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Family Decision Filial Piety and Migrant Workers’ Home-based Care for the Aged:
A Husband and Wife Perspective
REN Yike ZHANG Yun
( Shanxi Normal University Linfen 041004 China)

Abstract: Based on the data of 2014 rural— urban migrants” development this paper analyzes the effects of
modern family decision and traditional attitudes and behaviors of filial piety on home— based care for the aged
from husband and wife perspective. The analysis of current situation shows no significant difference in eco—
nomic support and daily care for the aged between husbands and wives while the opposite is true in emotional
support. The determinants of caring for the aged suggest that equal family decision and attitudes towards filial
piety are important factors for husbands while behaviors of filial piety are key variables for wives. As for daily
care for the aged family decision is unique factors for both husbands and wives the former concentrating on
cash control decision and the latter on decision about children education and wives going out to work.

Key words: migrant workers; husband and wife; family decision; filial piety; home— based care for the aged
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