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Institutional Change and Household Structure
in Contemporary Urban China

Wang Yuesheng

Abstract: Data from the four population censuses since 1982 reveals the state and changes of China’s
urban household structure in different institutional environments. In the early stage of the reform and opening
up when the planned economy system was dominant household nuclearization tended to be prominent ac—
cording to the 1982 and 1990 census data. Relaxation of the migration policy led to reduction of single-parent
households and the birth control policy promoted growth of couples households. Under the socialist market
economy system after 1992 the types of household registration of urban population became diversified and
the welfare housing system began to transform into commercialized housing system. Based on the 2000 cen—
sus nuclear household continue to be of a high proportion but the tendency of household nuclearization is
restrained. After 2000 the birth control policy elderly social security and housing reform have had profound
impacts on urban household structure.
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Table 1  Urban Household Structure at the First and Second Levels in 1982 and 1990 ( %)
1982 1990
69.08 5.71 71.47 9.20
45.90 51.32
12.46 6.48
2.33 2.66
2.69 1.82
18.85 13.21 18.55 13.43
3.84 2.86
0.35 0.36
1.23 1.63
0.22 0.26
1.37 1.06 1.79 1.57
0.25 0.15
0.05 0.07
9.21 9.21 7.31 7.31
1.21 1.21 0.74 0.74
0.27 0.27 0.14 0.14
1982 1990 1%
1982 ~ 1990
o 20 50
50 60 80 N
0 1990 o
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- 1990 50%;
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1990
o 1990 61.12% .
1990 20
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Table 2 Urban Household Structure at the First and Second Levels in 2000 ( %)
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46.65
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1.43
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Table 3 Household Structure of Two Types of Household Registration in 2000 ( %)

72.96
15.99
0.63
9.51
0.48
0.44

67.69
16.99
0.84
12.48
1.26
0.73

68.49
22.53
0.84
7.40
0.54
0.20

66.14
6.23
0.82

22.36
2.67

1.77
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Table 4 Urban Household Housing Sources of Different Household Registration in 2000 ( %)
12.64 63.37 85.62 15.26
11.03 4.24 3.85 5.09
8.49 1.77 1.55 2.27
40.52 1.12 0.81 1.79
19.99 6.33 1.93 15.83
3.27 16.40 3.40 44.51
4.05 6.78 2.85 15.26
2000 1%
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Table 5 Housing Sources and Household Structure of Urban Agricultural and Non-Agricultural Residents ( %)

66.62 22.98 1.92 7.83 0.35 0.30
78.93 12.94 0.35 6.56 0.86 0.35
79.22 14.00 0.32 5.92 0.34 0.20
75.95 17.17 0.45 6.05 0.18 0.20
68.72 14.52 0.48 15.07 0.52 0.70
63.83 6.03 0.31 25.10 2.29 2.44
64.38 12.06 0.59 21.12 1.05 0.80
73.07 16.07 0.62 9.35 0.46 0.43
67.67 25.24 0.93 5.68 0.38 0.11
78.49 13.61 0.67 5.88 0.84 0.50
82.01 8.79 0.84 7.53 0.42 0.42
80.95 9.52 0.00 9.52 0.00 0.00
70.90 6.69 0.00 19.40 2.01 1.00
72.38 3.62 0.57 19.43 3.24 0.76
64.90 7.16 0.23 27.25 0.46 0.00
68.56 22.80 0.86 7.10 0.52 0.16
65.81 22.00 1.19 10.27 0.18 0.55
74.73 13.46 0.00 8.79 1.92 1.10
79.01 11.11 1.23 8.02 0.00 0.62
71.09 9.38 2.34 13.28 2.34 1.56
68.20 4.15 0.62 22.35 3.00 1.68
66.67 2.54 0.82 24.57 3.08 2.32
63.00 2.78 0.65 28.58 3.52 1.48
67.01 6.68 0.81 21.24 2.55 1.71
2000 1% o
2000
11.03%( 4.
2000 30%
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Table 6 Urban Household Structure at the First and Second Levels in 2010 ( %)
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65.30 21.03
35.32
5.25
1.83
1.87
15.28 11.52
2.50
1.26
0.40 0.40
17.03 17.03
0.72 0.72
1.28 1.28
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Table 7 Comparison of Generation Structure of Urban Households since 1982 ( %)
2015 2010 2000 1990 1982
39.58 41.17 28.38 17.25 16.13
45.97 47.16 58.13 65.28 67.47
14.11 11.43 13.16 15.01 14.27
0.34 0.24 0.34 0.43 0.41
1.89 1.45
0.14 0.27
1982 1990 .2000 2010 1982
1% +1990 1% 2000 1%
2010 1% Excel ; 2015 €2015
1% N 2016) .
7 2010 2015 N 3.86%
2.52%:; 23.45%;
o 1990~2010 2015
o 3
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Table 8 Comparison of Living Arrangements of Urban Young People Aged 25-29 since 1982 ( %)

1982  63.11 7.80 42.79 12.52 33.63 7.29 19.92 6.42 2.28 0.75 0.23
1990 63.10 8.69 46.10 8.31 34.78 5.48 21.99 7.31 1.57 0.47 0.08
2000 65.44 17.66 40.47 7.31 31.94 4091 23.46 3.56 1.97 0.39 0.26
2010 62.88 25.52 28.84 8.52 31.58 6.56 23.10 1.92 4.46 0.29 0.79
1982 1% ~1990 1% .2000
1% 2010 1% Excel B
25~29 ( )
( ) . 8 2010
3 2000
2010 . 2010
2010 3 1990 9.20% 2000 1.13% .
2010 1982 1990 15.96% 5.05% 2000
1.53%. 2010 3 .
2010 . 2010 25~29
2000
1982 1990 . 2015
2010 60 ~ 64 ( 9) .
1
9 2010 60~ 64 ( %)
Table 9 Living Arrangements of Urban Women Aged 60-64 in 2010 ( %)
1 39.08 33.05 6.03 7.57 44.19 38.79 540 4.34 6.03 0.04 0.63 36.25
2 39.39 33.05 6.34 7.92 41.50 36.96 4.54 5.81 6.34 0.00 0.53 12.62
1 31.43 26.58 4.85 15.17 4425 37.45 6.80 3.91 4.85 0.23 0.31 17.05
2 37.14 31.86 5.27 11.73 39.29 3434 495 3.01 5.27 0.11 0.32 12.38
41.83 36.18 5.65 14.20 31.43 27.29 4.14 3.51 5.65 0.00 0.55 19.34
62.71 43.50 19.21 8.47 19.21 15.25 3.95 3.39 19.21 1.13  4.52 2.36
38.66 32.65 6.01 10.73 40.20 35.00 5.20 4.11 6.01 0.09 0.60 100.00
2010 1% Excel o
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Table 10  Relationship between Source of Living Expenses and Living Arrangements of
the Urban Old Aged 65 and above in 2010 ( %)
46.65  35.24 11.41 11.21 37.13 28.73 4.40 2.60 3.35
49.78  38.51 11.27 7.92 37.53 27.19 5.78 3.97 66.88
55.62  26.04  29.58 8.19 32.15 22.74 6.11 3.18 2.75
46.32  35.79 10.53 6.31 41.04 28.94 7.89 5.26 0.64
3546  23.63 11.83 4.51 54.93 43.30 8.40 4.34 24.67
56.92 3255  24.37 6.25 31.38 24.95 4.29 4.48 1.72
2010 1% Excel o
50%
1/3; 38% 55%(  10) .
65
o 1
6.3
2000 2010 25.99% 8



67

25.78%;

) 16.56%(

11 2010

11) . 2010

4.96%

(%)

22.10%;

30.95%;
(

Table 11 Relationship between Housing Source and Household Structure of Urban Residents in 2010 ( %)

57.45 6.17 0.18 31.30 1.60 3.30 2.67
56.37 6.07 0.26 32.65 1.82 2.83 23.11
60.64 27.23 1.28 10.06 0.36 0.43 16.56
73.09 15.97 0.16 9.77 0.33 0.67 25.99
72.12 13.78 0.16 12.51 0.55 0.86 4.96
71.83 16.69 0.16 10.42 0.29 0.61 5.00
68.38 17.56 0.33 12.64 0.22 0.87 17.10
61.59 11.41 0.18 24.68 0.56 1.58 4.60
65.30 15.28 0.40 17.03 0.72 1.28 100.00
2010 Excel
30% 6%
2000
(
1/4 o
2010 N
)
2010 . N
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