, LAY 72 W GDPIX 97231000 RWIE & ¢, TE)N
RAOBNCHEEND ] EHENT-, 2k, TEEE LSO S I3 L
TWn5,

Anxiety for Early Aging

HEHERBLRIBTEEEEARTENE I A 08 A8 F20154E 35k
[FIL A #%2013-07-16]

HRE N DRI AR, TITE2015F st SR k—EH, EREER.O4H
I R) 2847 (FREYRIIRARSEMEEAR T/E) €EiiREs, L%, PET
R EBERIGE R R MOE TR T X — T 4S5

TN MR G, FEh e B AR T, RGEM TR, BREARIA,
MHTHBLAAR LA 2, ZT9Em), B rTaee K MRSk,

HEO AN OEE, 2030F 21T T I » FBIZ [Record China 2013-07-18]

2013FETHI6H, RILHHMRNHM UL Z AL DL, TEIESRZARE DM
(V=g U ) BlfeEN, ThEO [AOZAES] X, @BEOTRLD 15
ERV20I5FEICH == TR, o b2z 57245 LoRE %, 15HICBIfES
Ni-HERRETEESFEZET LI NV—T70OHES TR L,

TSR &N D BT, FESIOBINERITAS %, FLIET L, KEHISHED
WCEDDERLNTWS, ZRIGEREIX EE, FH(HER)FIZZRD L, <D
HB S & 2NRE LR - TRanizd, FESHCTHEERENEL T D L
WO DX, B0 THLEHINARLOTHRL . BHINRIkE LoR %
RLTWAD,




Optimism for Early Aging

FEERKA LA SR IFALTTH ) mE [FFERIR 2012-01-24]

HEANRRFN ORFFERT AN B 2SR T, 3edh SO s e mitnilie. 553070
BEAEPREIRR, KRBT B R, BRI AL T 7R 3
Mo A e ERZE B0 AR R B L] — R, T an R T R LR IR E S 2
AEE KR T RS — R AR L FE A5,

FEHOANDDEERREN TAOR—FR] HIXKELIZ. FENDRRIPERZE—
HE [Record China 2012-01-26]

ZORERIZR L, HEARKFEANONIEFTOEMSE - s (Fov - U=
1) KX METAHHEITARV, @R E LTHEIMLTRBY . FOBENERIL
mEE LR E B2 TS ERBINZR R G2 L. 5@ 0 A 023825 U721 IA
E LT OO —7— A FmoOEHEL, BIEOHARDINT | a2
F7

Optimism for Early Aging

JFLAT : = RAMEZRRIBLF HEZFEHEMN 2012-12-10]

HEXETTFRGLNTIEI H 2805+ R P E et BiR, hEARRE R
B 207 MR SR g FrRIIE T SR MR SR Gt 2N A RIE O |
SRS RR

JFLUTHR, BN DAL, B B AT R R o DR EAE R RIB RO LR, fthds
i, FAON HLLRAIEER=A,  PIEIEEME TR A S 8 TR, [, F
BRT7 B BT IAEF= AR BHIR AL A, A T IBSEIRALRI =, BT Beiia ) &
FE TSR AR, a0 A8 T 5el, 1R ERv LI Aney tof, R
Pl 8 EH SR RO R 5 TR RIS R 2R 48 7 & R (BT RO LA,

FEOEREIZS Sbolz0n? AR —FR] THUORELEHFE—F
[E [Record China 2012-12-19]

20124F12H 16 B, AL KPR BT, LEEHFRi4 EhLR O JE L
() — - —=2) K, BRI v MoHE LT,

BEBDOLGE., FEOBREN KDY 2 02 -0 TR L EBN 2 REL H 5
2. UV —FRITZDORMEEGE, R ANAR—FARKELZELTH, &
D BRI A T T A OBBEEZ DB AN R —F AR hEDLZ L, &5
AT AR AR T-OCWPE DR 72 EA4 £ THEI R Do T2 EIRNEZ D L ) 127
HERAR—TFT ANRFEAETDH EFELT,




GDP per capita
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Conflict between Socio-Economic System and Family System

Post-Modern Socio-Economic System
(led by Anglo-Saxon countries)

Northern/Western
European Family

Southern/Eastern | | Japanese
European Family Family

Confucian
Family
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Pessimistic Scenario

tio of China

GDP per capita
/MQ——

GDP per capita of China

1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Dependency Ra

\

Chinese economy is already
trapped by demographic
onus and the GDP per
capita stays around

US$ 10,000. As assumed
in UNPD (2013), TFR
fluctuates in 1.6 ~ 1.8 and
population aging is milder
than in Korea and Taiwan.
HERFFIIBEICRIZ ) D> T
BY ., — ANMGDPIX1 T LA
BlZE EE D, EEREIO®
. TFRIZ1.6~1.812& & F
V. ANHmEblIE - 598
T ERBTIE R,

19

Optimistic Scenario

tio of China

GDP per capit
/Mi

GDP per capita of China

Dependency Ra

A

1 1 T T T T T T T T T T T T 1

1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Rapid economic development
continues and the GDP per
capita approaches to

US$ 20,000. Then, TFR
declines to extremely low level
and population aging becomes
as severe as in Korea and
Taiwan. However, such
demographic condition does not
check China’s economic
development.
IR R E . —AY
GDPIX25 FLiziE5<, +5¢&
TERIT AR ARV VK IEITR T L
HEE - BN A OB N &
fnfb s Ty, B RRIZITE
LRV,
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Dependency Ra

\

Middle Scenario

Rapid economic development
continues and the GDP per
capita approaches to

US$ 20,000. Then, TFR
declines to extremely low level
and population aging becomes
as severe as in Korea and
Taiwan. Such demographic
condition does check China’s
economic development.
IR R E . —AY
GDPIX25 FviziE5<, +5¢&
TFRIZABRI ARV VK HEITAR T L
WEE - BB A0SR NN &
Wb A, EAUTRRF R A
FLES 5,

tio of China

GDP per capita
/ML
P per capita of China

1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

21

Chinese Economy and Demographic Check

Dependency Ra

¥l

Optimistic or Middle

tio of China Pessimistic
GDP per capit
/Mi Optimistic
Middle
Pessimistic

GDP per capita of China

1 1 T T T T

T T T T T T T T 1

1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
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Covariates of Economic Development

Demographic Changes
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Problem
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Political
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#2575 theories on family change

1 G FERAACE R OIS, BHRNIARER ._
MZ 5% (Murdock, G. P.) : i F-BIffH B2 D SR B XA o
FE(EA T P E e, “ELIERIEE, S5 alEREE N
(Murdock, 1949) T
HEIREME AARST (Parsons, Talcott) @ DL EER TSR ER R, &
N E R EREEINAE”,  (Parsons, 1943)
H1d (Goode, W.) : B LFEIEF Tt @A IERHY. BIRKENRINE
KA LREE, PHENRERLIT, R FESWZOIE", MERNT
REPEFEFFAAIZOZE, (Goode, 1964)

The industrialization and urbanization since the 8% century have given rise to
reorganization of the basic social structure, including the family system, of society,
that is, the transformation of the so-called “the traditional” (stem family )to “the
modern”(nuclear family). (Murdock, 1949; Parsons 1943; Goode, 1963)

=\ . gt pg 996 ®

B PRI SN ERA R
Y Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
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L2 WL R E R R N 20
RIATFI4E (Laslett, P.) : “REEFH"BOR > Lfr LAE Tall(E ..%%,/B\?Efﬁ ®
EXBEFFENFEAR - (Laslett, 1975) ‘ \
EriE> (Macfarlane, A.) : LBLFYF REIEIE R g ey B
Bk & E LB FT SR » S2fr FESTE T —BEMER R ~ A5
YIS R ZZUMEEE 28 (Macfarlane, 1978)

BE . TAEZ A RE TR AFES—MES » (HE TS Ee
BIDRERSEFTEAER » TAEMZE &R TRIME G RN
FIRE, BRI - SUEFERZEEN - (Goode, 1967)

Long before the industrialization and urbanization, European families already existed
the traits of “the modern family,” that is, the nuclear family structure and low fertility
rate. Therefore, the family change as described by the modernization theory did not
exist. Besides economic factors, social and cultural factors all have impacts on the
family change. So-called “modern family” is constructed based on the practices in
western countries. (Laslett 1975; Macfarlane 1978; Goode, 1967)

b PEAERNPREE SR
I Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
of Social Sciences

k2t Literature review

- BE ETACRER T EREE R, REZT T BT S
L FENH I CEEE > 1990 ; FEIEER. e, 1987) HEthE
BRI Yy P B R AL SR 5 9 E SIS G
2005) EFHREKARHEMEARERRX ; (P2 19
1987) EAMEERELEPEIRBEHHRELS I EZ Tl
2010)
It is argued that nuclear family was supported by the “family network”. But historical
researches showed that long before the industrialization and urbanization the nuclear
family dominates in urban areas. Some researches demonstrated that the stem family
is the basic family structure of China.

Hatfe, KRR

b
’

BAE : BEZOFENE, FRRERREMRRER B AL 5 2 ki
REREmrm e, 2ETOEANDRSNA > ZORES 2 - A
XEZOHETEER (FT) REAICEHERIEERSY o XEZOREL
RBBENEEMNENEYRER. (EEERTF, 2010)

The increase in the nuclear family postwar is not resulted by the disorganization of

three-generation extended family during rapid economic growth, but is the result of

the demographic bonus. And the norms of stem family keep on playing role in the
nuclear family. The nuclear family still has close relatiof® ith‘.‘fgjﬁ{%ﬁ-ﬁﬂi\’g%ﬁﬁpﬁ

% Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
'''''' " of Social Sciences




: BARERREEISh LN LEE - R b T Ve (iR
MRE, FEREVME ARV EEF e  EEERLLASr A 90
BHEEVIZORE - BV B T EE AR B g B g i - @
(Chang Kyung-Sup, 1997) ¢ "

The classical nuclear family defined by the modernization theory of family, i.€5:men

works and supports the whole family, and women takes care of children and keeps

house, scarcely exists in Korea. For the nuclear family of Korea, their relatives live
nearby or live together but they have independent economic resources.

8L RAERE G AR ORELE L TREPE R ERZ (B
TAEL ~ JREEER ~ MARE 0 1989) . EEEBREEREI( AT - oMk
METFAERIS T - (FHLE > 1994 ; Bl 557 > 1991) KERZ A KERG
i (AR A EE B MR ER ST - R FZEENETRES -
XWRERARERIE o (A ~ PFRIEE - Z2KIE - 2006)

It is argued that the nuclear family of Taiwan is a transitional family structure during

the process of forming the stem family. During the industrialization and urbanization,

the family transformed from so-called traditional family into nuclear and stem family at

the same time. Most of people are living in the “traditional” family, i.e., stem family,
which is the most stable structure.

B B E MR E R

Y Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy

of Social Sciences
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L EEAFEAEAAORT » RSP TR AHERATERA I o0

I SR B X T 2 B LS 57 2 5 2 A R i SR e (B 1
BARE? ERDREE” 2L E 5 A A T A SeRe 2.

modernization theory of the family? Is the nuclear family the main family structd
Eastern Asian society?

2, MRRR, ENTILEFET LFENER ? R EEZ K DR ENEE
Mg B EHERNERIR R ? B01&BIIAILKERREL T 2 B EE T
LAEIRZ?

Is there different among family structure and family relationship of China, Japan, Korea

and Taiwan? Which relationship between their modernization level and family change

is there?

b PEA SRR GRS
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GDP per cap|ta HDI Modernization
2006 ($ 2006 Level

China 2069 0.772

Japan 34148 0.958 1

Korea 19707 0.937 2

Taiwan 29500 Between China 3
and Korea

) PEH R R
& Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
*  of Social Sciences
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7. RREFMEESR A - P RDETE SIS :
REZFIGIETER » DMK TS BB R BIISET ©
BRI T RO RE” IREXRIIILE AFEE L
AETEMEAR, ZFERRFRKEBRBRIEAE,

The concept of nuclear family in the study means the family in which the couple lives
with and raises their children, and lots of functions, such as childbirth, upbringing,
emotional support and intimate relationship, production and consumption, could be
completed by the couple without the support from kinship. But the concept here does
not include the family relationship affiliated to the nuclear defined by the
modernization theory, i.e., the husband plays the instrumental role and the wife plays
emotional role within family.

D FEAERNBRA TR
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2. SMTEAfr : & (family household) 712%\

MEESRIFHR I FEE” "

Analysis unit: family household, not family. The former concept em
together.

3, HE ;A 12006 IR 2R £ S
Data: 2006 Family Module, East Asian Social Survey

4. ARREAR : E3208, HA2130, FE 1605, 17142102
Samples: China=3208, Japan=2130, Korea=1605, Taiwan=2102

PR E R E MR
Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
of Social Sciences

— — p— -
- RE=E IR
et Family structure distribution of China, Japan, Kore (L]
L5 family structure H1[E China H 4<Japan .
110 182
BB SEEE single family 3.4% 8.6% 13.5%
677 395 231
RFEZJE conjugal family 21.1% 18.6% 14.4%
1134 856 801
10 5E nuclear family 35.3% 40.3% 49.9% 43.2%
125 124 129 150
PSESEE sole-parent family 3.9% 5.8% 8.0% 7.1%
-
873 525 132 567 ]
FETSEE stem family 27.2% 24.7% 8.2% 27.0%
90 11 4 76
3 45 compound family 2.8% 5% 206 3.6%
102 5 12 29
(@45 EE intergenerational family 3.00 2% 7% 1.4%
7 6 22 15
AU U o A AR I ZE sibling 2% 3% 1.4% 7%
32 2 3 8
B 52 joint family 1.0% 1% 29 4%
6 0 7 0
[5] J& X i cohabitation 2% 0% 4% 0%
52 20 47 62
HAth others 1.6% 9% 2.9% 2.9%
3208 2126 1605 2103
il 100.0% 100.0% __100.0% 100.0%

P=.000
Bt E R 2R A R TR
Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy

of Social Sciences
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VU HN 25 iE 25 #2) Family structure of China, Japan, Korea and Taiwg

i E) el @
R EBEAENATFEY] - EATE T EN LB AR RAE R RAEK

The percentages of nuclear family of Japan, Korea, Taiwan and China do not
a sequence corresponding to the modernization levels of them, and the percentage
stem family of them do not constitute the reverse sequence. In Korea with middle
modernization level, the percentage of nuclear family is highest, and the percentage of
stem family is lowest.

Fitk, —PTERSMRBIAACKT - TEGIHREL TR T o EAR R
RALEICFTICHE) » A —ELVTRRERE S - FABRERTS R OREN
LEHIES, FFHREMLGIER, ByPEMEsm -

Therefore, the modernization level of country or region cannot account for the
direction of family change. It is not true that more modernized society higher
percentage of nuclear family and lower percentage of lower family.
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East Asian Social Survey was cross-sectional and it is impossible to follov
change of China, Japan, Korea and Taiwan. Therefore, the article discuss the f
structure across the age groups, and try to show their family change from this
perspective.

2. AFEERE > PEMXRERELHEARA LMZREN, FHMXOLREL
GIER R RARRY ; MEkE R G RELLPIE S MR A S S - M
EFFRENLEAIBIHREN ; BEMRERELSHES N EREA TR
B,

Across age groups, the percentage of conjugal family in China is the highest, and those

of single and nuclear family are lowest; the percentage of single family in Korea is

highest, and that of stem family is lowest; the percentage of conjugal family in Talwan -

is lowest. @O "Q
@ =

3 0358
22 @hiﬁﬂmwg@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy

of Social Sciences
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3. MREWBILAMIAYLEIS » BENREEH RIS
K, MR ERE LS ASIAE—E - B ARELSLE
RREELBURT ADQZN - XL =E Ay A LAEHHRR
EHYEEL -

According to classical modernization theory of the family, the family in Taiwan is most
traditional, the family in Korea is modern, the family in China has traditional and
modern traits at the same time, and the family structure of Japan is decided by the
population structure.
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907
43.1% .
CHLED 150 (1 ]
nuclear family (single-parent) " \7.1%
RFEFpE CRAZT)D 45 .
conjugal family (no child) 1.4% 3.1%
REEFpE (EHD 428 315 142
conjugal family (nest) 13.3% 14.8% 8.8% 5.
RIEFRE (FEELEZ T 507D 26 (o] 0 6
conjugal family (not live with young children) 8% 0% 0% 3%
BALP SR CRUSD 57 77 103 87
Single family  Cunmarried) 1.8% 3.6% 6.4% 4.1%
PR SEE CRIECAR 53 IF SR ATD 29 4 26 1
Single family (not live with couple) 9% 2% 1.6% 0%
PR S RE CES AR ERAk ) 23 101 88 49
Single family (divorce or widowed) 7% 4.8% 5.50% 2.3%
EFSREE (R, RZFRD 680 343 93 342
Stem family (classical, paternal) 21.2% 16.1% 5.8% 16.3%
EFHREE (BEFRD 68 72 15 24
Stem family (matrilineal) 2.1% 3.4% 0.9% 1.1%
EFEEE CCARTIE#ED 26 20 0 28
Stem family (three-generational couple) 8% 9% 0% 1.3%
ETHKEE (SXBEFIFHA BEAL %D 23 63 16 52
Stem family (parents and grandparents) 7% 3.0% 1.0% 2.5%
FTSEE CELR AU 1 Ul 2 GHIRAUA 53 Wl 1955 62 27 8 123 "
Stem family (including unmarried sibling or cousins) 1.9% 1.3% 5% 5.8% &;\ {;# r @
ETEHEE BB 15 0 (0] 1 e 0
Stem family (intergenerational) 0.5% % 0.0% 0.0% . . . .
A REE 90 4 76 $ 0HS®
(compound family) 2.8% ‘:F' @%t@ﬂ'%? Eﬁgﬁﬁ?tﬁﬁ
—0m “Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy

of Social Sciences

Nuclear family: the so-called nuclear family defined by modernizz
Eastern Asian society, and the percentage of this kind of nuclear family
China, 7.24% in Japan, 24.4% in Korea, and 10.8% in Taiwan.

2, XERE : TR MNEZRMK - RFERGELIR L60%U L2 HZERKIR
FEREHRN . PEEIXFIRN - —J7H "TEe 2+ E H 2 MR Ak
AX, SHN—HTETRERMTENITHIESBRASR - ©F —MERAGEZEA
DR RIMERE) > FRASMHS L BN EFENMEER LAHELEEGHY
=BT LMK R -

Stem family: in Eastern Society, more than 60% of conjugal family are those “empty-

nest” family. In China, this phenomena is resulted by speeding ageing of population,

family planning policy and large-scale internal migration.
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BA. ﬁ%%ﬂéi’%ﬁi )ﬁ_ﬁﬂlﬂ Elﬂﬁqzﬁjyﬁ’ﬁ@%ﬁ%'d\ﬂ'ﬂ :
Single family: though the percentage of single family in China is lower, the p
of single family resulted in not living with the couple is rather higher. This phenc
is resulted by large-scale internal migration and average age at first marriage is lowe

4. EFRE : HEETREVILOIREEA. RIHSIECLEAHE LB
EFFRERMEXARBRELILEREFMRN, BARCENLFIE LSS -
fR=2kF 1505 - PEMEGZHIELFIERHEYT H AR E 5.

Stem family: it is should be emphasized that there is considerable percentage of stem
family consisting of matrilineal parent and their daughter and son-in-law in Eastern
society, including Japan and China.
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s of logistic model
nuclear | = Z¢jzEstem

5 [ Korea T9LEFX
7 (84D Taiwan
FKEMWSFAE the ideas on family
#iv 2 —AQ[H{{: three generations living together
73 No .318*** 1.375
J& (ZHE4HD Yes
i 774% %2 [F)# accepting cohabitation
252 Yes .668*** 1.950 .262%** 1.300
JEf¥rifidoes not matter SETEES 1.400 .160** 1.173
T&x (Z=[4H) No

L342*** 1.408

A7 Yes -.194*** 823
JCHTiHdoes not matter -.212%* .809
A (40D No
Sl (i b S A 1K F %1 7 agreeing with the idea “married women should consider the
benefits of husband’s family firstly
[F %L Yes -.403*** .668
JCHTiHdoes not matter - 165*** .848

AFEFE (ZHE4D No
N ANKEEIFAERE FE individual and family factors

Y, 25 ¢ H number of brothers
o N7 8T 2.184
1 4QTFFF 1.644
2 2270 1.249

3 and more
(reference group)

J)L-¥ %4 F number of sons @@ @
Y -.322%%* 724 @
1 -.228** .796 @60
2 and more ..

@
hEH BT

(reference group)
Note: ***indicating P<.001: **indicating P<.01; *indicating P<.05.
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31-45 S 798* R A00** 8o
46-60 -.544%** 1.399***  4.053 ™ .
61+ .186 1.204 2.193***  8.958
30" (RG)
educational level
primary school -.459%** .632 797>
and less
Junior middle -.644*** .525 .548***
school
Senior middle - 470%** .625 .374**
school
University and
above (RG)
Family income
Low 1.373*** 3.946 .365%** 1.440 -.590*** .554
Middle .345** 1.411 .191* 1.211 - AL14%** .661
High (RG)
Social class
(subjective)
Low ST 1.458
Middle .230** 1.258
High (RG) ® ® @
CERSEG -2.856** 057 | -4.319** 016 | .155*  1.168 | -2.310** .099 Q@ @
* * * ° .
-2 log likehood | 3656.105 6148.030 11930.844, 6465.150 ® ..
af & o . 4 o B R R %ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
N 7787 7623 8894 o2mstitute of Sociology,|Chinese Academy

of Social Sciences
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Macro-level factor: country

(2) REWSFSE

‘PHE=ZRRE M EZRFRRZVEFES IR RENR - ifiE=ES
ENK TR BB LRI F ERRATH 3" RN R 1T E IR E N SAE N
R4 » DITERWILSE T —5 - HEWREAAREBRRELFIEAH
E—HH, XEFERRERETTNVEZZIAZE -

The ideas and attitude on family:

Traditional: accepting the ideas “ men working outside and women keeping house”,
and “ married women should consider the benefits of husband’s family firstly”;

R N1

Modern: “not accepting that three generations live together”,
cohabitation”

accepting ® ®

@ @
B @
o5 0353
22 #i@ﬂ%ﬁ*gﬁéﬁéﬁﬁ%‘%ﬁﬁ

Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
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Individualistic and family factors: the numbers of son and the numbers of bre¢

(4) TABEMAOMUSZLFEM  BTMRREES LA EEE0 @ 5
%~ BEEE - ZEWAFHSME - pERENRFERE TREER AL
#E61% DL EHVFIRS A - FENE SR REENE GRS - NEE
RBEXE, RFULMBEEEERESREPNREMERA > /NELUT
WE A TEAE T RE R AT AT RE MR -

MZREVARXE, BRAVREN LG FFEFNRFZERENTREN R
K, MEBRANREN X TRENITEEERK « XPDEROE—EEE LIF
BAT HthBAR AT, T TFRE—RIWRFIREFTELGTEMI - oM
EN T RZFR FERI AU AR g2l M S SRE KT EHY o X 0] fe E WA
EH M ERMULAFIE Z [RIFA —2:
Individual economic and social factors: age, educational level, family income and social
class.

. 8¢ 99dH@
ch it B R A B RS
Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
of Social Sciences
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Relationship between parents and t

@
3% T 18] . Bh45% interaction frequency between parents
and children
A2 BJ: parent Z235% % B financial support 18.9 10.4 221
T B4 5% B B non-financial support 22.9 11.6 23.6
#¢ii74 respondent 1% /&3 #F emotional support 215 - 40.2 43.2
A2 BF parent £ Bt By financial support 12.6 15.5 225 15.8
R4 357 % B non-financial support 20.8 27.4 28.7 34.5 e |
#4774 respondent 1% /8% 32 % emotional support 173 - 33.9 30.0
Wl # parent Z:35¢ Bt B financial support 30.2 19.8 36.0 30.6
HE 8 U %L 1B non-financial support 31.2 25.8 35.8 42.2
JRAET 22 respondent | {75857 4 emotional support 31.5 - 50.0 39.5
Wl parent £5 35 72 Bl financial support 16.7 5.8 21.7 18.3
k225 %L B non-financial support 215 7.7 23.2 23.1
JRAET 22 respondent | % gk 32 #F emotional support 21.7 - 42.9 32.5

E: RETTHIECT N /W BE .
Note: the figure in the table indicating the percentage of parents and their adult children supporting each other

frequently

| 900 00600
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Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
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The relationship between nuclear family and kinship

' L
L BEARERA I T RO RE” MRE, SR BB ENR  ge
HAZEWTRERRIVAE - XENROKERN XEHZLHKE @ 2EX 4
EREMAEFFE - -
The nuclear family defined by modernization theory actually refers to b
structure and family relationship.

2. BEMBODREAENRXBFRFABEE—&E, HREESRNVZEUNES)
MR B [B7E HE IR ~ 25 2RISRl M E Biteflt 2 msn - &
ERUREEFLNEGRNE » REXRLIORBERESHEHAE -

In Taiwan, there are more traditional factors affiliated to both family structure and

family relationship.

3. HEMRESIHKE » RRETTENHRCEZRMRZH » EMNKDR
EMMRBFRZEOIRRE - BRMRE, ALHEHERREFRZHEIIHE
B XM EKEAZ R R -

In Korea, there are more modern factors affiliated to its family change.

b PEAERNPREE SR
I Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
of Social Sciences

Rl = EVHE L REE (ol ~ REEMEE) MEE

The relationship between nuclear family and kinship

4, EF'IEIE‘J*ﬁlﬁ.\%fﬁ*ﬂ%@W%%ﬁ%&:ﬁﬂ:EP4:?5%“5’915_55 ok, AR 57

[B] AR B AR SR AN s T H A ‘
The interaction frequency between nuclear family and kinship in China is only |
than that in Taiwan, and the percentage of their interdependence in China is only
higher that in Japan.

5. BARMBZORERN T HMERIMX » MREMBHIRATE T . B
Barta e RO REMILAL” BB - XA REFI H AR IR R 2
NEEFEEVHIR S -

Compared to other Eastern Asian society, the nuclear family in Japan is distant with

their kinship, which is close to “nuclear family” defined by Parsons. This phenomena is

related to relative complete social security system of Japan.

b PEA SRR GRS
¥ Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
of Social Sciences




Exijut & -H%mxné..
ES BN ﬂzﬂ%Txﬂ?ﬁﬁ%rm It = HEIRET o
HYADITREFE -
The family change in Eastern Asian society is very different from that
countries, showed by the modernization theory of the family. It demonstra
paths and patterns of family change.

2, 8%, RIMESNRESELZEERLZOIMEES - R - #E - 2ZRF
EREE ALK AR — M EEHEAY R = EPUsr AR b AKEFIR
BESEHEEI A oI AL L T HE 4L -

There is not the process of the family transforming from stem family into nuclear
family during industrialization and urbanization of Eastern Asian society. If the
percentage of nuclear family is regarded as indicator of family modernization, the level
of family modernization of Japan, Korea, Taiwan and China do not correspond to
their modernization level.

@

B @
@ @
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Institute of Sociology, Chinese Academy
of Social Sciences
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The percentage of nuclear family defined by the modernization theory of t
lower in Eastern Asian society

4. BR, FRI=EVUEIREEFEEH BRZER: © RIS 23]
BT TE R - ARME TIUIIE Ay U st i ok e et B A AR RS B Ay [ A
Hh, RESHARVE(LES - (BRERKRZFREM LG ZE —FHE T
ERES » XEACESETREMFEENRE -

The family structure of China, Japan, Korea and Taiwan is different significantly. It is
difficult to predict the trend of family change in China according to family structure of
Japan, Korea and Taiwan at present. Undoubtedly, the percentage of “empty-nest”
family is surely increasing.
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EEEFITE (2E) Conelusion and discussion (

AR RIEX, SEMRMZRODRET:ETO
D ER BERISE 8 D 48 (R (N T B VA 1 XY B 5 A%
KRS AU S THA © BARMZDRER T EARE

BMZEHIR AN EUL » XA AR H ARt S IRE A 2R N e
BENTRASR -
The nuclear families, included nuclear, conjugal and single-parent families, among t
have different relationship with their kinship networks. \
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Sustainability of the social insurance system
- in the case of pension and health care
insurance in Japan

Yoshihiro Kaneko, Ph.D

National Institute of Population and Social Security Research
Japan

Fig.1 Trends in the population of major three age groups
in Japan (Medium-fertility, medium-mortality projections)

(Thousands)
90,000
Note : Previous medium-variant
20,000 projections are shown in broken lines.
70,000 Working-age population

60,000

50,000 Projected

40,000

™~
ol
oo /—...___f’“\

Old-age population (age d65 and aver)

20,000

10,000

Young-age

1}

1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2020 2040 2050 2060
Year

Source: National Institute of Population and Social Security Research, "Population Projections for Japan (January 2012)",
Figurei-3.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 2




h__-_h-—_-"_'_“‘——-—-—_‘_
anges in Soaal Security Benefits by Category (Trillion yen)

Trillion yen
50
Pensions
53,062.3 bilion yen
(49.4%)
S0
40 Medical care
34,063.4 bilion yen
(31.7%)
30

Welfare & Others
20,359.2 billion ven

10

1970 i a0 85 S0 a5 2000 s 2011

Fiscal year

Source: National Institute of PORulatlon and Social Security Research, “The Financial Statistics of Social
Security in Japan for FY2o011, with data being assimilated and announced in FY2013"

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 3

—o— B A SR E (R (Basic Pension
Insurance)

—B= AR E T RS (Basic Medical
Insurance)
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ig.3 International Comparison of Social Expenditures
and National Burden Ratios

United  [United
Japan |China |Korea |States |Kingdom |Germany |France [Sweden

Social Expenditure
(% of National

Income) 26.1 n,a, 11.4 20.3 27.4 35.3 39.4 37.5
Social Expenditure
(% of GDP) 19.2 3.7 10.7 16.5 21.3 26.2 28.8 27.7

Ratio (% of Tax and
Social Insurance
Contributions ove 40.0( na 33.6 34.9 48.3 52,4 61.2 64.8

Source: Data for Japan, US, UK, Germany, France, and Sweden: National Institute of
Population and Social Security Research, “The Financial Statistics of Social Security in Japan
for FY2010, with data being assimilated and announced in FY2012”. Data for China: ILO
Social Security Inquiry, Total Public Expenditure in China 2012.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS

March estimation provided by MHLW)

() HEH 148.95%F
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BREE 1eakm e
140 -

: 15
e 1198568 e (24.1%)
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WREE 2015 F 2020 # 20255 F
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ension premium in a life-cycle classifie

by s BEEEES

TS0 1945 1980 1 1970 7L 198D 1M 10 IR 000 04 o A (54E)

1 EREE, WEEe, EFELOGM. 1 ANEVOLBIIRTISTOANLTE LR
AFEERicMMHLELD,
2 HEE=ZE (EEVETEN —AH (XEREE
S T AL LICEN. 2010 EER (MEIRIEREEY LY.
Source: Suzukii, Masujimaii, Shiraishiiii,and Morishigei(2012) "Intergenerational
Inequality Caused by the Social Security System", ESRI Discussion Paper, No.281
Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 7

alth insurance premium in a life-cycle classified by
cohort (in the case for association-based health insurance)

e
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Source: Suzukii, Masujimaii, Shiraishiiii,and Morishigei(2012) "Intergenerational Inequality
Caused by the Social Security System", ESRI Discussion Paper, No.281
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elation of total amountof-secialsecH
“social security burden in a life-cycle classified by cohort
(public pension + health insurance + long-term care insurance)

A

L%

L%

2 © Long-termcare
-4 I Health care
£

£ ~ Publicpension
R o= S HRERS
AL
Ty
A6 IR

i # § 3 8

1305
el i
2005
il
15

1950
1555
170
1975

Source: Suzukii, Masujimaii, Shiraishiiii,and Morishigei(2012) "Intergenerational Inequality
Caused by the Social Security System", ESRI Discussion Paper, No.281

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 9

/ngﬁfﬁe_ Pension System-

Corporation Based Defined

Individual Based Defined Contribution Pensions (0.42m)
Contribution Pensions (0.13m) /%
¥25.500" Employees’
Defined Benefit Corporate Pension
Pension(0.80m) Fund(0.44)
National
Pension E— Mutual
Fund(0.52m) Employees’ Pension Insurance (mds)
¥5,000~¥68,000 44M
NPF Premium (34.51m)
Basic Pension
L , 1 Y I Y J
Category No.3 Category No.1 Insurer Category No.2 Insurer
Insurer Self-Employed etc. Employees
Spouses of (19.00 m) (38.92m)
employees
(0.98m)

*  Note: 1) Shaded boxes indicate optional Defined-Contribution pensions. The amount inside is the range of premium.

¢ 2) Numbers in () are number of subscribers (million persons). No.1, 2, & 3 denote categories of subscribers: No.1 is for self-employed, farmers,
students, etc., No.2 is for employees, and No.3 is for spouses of No.2. All numbers are as of March 2012.

Source: National Institute of Population and Social Security Research, Social Security in Japan 2013 edition (forthcoming), Figure 3.1, based on Web-site

of Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare (MHLW), 2013.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 10




Flg 6(A) The Income Inequality and Effects of Income
Redistribution in Japan

Gini coefficient Rate of improvement in Gini coefficient
@ (M~ Social 3 Rate of improvement due to
Year of | Security . @Equivalent redistribution
. Equivalent .
Survey |Equivelent benefits— . disposable income Rate of
) disposable . Rate of
market Social . (®+ Benefits in ; t
income(@— improvement|. ¢
Income Insurance T kind) due to social |"rprovemen
L ax) due to tax
contributions) security
1996 0.376 0.327 0.312 0.310 17.7 13.7 4.7
1999 0.408 0.350 0.337 0.333 18.4 15.3 3.7
2002 0.419 0.337 0.323 0.322 25.3 19.9 4.3
2005 0.435 0.336 0.322 0.323 25.9 22.8 4.1
2008 0.454 0.343 0.327 0.319 29.7 26.2 4.7
2011 0.470 0.343 0.322 0.316 32.8 28.6 5.8

Notel) Rate of improvement due to redistribution=1—-@., @

Note2) Rate of improvement due to social security=1—(2./D)*(@.”®)

Note3) Rate of improvement due to tax=1—-©2),/ @

Source: Summary Findings of the 20011 Income Redistribution Survey, the Ministry of Health Labour and Welfare

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS

1

|nd|V|duaI household member: The comparison between
equivalent market and equivalent disposable income

L N N N N T N S N I N N N T e e N e e

Dotted line: Gini coefficient of equivalent market income -~
Straight line:Gini coefficient of equivalent disposable income N

* b L . . o & L L S L3 & .3
L] LY # # a - f
o - e ¢ +F & L o & & & P Age group

Source: Summary Findings of the 2011 Income Redistribution Survey, the Ministry of Health Labour and
Welfare

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS
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* Every five year, the sustainability of public pension system is
reviewed through the actuarial estimation of public pension
financing based on the future population projection by National
Institute of Population and Social Security Research(IPSS), and the
reform plan is provided by the advisory council of pension of
MHLW.

* The major contents of 2004 pension system reform:

* Introducing the insurance premium level fixation method and the
macro-economy indexation, utilizing the pension reserve as

resource funds.

* Raising the proFortion funded bly the national subsidy for the Basic
T e

Pension to 1/2. (This will be imp

the law.)

mented gradually as specified in

* Reviewing the system of the Old-Age Pension for Active Workers
who are in their early 60s,introducing the system of delaying
pensionable age for those who are 65 years or over, and adjusting
the amount of benefit payment of the Old-Age Employees’ Pension

for those insured employees who are 70 years and older.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS

3

SR

&nt reforms of Public Pension System in Japan

* The contents of 2014 pension system reform:

Refom detil tuplepetaton
m

() The mummum requirement period for the premim payment 15 reduced from 23 Oct. 2014
years to 10 years

(0 The national subsidy ratio is set permanently 1/2 for the basic pension Apr. 2014
(_Expanding the application of Employees' Pension Insurance to pari-time workers |  Oct. 2016
(Premnims are exempted during matemity leave Apr 2014

() The survivor's basic pension 1s paid to the motherless famly Apr. 2014
(_The employee pensions(EPL Mufual Aid Pensions) 15 made to be umform one Apr. 2015

(_ The penstoner support benefit 1s paied to the lower pensioner Apr. 2015

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS
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Ime-employment TTIOT
employment among OECD countries

(Mane and Female/Total) (%)

Country }33:_ 2000 2005 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
JPN — 16.3 18.3 18.9 19.6 20.3 20.2 20.6
USA 14.0 12.6 12.8 12.6 12.8 14.1 13.5 12.6
CAN 18.8 18.1 18.4 18.3 18.5 19.3 19.4 19.9
GBR 22.3 23.0 23.0 22.9 23.0 23.9 24.6 24.6
DEU 14.2 17.6 21.5 22.0 21.8 21.9 21.7 22.1
FRA 14.2 14.2 13.2 13.3 12.9 13.3 13.6 13.6
ITA 10.5 12.2 14.6 15.2 15.9 15.8 16.3 16.7
NLD 29.4 32.1 35.6 35.9 36.1 36.7 37.1 37.2
DNK 16.9 16.1 17.3 17.3 17.8 18.8 19.2 19.2
SWE 15.1 14.0 13.5 14.4 14.4 14.6 14.0 13.8
FIN 8.7 10.4 11.2 11.7 11.5 12.2 12.5 12.7
NOR 21.4 20.2 20.8 20.4 20.3 20.4 20.1 20.0
KOR 4.3 7.0 9.0 8.9 9.3 9.9 10.7 13.5
AUS — — 24.0 23.8 23.8 24.7 24.9 24.7
NZL 20.9 22.2 21.6 22.0 22.2 22.5 21.9 22.0

Source: The Japan Institute for Labour Policy and Traning, Databook of International Labour
Statistics 2013, based on OECD database (http://stats.oecd.org/)July, 2012 edition.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 15

tissues of public pension:

* Covering part-time Workers by Employee’s Pension
Insurance

¢ < the number of non-standard workers (part-time workers and dispatched
workers) has been increasing since the 1990s, partly because of the economic
need of employers to reduce their labor costs. The total number of
employees in 2012 was about 55 million, of whom male and female part-time
workers accounted for 28.8%.

* Reducing Class III insured persons (Dependent spouses
whose husband are covered by EPI and whose annua
income is less than ¥1.3 million can join a public pension
plan as Class III insured persons, and do not need to pay
premiums as individuals.)

¢ < Working women increase and those women who pay pension
contributions of EPI feel that it is unfair that Class III insured persons don't
pay and covered by EPI through her husband eligibility. This criteria of ¥1.3
million annual income has economic disincentive to dependent spouses
reducing labor supply so that their earnings do not exceed ¥1.3 million.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 16




—

e
rrent issues of public pension reform in Japan

The postponement of the pensionable age:
the current pensionable age

a basic pension: 65
a wage related portion of employee welfare pension:61

the future pensionable age
a basic pension: older than 65 years of age (ex. 67~70)

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 17
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1. Hi&EE O IZ, OECDMEEIEIZEIT2 &0

2. OHEIZ2009FEO 7 -2 (7L,

3. O Bef 137 el

Copy-right Y.Kaneko IPSS

b IL 3 IE2008fED F— 4 )

HRORH 2. PRIE PR

BORHET : TERastER BRI BN

BEEBRD |—AU-VEER BEERD |—AUEVESER
B £ HGDPE: (%) (Fu) w # B % HGDPEE (%) (Kw) f #
JEhE JEtE JEhE JEhE

TAUHERE 17.6] 1 8233| 1 FA4X5YF 93| 18 3,309| 16
*+ 7 > 4 120 2 5056 4 PANLZ LK 92| 20 3,718| 13
7 7 ¥ R 16| 3 3,974| 10 F-ZFS5U7F 91| 21 3670| 14 |
K 1 Y 11.6] 3 4,338] 9 A A NZT7T 9.0] 22 2,429| 24
h + 4 114 5 4445 7 Z0MR %7 9.0| 22 2,096| 26
2 1 2 114| 5 5270 3 747K 89| 24 3,251| 17
F Ly —-17 111 7 4,464| 6 = 0] 80| 25 1,202] 32 | %
T -—2FUT 11.0| 8 4395 8 AN Vi 79| 26 4,786 5 |
R b AW 107] 9 2,728| 23 12310 79| 26 2,165 25 |
N ¥ - 10.5] 10 3,969| 11 N> fiy = 78| 28 1,601 | 29
¥ U ¥ 10.2] 11 2914| 22 = T a 75| 29 1,884| 28
Sa=v=2l 10.1] 12 3,022| 20 8 71| 30 2,035| 27
A9 -F 96| 13 3,758| 12 £ -3 v F 7.0] 31 1,389| 30
1 ¥ U 2 9.6| 13 3,433 15 I X kT 6.3| 32 1,294 | 31
A~ A v 96| 13 3,076] 18 [ A % ¥ 1 6.2] 33 916] 33 [=%
H & 95| 16 3,035| 19 [ b U a 6.1] 34 913| 34 [
J gz - 94| 17 5388 2
1 4 U 7 9.3| 18 2,964| 21 OECD¥ #] 9.5] | 3.268] |
il : [OECD HEALTH DATA 2012

19

The Trend of National Health

~ Expenditures :
l (3km)
50 111%
. . 110%
National Health Expenditure over
National Income
40 86% . 96% 19%
[ (National Health Expenditure + zl ¥ o 366
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frend of R
penditures (%)

1985 | 1990 | 1995 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
(S60) | (H2) | (H7) |(H12) | (H13) | (H14) | (H15) | (H16) | (H17) | (H18) | (H19) | (H20) | (H21) | (H22) | (H23)

Mendiee | 61| 45| 45]a18] 32/a05] 19| 18] 32[a00] 30| 20 34] 39| a7
fealhGaedyewmrtie | 127 66| 93| A51| 41| 06| A07|A07| 06|A33| 01| 12| 52| 59| 46
National Income | 72| 81| A03| 20| A14|A08| 12| 05| 11| 11| 08| A69| A35| 20| -
GDP 72| 86| 17| 09| A05 A07| 08 02| 05| 07| 08| Ad6|A32| 11| -

() 1. ERAAECCDPIZAERREROBIRERIR (2011.12), RREERLMIE, OECDREEORERE # ¥ 2516

ShAREAT, PHY-CALEEBATED, ERERE & &M AR, 20104 OOECDME H O K O X
GDPHOF4139.5%

2. 11 OEREFE L CRMERE RS S EEAAATH D, BFEEOEREEE LRSS R - 43E
BORREFEOHUEL ThERRL A LIED, HHLThA, $7, ARFRRRERROMUETS A,

o BPRHUAT DPsERR  HEZESHE R 2. R
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" Financial status of public health insurance (2009)

- -

Goemmes-mpmagd
Heaks [inancs' H1A- | Socktycamged Health | Natiooel Healh Incrance s Lae-snge medial cas
=mmmzed Haakh Immae (merpaie:) SenmmisTmmamcs | e e clduly
emE epame 1“21&5 111,43 T e% 159,873 I8
Late-s0 sidarly nppart cowngs 41519 41,105 3Ll 40,764
w: £r sxche s eldarly 30.201 35,940 i 20936
C cmtributces for rearees 7,555 9,238 7,643
Othars 1700 19.242 36.734 5 4367
Toml 205,621 116,954 236,584 238217 $48.750
x 164,090 183,360 55112 221,656 65,507
26,666 126 51657 19,108 274126
351262
52618
1380 6304 B9 _ L
192139 196 992 24.576 24,784 $352.620
-13482 -16,960 -12,006 1911 3sa

Unit: yen per earollees
Source: Ministry of Health, Labor and Welfare (MHLW), “Annual Health, Labor and Welfare Report 20127

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 22




o0

a0

FO

B0

50

40

30

20

10

DA

nEafAEsatts 7.0

EESFRES

g

Public National
Funding Tax
381
Local
Tax
Employer
20.1
Premiums

Fos 0.7

Source: White
Paper on Healt
Labor and Welfare
of Japan, 2013
(MHLW)

Copy-right Y.Kaneko IPSS

%)
00

90

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

10

R —

EREHEBEDSE

In
hospital

37.7

36.5

Out
patient

Clinics

21.2

35.1

Dentist
7.0

Medicine

16.4

1.5

EEEFE

(%)
100
a0
—ﬂg 80
BT
‘1J2 7O
60
50
40
30
20
)
=
02 10
o)

e —
EfZA O BREBIES

EfEY—EXAEH
[EERT.

a7.7

E=ER
221

EEmEd #1 [2e A .
EEHEE 6.0

=5t 5.0

IZE. E Dk
s, =ERES]
19.2

OFR22FHERERE. ESR
EEEREREE (FR23F6ARH)

o ERHEPT I TSERE
254ERR RS
iSE ARz g
2 SRR PR R

copy-right Y.Kaneko IPSS




method of control of National Health Expenditure
* The price control:

¢ the payment (system) for medical services : The tariffs for medical care
services are determined in the Central Social Insurance Medical
Council

* theincrease in co-payment: National Health Insurance:30%,
Association Managed Health Insurance:10% —30%
Medical Care System for the Elderly in the Later Stage of Life:
(0% — a lump-sum amount under the old system)—10%

* The supply side control: The control of total number of beds in Local
Health Care District under the planning of allocation of number of
beds supervised by the Ministry of Health, Labor and Welfare (MHLW)

¢ Regulation: The medical institution must be non-profit. The notion
“non-profit” means that financial surplus from running the medical
institution cannot be shared to capital subscriber and/or investor.
Financial surplus, if any, must be used for investment to the medical
equipment, facilities, etc. or reserved as internal reserves.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 25
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¢ the Payment (system) for Medical Services : The tariffs for medical

care services are determined in the Central Social Insurance
Medical Council.

* The Council consists of the representatives of clinical physicians
and hospitals, of insurers in public health insurances, and of
public interest.

* Once in two years, the Council determines and updates the tariffs
for medical care services as publicly regulated prices.

* The updates were made by evidences using the results of the
Survey for the Financial Situation of the Clinics and Hospitals,
and the results of the Survey for the Medical Care Utilization. The
update is also the result of the political negotiation.

* When the committee recognizes that there is need for expanding
the utilization of some services, but that the low profitability
inhibits the provision of the service, then the committee
determines to increase its price to induce more medical
institutions to provide it.

* The MHLW decides coverage and tariffs of the medical services,
based on suggestion from the council.

Copy-right Y.Kaneko, IPSS 26
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Hukou Reform and Social Security
Reform in China
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201449 415H S NERSE L A P By

el
Introduction
O PR S5 S RE R P ORE

Hukou reform and social security reform: two reforms

o PEERIESCE: A
Competent department for hukou reform: Ministry of Public Security

o FEofRMEHE: NGRES. RBGE. DA
Competent departments for social security reform: MOHRSS, Ministry
of Civil Affairs, Ministry of Public Health, etc.

o PR R U S A S ORBE R T ORI

research on hukou reform and social security reform: two fields

20144F9H15H b H A S 2 R 2 ()
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Introduction(Continue)
O R M E SRR B

Purpose: to examine the two reforms with a correlative perspective

e, PEE R SRR AR OR2 —Jo: RRISRHED)
In China, hukou system and social securty system have been interrelated

P AR ERIR? S ] B2 9 53 U5 HC B IR 5%
W(?y.ic?tegrelated? The hukou system has been a device for resource allocation among
individuals

RS PEESUESS, M IR R R

Practice: slowness of hukou reform, fast social security reform
FLIR st REMERE “R PSS WRE, FEENI S TR

Argument: social security reform has de-hukou feature, and hence the significance of
hukou is diminishing

201449 15H i E A S ke R T 2 (1 at) 3

J7 3R B ESCR P RE

Process of hukou reform

BOFEARMIQOFA: 1 I RS F) Jm) 5 1

In the 1980s and 1990s, partial adjustment on hukou administration

2001-2005%, $i2 i 4 i - A5 il BE AR e A, ER BE St
A rough reform plan was presented in 2001-2005, but it was not implemented

20114F, R “FRAMRAS R Rt R B, ERE R, B SEbrit e
In 2011 it was required to “actively and soundly” advance hukou reform, but facing strong
resistance, the reform was still no real progress

20144E7 H B 55 Bed ) FE I B SO (ML) » RESE 2 ) 1 A EAEIERE,
XA ARSI T SEAT AN R OF D 3% P BUR

In July 2011 State Council issued “Opinions” about hukou reform: to unify rural and urban
huk(élt_Jﬁc to introduce residence permit system, but policies of hukou registration in cities
are different

TEBHN DG P AR T AR SESCAT v 7 R, 7 Sl R AV R e 3 5 2[R

Hukou registration in metropolitans with high floating population density is still under
control; it needs time to complete hukou reform

201449 H15H HpHN 5 e AR A 2 (A ) 4
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Process of social security reform

O 1978 LAHGT: B 43l 57 sh il fRFE
Before 1978: status-based employment security

AN P 057 B3 Te G 4k i 55 Bl fR s

Rural hukou holders: no access to urban enterprises’ labor security

Wi AN A, RAEA AF A IE TR ] LIRS e 8 i ol AR b
Within cities only formal workers and staff of state units enjoyed full employment security

PRI () S W) T 2ot G 2 M 55 B R K, HL i R oA I U 42 7 48 1) 1 5% fR
Employment security at the beginning was labor insurance with funds pouring, but later it
became fully state resposibility through government funding

O MBOFEAREIOEAH I, A HE 1T A &R AT 57 s O B ] 15 i e

From 1980s to the mid 1990s: internal reform trials in state sector

201449 15H i E A S ke R T 2 (1 at) 5

HERESCEE R (8D
Process of social security reform (continue)

O 1997-1999: LAY ICEK fk 2 L o il
1997-1999: to establish job-related social insurance schemes

#f;z%%%gig%ji%%%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ}% (1997) ; BT AT RIGHIE (1998) 5 JRb LR il

Urban workers’ basic pension scheme(1997), unban workers’ basic medicalcare
scheme(1998), and unemployment insurance scheme(1999)

Wi A o ORI B2 44 L EANT R BR T A AR, 1) B A Al i 55 32 T TR
The new schemes norminally opened to labors employed by all enterprises, no longer
limited to state-owned enterprises

Kr b, X, EA SR TR SRR A, ol 5 5 T — I A 48 o
In reality during this period only state workers were covered by the new schemes, labors
in other enterprises were not

BAEWN P ORRRIARES R, REREE AN RVERBCEE, A4 R T “BniiL”
Rural migrant workers to cities without urben hukou were not eligible to participate
because they were treated as an aliens labor force according to policies then

20144£9315H =P NEESELS S PRl TR e S Gl 6
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Process of social security reform (continue)

O 2004 - : &tk o Orbil i s 1t
2004 - : inclusive reform on social security

TAGORES I BE (2004) E IR B 1A R TP 55 DR AL
\llog-injury insurance scheme (2004) firstly defined equal rights for rural migrant
abors

0,
”Qe

(ESRENEY  (2010) e, R LS AHMTT3#E —FES Itk &R
According to Social Insurance Law (2010), rural migrant workers participate in
social insurance with the same terms and conditions as local labors

« 2014521, EFRRRES W 2 & R R
In Feb.2014, State Council decided to unify rural and urban residents pension
systems

2014493 15H A SRR 2l 5) 7

S REESERER “R3 2 PSR B3
Social security reform: diminishing significance of rural and
urban hukou difference

O HTLREAEENE, W2 DEIESRERER OSSR T
Thanks to these inclusive reforms, the impact of rural-urban hukou division on social
security attainments has become much less than before

TAER, TR FT LI RAHIEE, ST 57 a# BUE RIF SR8
Rural residents, no matter outwork or get pension, enjoy the same rights and interests as urban hukou
holders

Wk 2 fa R RISCRHAR R G —

The rural and urban residents medicalcare schemes will soon be unified

SR 2 o R ARAE IR IRIEAEIE A 20 W2 P OZ)E, RV ADRE, XFZE A aE
SIELE— BN Y

Nowadays the minimal standards of live for rural residents and urban residents are in general
defferent, and this disparity may keep for a period of time in provinces with large proportion of
agricultural population

O A ORBESCEA AL OSSR NG IR 2 P B T R AR
Social security reform and other inclusieve reforms provide basic pre-conditions for
unifying rural and urban hukou

201449 H15H HpHN 5 e AR A 2 (A ) 8
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Does hukou still matter? Local hukou vs. non-local hukou

O KBl 32 E RIEATFZ RIS

The case of rural and urban residents’ basic pension insurance

SR 2 & REARTRERS I AR A D fE R

Eligibility to residents’ pension insurance: local hukou holder

Fefili 7R 2 & 47i8(2013):  Jb543070/H, Mdk5576/H
Base pension (2013): Beijing 430 yuan per month, Hebei province 55 yuan per month

| 4@55@?$i@FDE%E’JﬁAﬁ& B ARATEPRIE AR IREE DS G BEA%, dE
E%Jbﬁ'jﬂik%“¥iz:{%|z_tﬁk?ﬂ°, Lol

Other items of social security limited to local hukou residents: minimon
standard of live, security housing, social security for informal employees, etc.

O tEfREEZ SRS AR NSRS . Hhr BOR B ek s FHEERAEAR P T A
Some basic public survices beyond social security maybe de jure or de facto
exclusive against people without local hukou

201449 15H i E A S ke R T 2 (1 at) 9

V4 558
Tentative conclusions and discussion
O ORI £ A T T RS R, AR o 5 o i

Social security reform has achieved a lot in rural and urban inclusion,
which considerablly facilitates hukou reform

O t/—\%ﬁafmﬂzli%tlﬁﬁ' T R [ Hb X 42 i 5 f RS LI Al
J& “fR{H” —hfc%Zli qumﬁ/\%ﬂﬁﬁ o I 2 (R B A
FEECERE Y (ARSM) RNA—E
Current social security system has encountered obvious regional
segmentation problems, which to a certain extent reserves the value of
the hukou system, given local hukou the significance of local
citizenship. This is inconsistant to the universal (citizenship) principle
of social security reform and hukou reform

O HefREER T — D Bor E RS X A
Further reform of social security should emphasize inter-regional
inclusiveness

20144£9315H =P NEESELS S PRl TR e S Gl 10
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Tentative conclusions and discussion (continue)
0t RESCES PRI RO, ArE A RS Bk, AR SR
BE AN BB [ 22 B At o B I B R
Social security reform has been dominant. Therefore, the progress of

hukou reform cannot surve as a good indicator of China’s socio-
economic transition.

O o PR B 5 AR 350 S A IO 1) = A5
Social security reform is the major part of ongoing rights equalizing
reforms

O %ﬁi%u%@ﬁﬁ&%’ﬁ%?’ﬂEﬁﬁ‘]ﬂﬂi’ﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁ, Gk SEREWNS]Ei5h: LS

To advance rights equalizing reforms toward universal citizenship, it is
necessary to handle artificially created regional inequality

2014493 15H =P NEESEE e Pl LT/ P €l 11

IR A
Thanks!

20144F9H15H HpH A 5 e AR A 2 (A ) 12
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Mental Health and Insurance of
Chinese Elderly
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1 EFANMIBLGFHSFMEETRASEY R A ENE
Z BEGMIENTR, FUHEEFAELRTE
MNZFREERRESZFRE. £EBHRENR
e 2 BR R =& N,

Not only the elderly need economic support, life
care, but also need spiritual comfort. The old—ag
e security system should complete a comprehen
sive support for the elderly. Economic support ,
e and mental health insurance are three
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The urgency of old—age mental health insurance
in China
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PEHMSBFRASF MR

S.ENXTEF A ERRREIIC

Domestic debate about the old—age mental health
security

1) EXRER? EX — Uit S S, 5 EFLTTR
fEFIETREIR LB AR .
The time?——old—age mental health security is a long—t
erm social strategy.

2) Rt ?— REZFAERANTESREZT KMNBEERR T
X, TiHEMEERWER (NEBERAE. EFHBES
) A&,

The content and goal?——Insure the basic emotional

nication and social interaction need of the elderly
Incidence of various psychiatric disorder
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Concerns and analytical framework
= SRR SRR S ARURS IR R ?

= Focus: Who insure the mental health of the elderly?

= OPTHEZR ¢ IESZFEMACRANIEIE ST FEHA R

=  Analytical Framework: Formal and informal support
systems

KE. XE. MEE

Family, relatives,
Neighbor,etc

B, ™. IEEFH
ZlGovernment, Market
n—profit organizati

ZFE AT ERE
Mental health of the
clderly

PEHMSBFRASF MR

=. 2 ¥rAnalysis

1 EEXTHAERNLE
Insurance from informal support systems

KHEILLE, FERXZFER—EETEZEF ARNEH T
mERETENAE, BMETEIL . WMELCNELE 575
HHER, REMENBEEESE XEVLHAEEIFEFA
RURE TR R X I B P E 2 T —RIAIBELL

The informal support system has been played the main

role in supporting the elderly in China. But along wit
h the development of Chinese industrialization, urba
meaiion, migration, the smaller size of the family, et
Rcountered a series of challenges._in.thep
sooriing the elderly
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BT #ZINER =5, SImmE &R, FREANHE
NEEFEFENMRE. REMENGE NS, BIEZTFRE
TR RRESFEXMELAN N HETHIFEAFTE, HIY
RERDF CEANK., KEFEEBSZHNIHR, BEKRT
KEREZNHEHZFHTIRE,
Because of the competition in the workplace, expensive
cost of city life, the individualization of young people ,
the smaller family size, etc. The traditional family supp
orting mode based on multiple children is difficult to
adapt to the present situation. Relative family conflicts
lcreased . The spouse became the main spiritual su
glrce in family.
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The data from " Family Structure and Family Relationship in
Five Cities in China” survey conducted by IOS,CASS in 200
8 displayed that the siblings are the most intimate kinship.
More than 70% family maintained daily interaction with thei
r brothers or sisters. But for the decreasing number of the
BliNn0s, migration and other reasons, this kind of emotional
e\ cakening.
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M E Neighborhood

ERMTER, BT AIBFEILKEE, £ELHILE—H KX
EEE—TIRABIMNRE, WS SRR ARINE XA,
MEEFHEEZEFEANBREXRAMMTEXRTEE L EIE—TFHE
., whntX, BTHEXREMREE. SmsiE. CRRrEET]
=, CHREELE BT EXRR,

In rural communities, as people living in a relatively fixed an
d familiar community, it is easy to form a harmonious neigh
borhood. Neighborhood still play a certain role in meeting th
otional communication and social interaction need of t
e Liral areas.
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Insurance from formal support systems

B AT (Government )
iz F03FEE Fl2H 2
(Market and non—profit organizations)
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Conclusion and policy responses

1. EXTHBFHAE —RIIEIERX T IFERARFNEMIEBATFHLH TR
BEITEE DABERFE, AN EZERE  EZE2BEROH
E o AFRFEIA C REBROEMNIEEMEIE ; "B&,
WE., BEWEFARWHIEE X NWXMESFENE S ELIEBC
HYIRAFIEA .

Government has the ability to execute and policy means whi
ch informal support systems and other non—governmental o
rganizations do not have. The main role of the government |
n old—age mental health support should be: The developme

t of law and policy; talent and capital investment; macro s

iSion and management on service system. creating a ¢

abcre that respect, care the elderly and pay.att
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Fully mobilize the enthusiasm of the market and non-

profit organization in supporting the mental health
of chinese elderly .
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3. UMRENFROHIEER T BAERENBEREMET —1T7
8. EMNRENZIFRG. MEIZRE, XHFEHRIER
= HT LR ESR, BEGIE TR EN, ZEEWRE
FLERTABZIBANINEG, FTHE—EXEHR, RER
EARIFERR M. FHEAMEFRE, gl mivEsf, K=
HRFEAEEMR, BN "XKE  BILHMELE
The family—oriented informal support system based on
emotional foundation constructs a responsible, initiative
and flexible support system. Family policies should be

developed to ensure the basic emotional communication

iy greetings and visit. For example in city demolitio

g the original relatives community and.est

k—-based" family ; establishing a new
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Thank you for listening!
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1.Population Aging and Related Changes in Japan

(thousand) Figure Pipulation Aging in Japan (1950-2060)

Table Life Expectancy in Japan

Income Inequality of the Elderly in Japan

45,000 45 0% P - Equivalent Market | Diposable
: ] Life Expectancy |Percentage of those who survive
{135,000) Surveyed ‘;EL\E:__’ Projected (Years) up to specified age ( % ) Scale—Oleg - Incggi . Incgge7 .
Male Female Gini | 1994 0.605  0.369
40,000 40.0% Male |Female Coefficie| 2000 0648  0.359
(120,000) 65 yrs (80 yrs|65 yrs|80 yrs - 2006 0.684| 0348
p— M 1947 | 50.06 53.96| 39.8 95| 49.1 17.3 EO 0604 0941
35,000 : SEFY HoH —- 356.0% 1985 | 358%| 232%
+
(105,000) F'o(pulagion 1960 65.32 70.19( 64.8 20.1| 752 33.8 BPaveisy ;ggg gg.izﬁy ng:ﬁ’
1980 73.35 78.76| 79.4 378 885 570 Rate e g
30,000 H 4 30.0% 2006 | 615%| 21.7%
(96 000) / ol };r 65 - 74 ’ 2000 77.72 84.60] 847 525 926 745 2009 64.2%|  19.4%
v S :Estimat ith MHLW "C hensi
Population years old 2013 | 8021 86.61] 88.0 61.0] 939 80.0 coveyorivmgoomdions
25,000 in lf ﬂl of the W 25.0%  Source: MHLW "Life Tables" "Abridged Life Tables".
el axis
(75,000) : - =
(*)  Figure Living Arrangement of the Elderly in Private Households
% of the 100.0
e Elderly to total 20.0% By Sex (2013) Male | Female || —#— Living Alone
G pupulation e of e 75 Living Alone 116 22.4|| —a— Couples only
ight axi of the
(gt xs) < pipulation E 00| Coules Only 478 3140 1| iving with Child(ren)
15,000 pip 15.0% Livi ith Childi 36.8 425
45,000) to total - L ren) : Sl % - Living with other relatives
pupulation E 60.0 — 4+ Living with nor-relatives |
(right axis) b= 491
10,000 100% 8 50.7 422
= 400
(30,000) 75 yeras old o 400 321 7
257 a7 2 3285
5,000 and over 5.0% 19.6 o Pz 77
(15,000) 200 3:5’/_”;”_.__,_,0———0
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Source: Statistics Bureau "Population Census® (1950 - 2010), IPSS "Population Projection
forJapan : 20111 - 20607 (2020 - 2060).

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)

Source: MHLW "Basic Survey for Health and Welfare Administration™(1980), "Comprehensive Survey of
Living Conditions™ (1990-2013)
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2. Background of Long-term Care Insurance
N
(1) Population Aging and Increase of LTC demanc!____ (_:_3_)__}{\_/_(?_I_f_q_r_(_e__f_c_)_r_ the Elderly”
, Populatlon Aging Increase of frail Elderly ; (a) Elderly Welfare started to
i 1970 About 7.4 million (65+) (Projection in 1990s) | develop in 1960s
(7.1% of total population) 1993 About 2 million Facility service : In 1970s
i 1990 About 14.9 million (65+) 2000 About 2.8 million i Home care : Since 1980s
; (12.0% of total populatlon) 2025 About 5.2 million i (b) Service use was decided by
; < i local government. i
(2) Change of Living Arrangement and Care burden i (0 Low income PEICEAEEy
. No freedom of service choice
Offam”y = o
| () Increase (zf the elderly Ii\;ing alone or couples only () Increase of the elderly
:'_'_'_'_'_:!_'?:?:9::2:?:':5::{9_2%?:?9‘.:?:6‘_"_?:'_/'?'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_'_: hospitalized for long period
! (b) In many cases, family Caregiver is female or the elderly i Few places to go after leaving
i (In 1992 : 85.3% is female, 49.0% is persons aged 60+) ||| | hospital _
-> Negative Effect of physical and mental health of caregiver : || | Free access in health care i
\ nthrereEeaEEeeeeE e e e D e e e A R 4
(4) Finance of the LTC costs inli)-i-s-;:_L_J_s;i(-)-ﬁ-;)-f_ new LTC scheme from mid |
More development of LTC service -> More Money : 1990s
More tax finance is difficult. : -> “Long-term Care Insurance Act”
We need New finance scheme g aied in 1997, implemented INEOEEINS

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS) with Annual report of Health and Welfare 2000 etc.
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2 1.Development of Welfare for the Elderly in Japan (1)

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Before (1) Poor Relief Policy (Targeted persons were severely limited)
1945 Indigent Person’s Relief Regulation(1874), Poor Relief Law(1929)
(2) Social Welfare Facility(Mainly Charity), Commissioned welfare volunteer

From 1945 to 1950s (After WWII)
Elderly Welfare was a part of Public Assistance.(Care home for the poor and lone elderly)

1960s (Rapid Economic Growth and Change in Person’s life)
Start of Welfare for the Elderly as independent policy field.
“Act on Social Welfare for the Elderly”’(1963)
Facility, Home care and other services have started to develop.
But, Service provision was still limited to the elderly with low income
and without family. Needs and Means test were required.
* Universal Coverage (Health Insurance) was achieved.

1970s (End of Rapid Growth Economy with Oil Crisis)
Development of Facility for the Elderly Care
Increase of bedridden elderly (LTC is recognized as possible needs of all elderly)
Increase of Elderly Health Care Cost (+ Hospital bed used like LTC facility)
Co-payment Free Health Care for the Elderly (1973)
Universal Coverage and Free Access of Health Care

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)
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2-2.Development of Welfare for the Elderly in Japan (2)

1980s (Stable Growth Economy with the Bubble Economy)

Development of Home and Community Care Services
Community care service has been legislated in Amended Act on Social Welfare
for the Elderly.
Home care service was provided to middle and high income elderly.

Reform of Health Care for the elderly
Health and Medical Services Act for the Aged (Health Care Cost Finance Scheme etc.)
Long-term care health facility, Sanatorium type medical care facilities have started.

1990s (Global Economy After the Bubble)
Further Development of LTC service provision under National Plan
“Gold Plan”(1989-1999) “New Gold Plan”(1994-2004)
Local Government (City, Town and Village) has more
responsibility than before in elder welfare service.
More Provision of Home nursing
Establish Home care support center (Consulting and Care service coordination).
Planning of Long-term Care Insurance
LTC service provision based on “Care Needs” and Individual rights.
-> |t leads to support independent life as possible at the place where the elderly wish.
Sustainable Finance Scheme -> Social Insurance Scheme (referred to German LTCI etc.)

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)
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Figure The capacity of Elderly Welfare Facilities
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2-3.Development of Welfare for the Elderly in Japan (3)

Development of Home and Community Care
from last 1980s to last 1990s

Figure The total numbers of Home and Community Care Service Users
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Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS) with Annual report of Health and Welfare 2000.
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3.Long-term Care Insurance

1.Insured and Insures
(1) Insured are Two types

1st Persons aged 65 years old +

2"d Persons aged 40 to 64 years old
(2)All insured have to pay premium.
(3)Insures are Local governments(city,
town, village).
(4)Prefectures and Central government
support insures.

2.Benefit

(1)Care-needs assessment and care-
plan elaboration are required.

(2)We can use home care, community
care (Day Care Service), facility care
(Nursing Home) etc. under the ceiling
of benefit by care assessment grade.
(3)Cash benefit(Care Allowance) is not
available.

(4)We have to pay co-payment (10%)

The Overview of Long term care
insurance in Japan

Premium Subsidy

Primary
insured
Aged 65+

Secondary
insured
Aged 40-64

-

Insurer and Operator
Municipalities (Shi-Ku-Cho-Son 1 BT 4¥)
Care-needs assessment and
Care-Plan elaboration by Care-manager

[
s g 1 7 v

Co-payment

National | Prefectural | Municipal

‘ Source of financing ‘

Operation

Community

Preventive -based
services preventive

services

Community-
based care
services

In-home
services

Facility
services

3.Long term care service provider

(1)Public and private organizations provide LTC
services.(Designation to local governments are
required).

(2)Care workers, care managers, physicians,
nurses etc. work for long term care service
providers.

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS), Figure is cited from IPSS “Social Security in Japan 2014”.
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4.What have Japan LTCI changed ? (1)

------------------------------

Service (1) Consult to Local Government
Use (2) Needs Assessment and Means
Procedur test are required
(3) Service use was decided by
es
Local Government
(1) No Choice by Users in Welfare
Service(decided by Local
Service | |Government(#EEA))
Choice (2) Health related LTC (Home
nursing) is provided in Health
Insurance.
(1) Welfare Service Provision was
! limited to Local Government and
Service . A
. Social Welfare Organization.
Provider !
» (2) The latter are required
Provisiof permission by the government.
(3) LTC service increased only to
some extent until early 1990s.

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)

______________________________

(1) Apply for Care-needs assessment

(2) This assessment relates only to care needs
(3) Service use is based on the care-
assessment result

(1) Users have Service Choice based on Care-
needs assessment result.

(2) It leads to care-plan elaboration (7 7735>)
with assist by care-manager(7 7 I1r—%—).
(3) Uses can mix Welfare and Health related
LTC services in this plan.

(1) Public and Private Organizations can
provide LTC services.

(2) In Home and Community care, private
companies provide LTC services.

(3) LTC service provider is required to be a
designated providers to local government.
(4) LTC service has increased more than

before.
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5.What have Japan LTCI changed ? (2)

____________________________________________________________

Before 2000 After 2000
(1) Home and Community LTC
Service service usage was fewer than the (1) Home and Community LTC service have
Use in present. been diffused since LTCI implementation.
Househol | [(2) Some persons did not like to (2) People use these services in the
ds make non-family member enter the households mixed with family care.
home.
(1) Tax funded Scheme (1) All insureds have to pay LTCI premium
(2) Low income persons were based on the income.
Cost . .
Sharing exempted from co-payment. (2) Tax subsidies to LTCI are also available.
(3) Some other persons paid co- (3) Co-payment is 10% for all services (with the
payment too much. ceiling).
(1) In LTC service use, we can mix welfare and
Relation | |(1) Welfare and Health Care h2e aISth relaged IT;I'CIstedrwces o ca}(rje-é)lan.LTCI
to Health | |Scheme had been divided even in E:)e)ne?ige Ospiial beds al R
Care LTC service. i :
(3) Continuous and Community based Care
including Health care and welfare LTC has
been a next step for LTC system.

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS) with Statistics of Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare and OECD
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Fy [ L) PEIHH~ER) B2 HIS~ 1SR EIM(HIB~20FE)  FAM(H2I~23FE)  FEH(H2A4~265F ) :
i_'.l 78 8.3 8.9 . (2000~2002) (2003~2005) (2006~2008) (2009~2011) (2012~2014) i
7.4 ' 2 = H :
i 3, 2930 4, 090A 4, 160H 4,972 |
“H ‘ <817 |» (+13%) »‘ Crzas) |P| Civzoe |P| Croow |l
Fy 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
o mn e PRL. LY. MART!

EARER-EIEREAPARRCEZEEC (A LARC S EINTLS).
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Figure The number of service users by type of care services |

Figure The number of persons certified for the
long-term care by care

{im 10 thousands)
600

2003 004 205 2006 007 M00A  Joos T a0l am aon
3] 0 In-Home Services B3 Communty-Based Services 0 Facilty Servces
o 1L 1.1 1.1 1L : . I, ate
FY 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 00 2011 2002 1) Mumbers i { }are parcentage of s fscal year

2) Each fscal ymer shows versge of senvces from March to February. (FY 2000 i sverage of services from Apni to Febraary}

Osupgon Level O Suppon Level 1 ¥) Comemunity-baed servce o FY2006 15 merage of servces brem Aprd s Febnary
O Tranutional Care Level OCareLevel 1 4] Numbers of Beneficanes s duphcated bitween types of senaces.
OCare Level 1 o

Soure : MHLW “Report on the Status of Long-term Care Insurance”
Mote : Data ae of end of March every fiscal year, Due to Gerest East Japan Enthquake, § munspalites in Fulushima prefecture
are not included in data FY2010.

QO Expenditure of LTCI (in Trillion JPY)

LTCI expenditure has increased year by year. © LTCI premuim paid by the elderfy (65+) All Japan Average (Monthly, Weighted Average)
i 1st period 2nd Period ard Peried 4th Period SthPeriod |
9 i (2000-2002) {2003-2005) (2006-2008) (2009-2011) (2012-2014)
3,2931PY 4,0001PY 4,1601PY 4,9721pY
1)I-'I Ilj i 2,9110PY |*‘ (+13%) " (+24%) ‘*l (+1.7%) |*‘ (+20%) ‘

FY 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2009 2010 2011 ?I:IIJ.'

Nate: From FY2000 to FY2000 are final results. FY2011 and FY2012 are original budgets.
FY2010 1s the final result excluding 6 municipalities in Fukushima prefecture due to Great East Japan Earthquake,

w

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS) with Statistics of Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
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7. Revisions of Act on LTCI

(1) Care prevention benefits have started to provide to care support level persons
(2) Facility benefits have been adjusted.
2005 : » :
Revision Housing and meal costs are excluded from facility benefits.
Supplemental support to low income residents in the LTC facility provided
(3) Community-based Care service, Information of LTC service
(1) To empower the management LTC service provider by local governments
2008 : : I
N (2) In advance report by LTC providers that want to stop service provision
Revision . . )
(They must provide users alternative LTC services)
(1) Promotion of “Integrated Community Care System”
24 hours visit home care service, multi function care service facility etc.
2011 . : 5 ;
N (2) Aspiration of sputum is allowed to LTC personnel. Consumer protection about deposit
Revision
refund of fee-based elderly homes
(3) Reversal of LTC finance stability fund
2015 (1) Promotion of home care and home medicine
Revisi Care prevention benefits will be moved from LTCI to local governments welfare service
?\Y'S'fn Intensive care home for the elderly users are basically limited to LTC grade 3+ persons
(Next) (2) More premium subsidy(to low income persons) 20% co-payment(high income persons)

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS) with documents of Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
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8.Challenges of Japan LTCI system
e N ( N
1. Control of Long-term care cost 4. Increase of the elderly with dementia
(1) The cost of LTCI has increased (1) The elderly with dementia has reached 2.8
(2) Possible Policy Measures million _
We may have to raise premium more. (2) Care for them has become more important.
More tax subsidy? (3) Prevention not to be more serous in
Improve Efficiency (Save Cost)? Cut Benefits? dementia is also important _
More Co-payment by High Income Persons L (4) To cope with Mild Cognitive Impairment )
- y
<

2. Long-term Care Service Provider
(1) Quality of Care
(2) Compliance (To keep the rule in LTC system)

-
Ve

3. Long-term Care Workers
(1) Working Condition
Wage (Low wage), Long working hours,
Carrier-up
(2) Quality of Worker
(3) Foreign-Born Workers
(Present) Bilateral Agreement (Limited)
(Discussion) Accept Foreign-Born Workers

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)

(5. Construction of Integrated Community

Care

(1) Continuous service from health care, long
term care, other welfare services in the
region where the elderly live (Junior high
school district area)

(2) Secure Place of Living

(3) Various kinds of persons (From LTC
professional to citizens) are involved.

(4) LTC, Prevention of LTC, Health care and
related services will be provided.

(5) No single solution, variations between

regions (Local government level?
Community level?)

-
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8-1.Construction of Integrated Community Care System

(Image)

4 S N
1. Background | (2) Healthcare |
(1) Population Aging  and Long term

75 years old + population would increase care needs would !
In 2020 “Baby Boom Generation” would reach at the age 75. | increase
In the Metropolitan area, population aging would proceed rapidly. i dramatically. i

e ] N ] ™
2. Direction of Policy 3. Image of “Integrated Community Care System”
| To construct the system of fezion(Daily Living Area)

i continuous service provision : /—[ (30 minutes to =o for service provision) }—\
i based on needs of the elderly : Long Tern Care
Living . .

@ Sompert Health Care
The elderly can use various ! _
| kinds of welfare services from | Housing Prevension
i health care, long term care, | \ S/
i housing, other welfare F o
i services in the region where | Main Player : Integrated Community Care Support Centers
they live. i Services needed (example) : 24hour home visit care

\ J\ )

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)
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8-2.Where do the elderly live in the Integrated Community Care

System?

Elderly Population (30,793,233, in 2012)

Degree of Long Term Care Needs

Independent <

Seriously

Limited in

E Specified Facility Service

Long Term Care Insurance

Daily life

Home and Comunity Care Service

Fee-based home for the elderly

(221,907)

Elderly housing with care service
(154,292 Houses 2014.6)

(care house)

Nursing home for the elderly (56:860)
Moderate-fee home for the elderly

(80,561)

Legal Base
"Act for Welfare
of the Aged"

Long Term Care Insurance
Facility Service

Sanatorium type medical
care facilities (67,531)

J
~

Y

Intensive care home for the
elderly (429,415) )

Legal Base
"Act for Welfare of
the Aged, Long-Term
Care Insurance Act"

J

Long-term care health
Facility (301,539) )

dementia

Group home for the elderly with
(149,599)

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (NIPSSR) with MHLW “Survey of Social Welfare Institutions”, “Survey of Institutions and Establishments for Long-
term Care” “Patient Survey” and Statistics Bureau “Population Estimates” and data of Federation of Housing & Community Centers.

Note : Data are 2012 (except for Elderly housing with care service and “Patient Survey”). “Patient Survey” does not cover Ishinomaki and
Kesennuma area in Miyagi prefecture and Fukushima prefecture.
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9.LTC Policy Trends in East Asia

(1) From Tax funded Welfare to Long-term Care Insurance (Social Security Scheme)
(2) LTC Service provision and usage has increased since 2000.

Japan (3) LTC Service infrastructure itself has developed from 1960s.

(4) Integrated Community Care System is now under construction.

(5) We face with policy challenges in LTC cost, service quality etc.

(1) Elderly Long-term Care Insurance implemented in 2008

(2) Referred to Japan, but many differences with Japan LTCI

Korea (3) LTC Service has increased dramatically from 2008. It has led to excessive competition.

(4) LTC service quality, LTC worker’s working condition, Cooperation with health care etc.
are policy challenges.

(1) Elderly Welfare System has developed during last decade.

(2) LTCl is now planning for 2016 legislation with reference to Japan and Korea experience.

Taiwan (Benefits will also be provided to younger disabilities)

(3) LTC Service Provision, LTC worker’s working condition, Foreign-born care workers etc. are
policy challenges.

China _ | Tax funded or Social | | LTC service Development . Role and Support of Family?
What kinds ! Insurance? i | (Home and Community | A Diforonge. bt
of policy ? | Universal orNot? | based or Facility based?) ! : egfg\‘;iicss‘;"ee”

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)
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10.Japan Experience — Implication for the East Asia-
4 N\
1. Financial Scheme
(1) Tax or Social Security Insurance
Why do you adopt .........
(2) For Low Income Persons
We need Tax funded Subsidy not to prevent out of LTC service coverage.
Insurance Premium, Co-Payment etc. )
4 N [ _ . N
2. LTC system 3. LTC service provision
(1) Role of Government (1) Providers
Central Government Private Company can do it or not ?
Provincial or Local Government -> Service standard and rule to keep
Which level government will be a insurer ? Quality of LTC providers
(Experience, Efficiency, Community-Oriented) (2) Workers
(2) LTC service development LTC work should be worth to be respected
Japan has spent long time to develop it. -> More Workers, Improve Working Condition
To develop for shorter period...... (3) Family (They are still important players.)
Quantity, Quality What kinds of support do we provide?
L Balance (Type of services, Regions) JAS Consulting, Care leave, or Cash Benefit )

Referred to Japan Experience

-> You can select policy options that are suitable for your country.

Source: By Katsuhisa KOJIMA (IPSS)
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