
UvA-DARE is a service provided by the library of the University of Amsterdam (https://dare.uva.nl)

UvA-DARE (Digital Academic Repository)

Population and sustainable development in China: Population and household
scenarios for two regions

Jiang, L.

Publication date
1999

Link to publication

Citation for published version (APA):
Jiang, L. (1999). Population and sustainable development in China: Population and
household scenarios for two regions. [Thesis, fully internal, Universiteit van Amsterdam].
Thela Thesis.

General rights
It is not permitted to download or to forward/distribute the text or part of it without the consent of the author(s)
and/or copyright holder(s), other than for strictly personal, individual use, unless the work is under an open
content license (like Creative Commons).

Disclaimer/Complaints regulations
If you believe that digital publication of certain material infringes any of your rights or (privacy) interests, please
let the Library know, stating your reasons. In case of a legitimate complaint, the Library will make the material
inaccessible and/or remove it from the website. Please Ask the Library: https://uba.uva.nl/en/contact, or a letter
to: Library of the University of Amsterdam, Secretariat, Singel 425, 1012 WP Amsterdam, The Netherlands. You
will be contacted as soon as possible.

Download date:24 May 2023

https://dare.uva.nl/personal/pure/en/publications/population-and-sustainable-development-in-china-population-and-household-scenarios-for-two-regions(09493221-1ac6-4520-b544-b8bf0b81c6bf).html


5 Household Dynamics before the 1990s 

Family, as an elementary institution in society, creates an exchange system that can be 
seen as human adaptation to certain socio-economic and environmental factors, to which 
other institutions must adapt in their turn. The net effect of the exchange system is such 
that different adaptations are required in different parts of the system. In other words, 
family, including its regional differentiation by size and composition, shows different 
patterns of adaptations to the regional subsystems which, as parts of the super-ordmate 
system, interact with other sub-systems as well as with the superior system. To further 
clarify'our approach, inspired by Bongaarts' proximate model (Bongaarts, 1983), figure 
5.1 gives a schematic representation of the aspects of our theoretical framework of family 
formation and dissolution. 
Figure 5.1 A theoretical framework for family/household analysis 
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In this Chapter, we concentrate on the changes of family characteristics in Taihe and 
Shenzhen, by studying change in household size over time and its demographic and 
socio-economic determinants, and investigating in detail household composition in 1990, 
using Census data. In the Chapter that follows, we aim at analysing the specific 
demographic events which play important roles in family formation, expansion and 
dissolution, assuming that their future change will depend on the indirect determinants of 
socio-economic, political, and environmental factors, in order to project the population 
and household changes up to 2040. 
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Before we start with a further discussion, it is necessary to clarify the definitions of 
several relevant concepts. 

In general, family is a basic social institution, a primary group, the members of which are 
related to each other through relationships of consanguinity, conjugality, or adoption, 
share meals together, and support each other. Household is more often used as a statistical 
and administrative unit in which a group of people usually lives together, not necessarily 
having a consanguine, or conjugal, or adoptive relationship. In Chinese society, family 
often is referred to by jia, household by hu. Although the definitions of household and 
family are distinctive, for practical administration and for statistical enumeration 
household is often considered as a basic family unit. In our discussion too, family and 
household are considered as corresponding with each other. 

In the Chinese context, households overwhelmingly consist of a family, while an actual 
family may be registered as a separated household for certain reasons. The Chinese 
Census distinguishes two types of households - the private and the collective household. 
The former refers to the family unit, which sometimes includes co-residence of relatives 
other than spouse, (grand)children, and (grand)parents, and/or non-relatives next of kin. 
The collective household pertains to a registration unit which is composed of those who 
live in an institutional accommodation, without kin relations. They are mostly workers, 
students, soldiers, etc., living in dormitories provided by the institutions to which they are 
attached. The concepts of private and collective household used in Chinese Censuses and 
surveys are analogous to the concepts of 'household' and 'group quarter' used in US 
Censuses. 

In a strict sense, one person can form a one-person household but cannot be identified as 
a family, given that family is a primary group of people related by bonds of birth, 
marriage and adoption. 

In the terminological sense, two types of family are often distinguished: the nuclear 
family and the extended family. A nuclear family is defined as composed of a couple with 
or without children or a divorced or widowed household head with child(ren). When the 
family consists of more than two generations or more than one married couple, it is an 
extended family. Usually, there are two types of extended families, called stem family and 
joint family. A stem family includes three or more generations - one or more parents 
living with one of their married children and their offspring - and in each generation no 
more than one married couple is observed. A joint family involves co-residence of parents 
with more than one of their married children and their spouses and children - there is 
more than one married couple living together in at least one generation. 

5.1 Historical change in household size 

5.1.1 Household size in 1391-1996 

The traditional Chinese ideal has been the co-residence of parents with their married sons 
and their families in a large, joint/stem household unit. The large, multi-generation 
household has always been a popular topic in Chinese literature. Records of multi-
generation households are frequently found in surviving historical material. Before the 
1930s, it was widely believed that the traditional Chinese household unit contained 
several generations, united through the male line, and living under the same roof. 
However, this notion became controversial in the more recent decades. On the basis of 
historical research, some scholars have stressed the wide spread of the large household in 
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historical and even in contemporary China (Wolf and Huang, 1980; Lee and Gjerde, 
1986; Hajnal, 1983). Others, based on their own research and findings, state that the joint 
family is not and never was the 'normal' type of Chinese family: only the well-to-do were 
ever able to maintain an extended family in one household in the past (Lang, 1946; 
Goode, 1963; Freedman, 1979). More specifically, some researchers have studied 
Chinese family formation in the old days, by calculation or by simulation on the basis of 
three demographic parameters: a 'moderate' level of fertility; a high rate of infant and 
child mortality; and a low life expectancy at birth, and point out that severe demographic 
conditions have constrained the realisation of the Chinese ideal model of a large family 
(Cartier, 1995; Zhao, 1994). 

According to the existing historical statistics, China's household size before the 
foundation of the People's Republic was around 5.3 (table 5.1). Although the large and 
multi-generation household type was preferred and encouraged, unfavourable 
demographic conditions constrained the availability of the number of relatives to live 
together in that way. Under the conditions of pre-modem China, children under fifteen 
amounted to less than one third of the total population, and there were few old people 
above 65. Although the average number of children per woman was around five, only a 
little more than half of the babies born would survive and reach adulthood. Therefore, in 
accordance with a life expectancy at birth of less than 35, little more than 20 per cent of a 
cohort would still be present at age 60. The proportion of old people remained under 5 
per cent, most of them being widows. We may surmise that owing to the higher mortality 
rates of young girls, the net reproduction rate will definitely not have been higher than 
1.25. Under such conditions, few people had a chance to share life with both their 
parents. The average size of the household was accordingly rather small, with a large 
proportion of nuclear families consisting of one couple and about three children. 

Table 5.1 Household size of Taihe, Shenzher , and China since 1391 
year Taihe Shenzhen China 

house population average house population average Year j average 
holds household holds household [household 

size size isize 
1391 44,772 212,834 4.75 
1412 42,999 167,993 3.91 
1482 32,333 113,251 3.50 
1492 32,625 115,310 3.53 
1782 91,473 419,311 4.58 
1802 92,264 431,199 4.67 
1821 104,201 532,045 5.11 
1851 135,832 583,759 4.30 1911 5.17 
1869 135,834 583,628 4.30 1912 5.31 
1928 40,993 185,748 4.53 1928 5.27 
1934 40,201 175,911 4.38 1933 5.29 
1935 42,591 189,486 4.45 1936 5.38 
1937 36,704 118,030 3.22 
1949 55,895 188,030 3.36 67,200 268,310 3.99 1947 5.35 
1950 53,355 193,889 3.63 67,300 269,037 4.00 
1951 55,877 202,501 3.62 67,600 269,934 3.99 
1952 62,278 207,227 3.33 67,910 274,955 4.05 
1953 63,475 214,535 3.38 70,463 286,089 4.06 1953 4.33 
1954 62,372 216,836 3.48 52,303 186,089 3.56 1954 4.45 
1955 61,346 220,887 3.60 53,330 188,186 3.53 1955 4.47 
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Table 5.1 Household size of Taihe, Shenzher , and China since 1391 (Con tinued) 
year Taihe Shenzhen China 

house population javerE ge house population average Year average 
holds ! household holds household household 

jsize size size 
1956 61,700 222,320 3.60 50,974 190,304 3.73 1956 4.47 
1957 62,324 229,138 3.68 49,939 193,207 3.87 1957 4.48 
1958 60,129 227,196 3.78 67,671 268,074 3.96 1958 4.58 
1959 60,690 233,854 3.85 67,434 263,470 3.91 1959 4.58 
1960 59,655 236,794 3.97 67,714 284,810 4.21 1960 4.49 
1961 60,980 240,935 3.95 69,892 266,882 3.82 1961 4.30 
1962 61,179 247,980 4.05 68,407 256,231 3.75 1962 4.33 
1963 61,029 254,846 4.18 68,409 263,367 3.85 1963 4.42 
1964 61,061 261,420 4.28 68,057 266,817 3.92 1964 4.47 
1965 60,938 269,451 4.42 62,876 272,065 4.33 1965 4.55 
1966 61,514 277,525 4.51 67,665 276,493 4.09 1966 4.63 
1967 62,101 285,805 4.60 65,606 276,982 4.22 1967 4.67 
1968 63,711 296,376 4.65 69,246 282,095 4.07 1968 4.71 
1969 64,459 305,982 4.75 71,505 294,668 4.12 1969 4.73 
1970 65,512 315,094 4.81 75,240 325,730 4.33 1970 4.74 
1971 65,741 323,324 4.92 75,013 332,635 4.43 1971 4.74 
1972 66,784 331,968 4.97 71,680 313,562 4.37 1972 4.78 
1973 66,645 341,606 5.13 72,599 319,342 4.40 1973 4.81 
1974 67,704 350,397 5.18 73,311 325,172 4.44 1974 4.81 
1975 67,915 360,765 5.31 74,306 329,769 4.44 1975 4.79 
1976 67,743 372,220 5.49 74,914 332,873 4.44 1976 4.74 
1977 69,058 382,177 5.53 75,410 335,488 4.45 1977 4.69 
1978 70,228 393,046 5.60 75,816 333,597 4.40 1978 4.66 
1979 71,345 402,215 5.64 76,244 312,610 4.10 1979 4.65 
1980 72,113 408,469 5.66 76,169 320,875 4.21 1980 4.57 
1981 74,390 410,946 5.52 82,003 333,893 4.07 1981 4.54 
1982 74,654 417,533 5.59 86,136 354,524 4.12 1982 4.51 
1983 75,587 423,295 5.60 92,538 405,164 4.38 1983 4.46 
1984 77,270 429,321 5.56 103,222 435,244 4.22 1984 4.41 
1985 78,940 433,314 5.49 112,654 478,551 4.25 1985 4.33 
1986 82,246 439,398 5.34 124,108 514,467 4.15 1986 4.24 
1987 84,694 444,171 5.24 138,800 556,000 4.01 1987 4.15 
1988 88,985 451,301 5.07 153,000 601,400 3.93 1988 4.03 
1989 93,325 460,903 4.94 165,100 648,200 3.93 1989 4.06 
1990 97,868 465,677 4.76 181,900 686,500 3.77 1990 3.97 
1991 99,917 469,786 4.70 197,400 732,200 3.71 1991 4.01 
1992 102,175 472,268 4.62 218,100 802,200 3.68 1992 3.95 
1993 104,781 475,755 4.54 243,200 876,900 3.61 1993 3.92 
1994 109,338 483,787 4.42 267,400 939,700 3.51 1994 3.87 
1995 112,200 491,500 4.38 286,700 991,600 3.46 1995 3.70 
1996 114,600 496,500 4.33 303,500 1,033,800 3.41 1996 3.70 

Note: Only permanent residents are included. 
Sources: Data for Taihe: Kang et al. (1993) and Statistical Yearbooks of Taihe, 1949-1996; data for 
Shenzhen: Collection of Population Statistics of Guangdong Province 1949-1985, edited and published by 
Guangdong Provincial Population Census Office, Guangdong Provincial Statistics Bureau, and Guangdong 
Provincial Public Security Department, 1987, and Statistical Yearbooks of Shenzhen 1979-1996; data for 
China 1911-1990: Jiang (1995), 1991-1996: Statistical Yearbooks of China. 
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Furthermore, regional variation of household size in China should not be under
estimated, given the different economic, cultural and environmental circumstances in the 
regions. For example, Taihe, as a poor and remote region in China, had a systematically 
and significantly smaller household size than China on average. Given its severe living 
conditions, mortality in Taihe was at a particularly high level. Moreover, the exceedingly 
poor economic situation enabled few peasant families in Taihe to maintain a large 
household. Much evidence indicates that the very wealthy only - whether aristocrats, high 
officials or rich merchants - could afford to support a very large household, including 
many relatives and servants. Therefore, from 1391 till the establishment of the new 
China, average household size in Taihe was mostly under 5: it was close to 4.5 in times of 
peace, but dropped to about 3.5 during periods of war. It is particularly notable that 
household size was even as low as 3.22 in 1937. The main reason for this extremely small 
household size is that, in late 1935, a great number of young men and women followed 
the Red Army withdrawing from its Jiangxi Revolutionary Base. Moreover, Kuomindang 
troops reoccupied this region afterwards and killed many people who had had connections 
with the Red Army (see also Chapter 2). After the extreme conditions of the late 1930s, 
household size gradually but very slowly increased to 3.36 just before the foundation of 
the People's Republic in 1949. 

After 1949, many refugees who had migrated into Taihe to escape from the Anti-Japanese 
War (1937-1945) and the Civil War (1945-1949) returned to their places of origin. Most 
migrants had come with small families or even as a sole person. The fact of their leaving 
reduced the number of households more than that of population. In the meantime, a great 
number of jobless urban residents, who had poured into the urban town from the rural 
areas when the Jiangxi Provincial government moved to Taihe during 1941-1945, were 
sent back and joined their rural families to take part in the land reforms. Therefore, a 
drastic decline in the number of households in the early years of the new China could be 
observed (it dropped from 55,895 in 1949 to 53,355 in 1950). Conversely, average 
household size increased from 3.36 in 1949 to 3.63 in 1950. As the land reforms 
continued, land and surplus houses and production tools owned by landlords were 
confiscated and distributed over peasants who had no or not enough land. The former 
land gentry could not maintain its large households anymore, and their families were 
separated. In the meantime, some adult members of peasant households who used to be 
too poor to get married caught the opportunity to establish their own families. 
Consequently, the number of households increased tremendously, which resulted in a 
significant decline in household size in 1951 and 1952. The same phenomenon could be 
observed in many regions of the country and resulted in a similar reduction of household 
size at the national level (Ma, 1984). 

We did not succeed in collecting data on household size of Shenzhen for the period 
before 1949. However, many studies reveal that in southern China, especially in 
Guangdong and Fujian, local elaborate principles of Chinese kinship were a central 
feature of the rural social structure; accordingly, Guangdong had a particularly larger 
household size than many other regions (Jiang, 1994; Johnson, 1996). A survey 
conducted in the 1930s shows that household size in Guangdong was about 5.2 (Taeuber 
1970). Therefore, we can imagine that Shenzhen, located in Guangdong, especially in the 
Pearl River Delta which was a comparatively rich region and was called the 'home town 
of fish and rice', had a relatively larger average household size than Taihe and many other 
regions of China. 
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Although the large volume of out-migrants around 1949 greatly decreased Shenzhen's 
population and resulted in a smaller household size than that at the national level, 
Shenzhen had a substantially larger household size than Taihe at the end of the 1940s and 
in the 1950s, given its better socio-economic conditions and comparatively great social 
stability. Evidence from our research suggests that, although the multi-generation, large 
household dominated the ideology of family formation in pre-modern Chinese society, 
regional disparities in socio-economic, cultural, political, and environmental 
circumstances, as important influences on demographic conditions, caused substantial 
regional differences in actual household size. The prevalent ideology of family formation 
had a much lower possibility to be fulfilled in very backward, poor and turbulent contexts 
such as Taihe. 

Since the 1950s, most regions in China (including Taihe and Shenzhen) experienced great 
advancements in decreasing mortality, thanks to the public hygiene campaign, the co
operative medical movement, economic development, improvement of living standards, 
etc. The dramatic decline in mortality greatly increased survival rates of people in all age 
groups, particularly among infants and the elderly. In the meantime, the ongoing high 
fertility rates (except in 1959-1961) before the period of intensive implementation of 
family planning policy continuously added new members to the families. Furthermore, 
the policy of strict control over migration successfully bound young adults to their places 
of origin where their families were located. The enormous change of demographic 
conditions provided good opportunities for people to realise their preference for multi-
generation and large household units, which could hardly be actualised in the old days. 
Consequently, average household size in Taihe and China as a whole continuously 
increased, except in 1961. It is noteworthy that this increase of average household size in 
Taihe did not stop until the early 1980s, whereas it did already stop in the early 1970s in 
China as a whole. The reason is that family planning policy started to be efficiently 
implemented about ten year later in Taihe than in most other regions of the country. From 
1949 to 1980, the total population of Taihe increased by 117 per cent, while the number 
of households increased by 29 per cent only. Accordingly, during these three decades, 
average household size of Taihe increased from 3.36 to 5.66, meaning that about 2.3 
persons on average were added to each household. 

However, Shenzhen did not fully follow this pace of increase in average household size 
during this period. In many years, average household size in Shenzhen showed a 
decreasing trend, for example in 1953-1955, 1960-1962, and 1977-1979. The main 
reason for these declines is the large volume of emigrants to Hong Kong and other 
foreign countries, which significantly reduced the number of total population. Since most 
emigrants were of childbearing age, their out-migration effectively reduced the average 
number of new births to households. Therefore, in contrast with Taihe, Shenzhen's 
superiority in household size gradually diminished, and even reversed from 1961. From 
1949 to 1971, before the implementation of family planning policy, the total population 
of Shenzhen increased by 23.9 per cent while its number of households increased by 11.6 
per cent, which resulted in an increase of average household size from 3.99 to 4.3 only. 

The dramatic fertility decline since the implementation of family planning policy has 
exerted an important influence on household size. Decrement of household size was 
observed since 1971 and 1980 in Shenzhen and Taihe, respectively, when the birth 
control campaign started to be effectively carried out. Up to 1996, average household size 
in Taihe went down to 4.33, while the corresponding figure for Shenzhen is 3.41. Since 
the implementation of strict birth control, household size in Shenzhen, Taihe and China 
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as a whole have surprisingly identically been reduced by 23 per cent. Although this 
degree of reduction in household size is the same, it would be too crude to conclude that 
Taihe, Shenzhen and China as a whole have experienced identical driving forces behind 
this decrement of household size. We need a more specific investigation into the 
determinants of change in household size in the different regions. 

5.1.2 Determinants of change in household size 

As indicated above, household formation, expansion and dissolution are affected by 
complex socio-economic, political, environmental (indirect), and demographic 
(proximate) factors. Basing himself on his simulation approaches, Zeng Yi (1986) 
indicates that in the Chinese context the most important demographic factors affecting 
Chinese family size and structure are the change of the total fertility rate and the 
propensity of co-residence (with parents), while the mean age at marriage, the mean age 
at childbearing and the divorce rate have moderate effects. To understand the changes of 
the demographic determinants which intimately affect household size, we need a scrutiny 
of the socio-economic, political, and environmental factors behind them. 

Many studies on the transition of family composition in general, as well as in China 
specifically, have been carried out. 

It is evident that government policies have played a great role in the changes of both 
demographic events and household formation. Above, we went at length in our 
documentation of these government policies in the area of marriage, public health, 
education, and migration, which changed the Chinese demographic conditions and 
pushed Chinese families toward the 'modern' family form. William Goode's (1982) 
classic study of families deems that state regulation of family life is a consequence of 
industrialisation and urbanisation. However, it is clear that in present China state power 
and policies have been the creators, rather than the creations of a transformation of 
society. Thus, for example, formal, corporate kin groups such as lineage organisations 
were specifically replaced by Communist Party organisations and people's communes, 
and in most parts of China family shrines and temples disappeared even while China 
remained an essentially rural and agrarian society, because the state was so powerful 
before the economic reforms in shaping the resources and choices of family members and 
in defining the functional division of responsibilities between private and public 
authorities. The retreat of the state during the 1980s may have facilitated a revival of 
cultural preferences and economic forces (Davis and Harrell, 1993). 

Changes in the government policies, especially the introduction of economic reforms, 
gave rise to profound impacts on peasant families. As land and other main productive 
resources were redistributed to individual peasant families under the household contract 
system, and the formal security and welfare of the people's communes were gradually 
shifted from collective to individual households, the rural family could resume its role as 
the primary production and security unit in the countryside. According to Jack Goody's 
(1976) model, the evolution of the family is closely related to the importance of property, 
and is influenced by cultural preferences. When families control land and other 
productive resources, their configuration is likely to be quite different from times when 
resources were controlled by collective rural communities. It may be expected, therefore, 
that the extended family was weakened during the collective commune period, but 
revived after the institution of the economic reforms. It can be noted that after a short 
period of decline since 1980, when the strict fertility control came into power, average 
household size in Taihe increased again in 1982-1984, when fertility continuously 
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decreased. The explanation may be that the introduction of the rural household contract 
system changed the organisation of agriculture, and might have encouraged maintenance 
of the traditional extended family. Some married brothers co-resided in order to achieve 
scale advantages of labour force and co-operatively ran the household production; the 
aged parents were more likely to live with married children to help them by taking care of 
grandchildren and doing other domestic housework. However, this expansion in 
household size only lasted for a very short period. After 1984, average household size 
declined again. Moreover, the supposed decline of household size during the period of the 
commune system could not be observed; instead, a significant increase of household size 
occurred. Therefore, it was mainly the general trend of fertility changes that determined 
the household size. 

In his classic book World revolution and family patterns, Goode (1963) believes that 
parallel to modernisation and industrialisation, households will become Westernised and 
nuclear. The Goode model predicts that, with greater affluence, higher rates of urban 
living, and increasing long-distance migration, the influence of corporate kin groups 
declines, bride-price and dowry become less prevalent, divorce rates rise, women's rights 
improve, age at marriage increases, and parents loose control over children's courtship 
and mate choices. This 'convergence' theory received great support from other scholars 
(e.g., Becker, 1981; Burch, 1980). However, many others believe that such a 
'convergence' theory is mainly based on the Western experience, and does not take into 
account the persistent strength of different familial-cultural systems in many Asian, 
African and other developing countries (e.g., Freedman et al., 1982; Hendry, 1985; 
Weinstein et al, 1990; Cartier, 1995). Caldwell's (1976) study of the demographic 
transition in Africa indicates that family composition shifted not exclusively in response 
to new economic incentives and rationality. Studies by Hajnal (1982) also suggest that the 
key explanation of different household arrangements is likely to be the culturally specific 
'rules for family formation', rather than the more global processes of urbanisation, 
industrialisation, or commodification. 

Many surveys suggest that the proportion of stem families in China has fluctuated within 
a very small interval only during the past more than four decades. China's household 
composition has remained stable, even facing the substantial challenges of economic and 
political changes. Our investigations in Taihe, Shenzhen and China as a whole show that 
households and the communities of which they are a part are key elements in the 'social 
space' of a social stratum. Peasant households are apt at meeting threats to the integrity of 
their basic cultural structures. They can be highly flexible in their responses to new 
economic and social transitions. Equally, the communities that groups of peasant 
households form may become part of a collective strategy in the response to new 
opportunities, aroused by the internal or external system. A community-led response to 
new economic and political forces may create protection against the threats to disrupt the 
delicate social fabric of rural communities. Peasant kinship may not be weakened by new 
economic and political forms. On the contrary, it may become spatially more ramified to 
take advantage of new economic opportunities. Spatial mobility can then be regarded as a 
way of grasping the new external economic opportunities, spreading and thus minimising 
risks. Such families which have sent out members to work in other places have been 
labelled 'expanded families': spatially dispersed, but functionally united. 

Specific studies on impacts of population migration on household formation are very 
scarce in China. Goldstein et al. (1997) investigate the contribution of migration to the 
change of household size in 1982-1987. Their research points out that changes of 
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government migration policies were a major intervening variable for the relative stability 
in family size during this period, when the country experienced a dramatic fertility 
transition. In the past, policies led to the separation of spouses or the forced removal of 
young people from the cities to the countryside. The abandonment of these policies, either 
by rectification programmes or through modification of the underlying ideology, has led 
to migrant counter-flows. Such return migration has often resulted in family reunification 
and the addition of one or more adults to an existing household, which compensated for 
the decrease in household size caused by the fertility transition. Actually, this kind of 
impact of migration on household size only happened for a very short time in the early 
1980s, and most of all in the urban areas. Since the economic reforms, the great volume 
of migration driven by market forces has exerted important effects on household 
composition and household size in Taihe and Shenzhen. 

Since the establishment of the Special Economic Zone, Shenzhen has received a large 
amount of in-migrants, especially after 1982. In the very beginning of the construction 
period of the new city, there was a serious housing shortage in Shenzhen. Many of the 
newcomers might prefer to move as family units, and establish new households. But 
many came as individuals who lived in group quarters (dormitories of the working units, 
construction site barracks, or free market stalls), or found housing with already 
established urban families. Therefore, average household size of Shenzhen increased 
from 4.07 in 1981 to 4.38 in 1984. A closer look at the changes of household size in 
Shenzhen SEZ and its non-SEZ part separately reveals that in 1982 the latter, as a rural 
area, had a larger household size than the SEZ, which was more urbanised. However, 
household size in the SEZ substantially increased up to 4.70 in 1983, which was 
significantly higher than that in the non-SEZ part because most of the in-migration 
concentrated on the SEZ, although the former also experienced a slight increase of 
household size in the same year (table 5.2). 

Table 5.2 Change in household size in Shenzhen SEZ and non-SEZ since 1982 
SEZ non-SEZ 

Year householdsT 
! 
population household size households population! Household 

size 
1982 31,601 128,616 4.07 54,535 225,908 4.14 
1983 37,706 177,331 4.70 54,832 227,833 4.16 
1984 42,119 191,474 4.55 61,103 243,770 3.99 
1985 52,277 231,857 4.44 60,377 246,694 4.09 
1986 60,551 257,353 4.25 63,557 257,114 4.05 
1987 71,600 286,900 4.01 67,200 269,100 4.00 
1988 83,300 321,900 3.86 69,700 279,500 4.01 
1989 92,400 362,000 3.92 72,700 286,200 3.94 
1990 106,800 395,300 3.70 75,100 291,200 3.88 
1991 117,700 432,100 3.67 79,700 300,100 3.77 
1992 128,200 472,800 3.69 89,900 329,400 3.66 
1993 141,500 521,400 3.68 101,700 355,500 3.50 
1994 153,200 565,200 3.69 113,200 374,500 3.31 

There was a large volume of migration from the non-SEZ to the SEZ part in the early 
1980s, while the non-SEZ part also received some migrants from other regions. 
Moreover, the housing shortage in the SEZ was much more serious than in the non-SEZ 
part. Although the inflow of migrants continuously increased, the problem of housing 
shortage was greatly lessened due to the rapid economic development and housing 
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construction. People, accustomed to stay in group quarters or with relatives or friends, 
had the chance to set up their own families. Consequently, a gradual decrease in 
household size in both the SEZ and the non-SEZ part could be observed. In the 1980s, the 
decrease in household size was faster in the SEZ than in the non-SEZ part, whereas this 
was just the other way around in the 1990s. 

It should be noted that everything discussed above is based only on the permanent 
residents. With socio-economic development going on, Shenzhen received a big and 
growing volume of migrants who are identified as temporary population. The temporary 
population has types of residence and characteristics of household composition that differ 
from the permanent residents. Since our information on their household characteristics is 
limited, we could not study household change among the temporary population through 
all these years like we could do for the permanent residents. However, we have complete 
statistics on the temporary population from the 1990 Census, which will be discussed in 
the next section. 

While the large number of economically motivated migrants increased the household size 
at their places of destination like Shenzhen SEZ, their departures from the home families 
would have decreased household size in their places of origin. Studies of Taihe 
households testify to this tendency. When the Chinese government started to lessen its 
strict control over migration and implemented a more positive urban (small town) 
development strategy in 1984, peasants in Taihe got increasingly involved in the exodus 
to urban towns and the coastal developed regions. 

After the introduction of the household contract system, the efficient agricultural 
production revealed and increased the problems of a shortage of cultivated land and of a 
labour surplus; disadvantages of comparative interests of agrarian production pushed 
peasants away from agriculture and made them move out of the rural area. Some peasant 
households might have saved or have collected an amount of money from their relatives, 
to pay as 'urban construction fee' for one or more of their young members to obtain a 
non-agricultural status. By buying non-agricultural household booklets, some peasants 
could obtain the authorised status to live and be employed in town. Many more simply 
chose to 'move out for work', without a change of their household status, and were 
categorised as temporary population. Accordingly, families deploy their young people to 
cities and to the coastal areas, through which they maximise their economic interests and 
minimise their risks. Deployment of members of peasant households by migration gave 
rise to important effects on the decrease of household size in Taihe since 1984, after a 
short time of increase in the early 1980s. 

There is another very important factor which helps to explain the rapid decrease of 
household size in Taihe since the mid-1980s: the 'cohort effect'. It should be recalled that 
the lasting high fertility rate in the entire 1960s and most of the 1970s resulted in a large 
volume of baby-boomers, and the dramatic decrease of mortality since the 1960s greatly 
increased survival rates of Taihe people. Thus, parents of the baby-boomers mostly have 
larger numbers of surviving children. Since the mid-1980s, a great number of baby-
boomers gradually reached marriage and childbearing age. 

Table 5.3 shows that the proportion of people aged 20-29 increased from 14 per cent in 
1982 to 18 in 1990, while the proportion of youth aged below 20 decreased by 6 
percentage points, and the proportion of other age groups remained relatively constant 
during this period. Most young people who joined the marriage and childbearing group 
have surviving parents and some siblings. High fertility combined with low mortality in 
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the past four decades brought within reach the idea of the joint/stem family, which was 
hard to realise before the foundation of the new China, due to the unavailability of 
necessary relatives under the then severe demographic conditions. However, peasant 
households' ideological emphasis has been on the vertical filial tie, rather than on the 
horizontal fraternal tie. Even when relatives are available for establishing a multi-
generation joint family, the predominant pattern has been co-residence of parents with 
one married son. A joint family is not preferred any more, married brothers do not usually 
live together. Siblings, except the one who lives with the parents, will establish their own 
nuclear family when they get married. Even though the propensity to co-reside with the 
parents is unchanged, the proportion of nuclear families is on the increase. This 
concomitant increase of nuclear family preference and significant decrease of fertility 
resulted in a large number of households of smaller size. 

Table 5.3 Percentage distribution of population age composition in Taihe, 1982 and 1990 
age 1982 1990 

total male female total male Female 
0-19 53.33 53.61 51.73 47.33 48.15 46.48 

20-29 14.25 15.64 15.43 18.02 18.08 17.96 
30-59 24.51 24.06 23.88 26.50 26.57 26.43 

60+ 7.91 6.69 8.96 8.14 7.19 9.13 
total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

On the other hand, a greater number of adult children (especially sons) in a family 
enhances the family's anxiety to deploy one or more of them in other regions, since all 
domestic work and filial responsibilities could be maintained and fulfilled by other 
members, even if one or more family members took the route of out-migration. Therefore, 
the lagged effects of high fertility and decreasing mortality in the past decades contributed 
to the increase of nuclear family prevalence and of out-migration which jointly solidified 
the continuous decrease of household size in Taihe. 

Summarising the discussion above, we notice that the question of determinants of 
household composition is a very complicated one, and different regions have different 
prevailing factors. Previous research indicates that provincial variation of family size in 
China (the horizontal or spatial dimension) is affected by imbalances in levels of socio
economic development, fertility rate, and family structure. Average household size is 
negatively correlated with the level of socio-economic development as reflected by 
regional income per capita, the consumption level of residents, and the percentage of 
urban population. On the other hand, average family size is positively correlated with the 
rate of (semi-)illiteracy, the percentage of minority ethnic groups, the total fertility rate, 
and the proportion of three-generation families. A multiple regression model, with 
average household size as the dependent variable, and socio-economic and demographic 
variables as the covariates, gives the following result: 

Average household size = 2.533 - 0.146 * regional income per capita + 0.381 * TFR 
+ 0.039 * percentage of three-generation families 

The R2 coefficient of this model is 0.913 (Zeng et al., 1991a). 

For the vertical or historical dimension, we compare the relation between change in 
household size and demographic factors (variables including crude birth rate, natural 
population growth rate, total fertility rate, average age at childbearing of women in first 
marriage, net migration rate) and socio-economic development (variables including 
percentage of urban population, per capita national income) from 1954 to 1996 in China 
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as a whole. The results of our statistical analysis show that the increase over time in 
average household size in China was positively related with crude birth rate, natural 
population growth rate, and total fertility rate, but negatively related with proportion of 
urban population and per capita national income. This implies that household size in 
China historically expanded with population growth, but shrank in reaction to socio
economic development. A multiple regression analysis results in a model with increase of 
household size as the dependent variable and crude birth rate as the one and only 
predictor (the stepwise method is used): 

Increase of household size = -0.197 + 6.944E-03 * crude birth rate (the adjusted R2 = 
0.590). 

Zero-order correlation coefficients of increase of household size and demographic and 
socio-economic factors (1954-1996, China):  
demographic and socio-economic factors zero-order correlation coefficients -

"crude birth rate ~ 0.745** 
natural population growth rate 0.723** 
total fertility rate 0.715** 
net migration rate - 0.085 
proportion of urban population - 0.504** 
per capita national income -0.315*  
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

Zero-order correlation coefficients of increase of household size and demographic and 
socio-economic factors (1954-1996, Taihe)  
demograplric^aii^ocio-econcj^fertors zero-order correlation coefficients 

"crude birth rate 0.798** 
net migration rate 0.406** 
natural population growth rate 0.547** 
total population growth rate 0.694** 
agricultural and industrial output value per capita - 0.552**  
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 

The statistical analysis for Taihe reveals results very similar to those for China as a 
whole. However, increase of household size in Taihe is positively related with net the 
migration rate. It is evident that both natural and migratory population growth exerted an 
important influence on household size in Taihe. Figure 5.1 provides an intuitive picture of 
the concomitant changes of household size and population dynamics. The multiple 
regression analysis indicates that crude birth rate and natural population growth rate are 
the significant predictors of increase of household size in Taihe: 
Increase of household size = - 0.334 + 1.905E-02 * crude birth rate - 9.54E-03 * natural 
population growth rate (the adjusted R2 = 0.689). 

The relation between change of household size and demographic and socio-economic 
factors in 1954-1996 is not significant in Shenzhen. The main reasons for this result are 
(1) that Shenzhen experienced a dramatic change of population migration before and after 
the establishment of the Special Economic Zone, and (2) that the determinants of 
household change are much more complicated than in many other places (for example, 
the serious housing shortage in the beginning of the SEZ and its gradual relaxation later 
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on). If we only analyse the situation before the establishment of the SEZ, the statistical 
analysis shows that the increase of household size is positively related with net migration 
rate and total population growth rate, the zero-order correlation coefficients being 0.371 
and 0.388, respectively (significant at the 0.05 level). This implies that the large volume 
of emigration significantly influenced total population growth (correlation coefficient 
between net migration and total population growth rate is 0.979), and further influenced 
the change of household size before the 1980s. After 1980, there is not any significant 
relationship between increase of household size and demographic or socio-economic 
variables. 

Figure 5.1 Change of household size and demographic dynamics in Taihe 
(1954-1996) 

Isize • -CBR -NGR TGR 

Note: Isize - increase of household size 
CBR - crude birth rate 
NMR - net migration rate 
NGR - natural population growth 
TGR - total population growth 

5.2 Characteristics of households in 1990 
The statistical tape of the complete 1990 Fourth Census allows to study the cross-
sectional household characteristics in Taihe and Shenzhen SEZ. 

5.2.1 Taihe 

In 1990, Taihe had a population of 449,367 (96.33 per cent of the total population) living 
in private households, while the remaining 17,135 persons (3.67 per cent) were 
accommodated in collective households. Although the great majority of Taihe people 
lived in private households, about 10 per cent of its urban population were registered in 
collective households, while only 3.22 per cent of the rural residents belonged to this 
category. The reason for this disparity is twofold. First, most facilities and institutions of 
higher education and of training, and most industrial bases are concentrated in the urban 
area, and these attract many people who are accommodated in collective units. Second, 
the urban area provides much more employment opportunities for members of the 
temporary population, who move without a change of household registration and more 
often reside in collective groups. The 1990 Census indicates that 26 per cent of the 
temporary population lived in collective units, whereas only 3.55 per cent of the 
permanent residents did so. Although the temporary population in Taihe only accounted 
for less than one per cent of the total population, 1.73 per cent of urban population was 
temporary population, which is significantly higher than in the rural area (0.93 per cent). 
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Therefore, it is understandable that the more developed urban area of Taihe has a bigger 
proportion of people living in collective units. 

Those who were living in collective units were mostly aged between 20 to 40, while 
about 37 per cent of the population in private households were children younger than 15 
(figure 5.2). Only 0.6 per cent of the young children were accommodated in collective 
households. While growing up, more and more people left their parental family for 
education, employment, or military service. Therefore, the proportion of people living in 
collective units was relatively high in the age category 20-54 (between 5 and 8 per cent). 
It should be noted that this proportion first increased from age 15 to age 24, but decreased 
after that and reached a low in age group 30-34: most people at this age get married and 
have children, and therefore leave the collective household and build their own family, or 
return to their parental home. When the family is settled down, especially when the 
children grow up, more and more people (mostly males) may leave their family and move 
out for better employment opportunities. Consequently, the proportion of collective 
residents increased again and reached a peak in age group 45^19. When people become 
over 50, fewer continue to stay outside the family, so the proportion living in collective 
households decreased for the second time. After age 60, this proportion decreased to less 
than 2 per cent. There is only a very small group of elderly who don't have children who 
may stay in a nursing house, which is very different from the practice in the developed 
countries. This implies that the family is still the main source of elderly support in China. 

From the point of view of values, both the elderly and their children prefer to 
accommodate old people in the family. During our field work, many old and young 
people expressed that it would be a shame on them if the old people had children but 
lived in a nursing house. Equally important is that Taihe is still a backward county, 
providing enough nursing facilities and social services for the aged still being far beyond 
its capacity. Objectively, the elderly have very low odds to live in a collective nursing 
house even if they would want to do so. It is noteworthy that the proportion of collective 
residents significantly increased among the oldest old, since some of them are very ill and 
have to live in a medical nursing house for intensive care. More importantly, some of 
them have no children - their children may have died, especially with the very high 
mortality and low survivorship of the old days - and therefore have to stay in the nursing 
house. 

Figure 5.2 Age distribution of population in domestic and collective 
household of Taihe, 1990 
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Note: 'among private' refers to age distribution of population living in private households; 
'among collective' refers to age distribution of population living in collective households; 
'in collective' refers to the proportion in a certain age group living in collective households. 
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The average size of private households in Taihe was 4.73 (table 5.2) in 1990, smaller than 
that in 1982 displayed by the Third Census (5.36). The urban area of Taihe had a smaller 
size of private households than the rural area (3.99 versus 4.78), whereas its collective 
households were bigger (16.82 versus 12.75). Moreover, the temporary population in 
private households had a significantly smaller household size than the permanent 
residents. And the difference was more profound in the rural than in the urban area, which 
suggests that the increasing rural out-migration has significantly shrunk the overall 
households size, especially in the rural area. The Census data also indicate that the 
temporary population was more frequently accommodated in larger collective 
households, in both the urban and the rural areas. 

Table 5.3 provides further insight into percentages of population by household size in the 
private household sector. It indicates that very few people lived in one- or two-person 
households in Taihe. Although the majority of the population resided in four- to six-
person households, still about 15 per cent of the population lived in households of sizes 8 
and higher. One-person households were more common in the urban area and among the 
temporary population. The mode of household size of the temporary population was the 
four-person household, whereas living in a five-person household was more prevalent 
among permanent residents than among the temporary population. 

Comparison of the percentage distributions of households by size reveals that the 
proportion of one- and two-person households in Taihe were significantly smaller than in 
China as a whole (4.2 and 7.9 per cent versus 6.27 and 11.05 per cent, respectively). On 
the other hand, about 31.5 per cent of Taihe's households were of sizes 6 or more, which 
is substantially more than in China as a whole (only about 15 per cent). Thus Taihe had 
an average household size much bigger than the national level (4.73 versus 3.97) in 1990. 

Table 5.2 Average household size in Taihe, 1990 
permanent temporary Sum 

total private 
collective 

4.73 
13.03 

4.26 
16.73 

4.73 
13.23 

urban private 
collective 

3.99 
16.68 

3.85 
21.20 

3.99 
16.82 

rural private 
collective 

4.78 
12.53 

4.31 
16.39 

4.78 
12.75 

Table 5.3 Distribution of population by household size, 
private households only) 

Taihe 1990 (population living in 

household size total urban rural 

permanent I temporary | sum permanent! temporary | sum | Permanent] temporary [ sum 

1 0.88 3.42 0.90 1.49 3.01 1.52 0.84 3.47 0.86 

2 3.32 9.89 3.36 7.32 9.29 7.35 3.08 9.96 3.13 

3 8.91 18.39 8.98 17.32 19.40 17.35 8.42 18.27 8.49 

4 17.51 20.10 17.53 21.35 27.87 21.45 17.29 19.16 17.30 

5 22.77 18.33 22.74 22.02 13.93 21.90 22.81 18.86 22.78 

6 18.54 11.13 18.48 13.73 6.83 13.63 18.81 11.65 18.76 

7 13.38 7.64 13.34 7.76 9.29 7.78 13.71 7.45 13.66 

8+ 14.70 11.10 14.67 9.01 10.38 9.03 15.03 11.18 15.00 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

average 
household size 

4.73 4.26 4.73 3.99 3.85 3.99 4.78 4.31 4.78 
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Further investigation evidently shows that people at different ages had different living 
arrangements. There were very few young adults living alone. The proportion of one-
person households among youngsters aged below 20 was very small. With age increasing, 
this proportion rose, especially over age 65 when it increased very fast. The proportion of 
2-person households was also small among the young, but rather high among aged 
people. There was a small increase in the proportion of 2-person households for age 
group 20-24, since some newly-married couples still lived without children. In general, 
before reaching age 20 youngsters were more likely to live in a larger family, people aged 
20-35 in medium-sized households, those aged 35-55 usually resided with more family 
members, household size of the younger old (between 55 and 65) was relatively small, 
and most of the oldest old were accommodated in a large family, although some of them 
lived alone. 
Combining figures 5.3 and 5.4, we obtain a rather complete picture on living 
arrangements in successive life stages among Taihe people. As a child, (s)he is born in a 
nuclear or an extended family. When growing up, his (her) parents are very likely to leave 
the grandparents' home and set up a smaller nuclear family, in case they ever stayed in an 
extended family. Later on, one or two of his (her) sibling(s) add(s) to the family, and the 
old grandparents become disabled and join the family again. Therefore, we can see that 
the average household size is about 4.85 for children aged below 15, then expands to 5.2 
at ages between 15 and 20, which is the maximum in the life cycle. 
After having reached legal minimum age for marriage (20 for females, 22 for males), 
(s)he gets married and may build a nuclear family immediately, but mostly will still live 
with the parents (for females mostly with parents-in-law) at least for a period of time . 
When one or two children have been born, the couple will, with increasing probability, 
leave the parental home, if they have not done so yet. Even if the extended family is 
continued, most grandparents will approach the age of dying, which should also decrease 
household size. Correspondingly, average size of the household to which one belongs 
starts to decrease around age 24, reaches a low in age group 25-29 (about 4.1), and 
remains below 4.6 till age 40. After that age, at which almost all of the children will have 
been born, the parents are getting old and gradually join an extended family again, adult 
sons getting married and giving birth to a new generation but continuing to stay in the 
(extended) family. Consequently, the average household size goes up and remains above 
5 till age group 50-55. 

Gradually, the children move out for education, employment, and, more importantly, to 
set up their own family after marriage and childbearing. And the old parents may pass 
away in old age. Thus, the number of household members is reduced again. Finally, all 
children may have moved out and left an 'empty-nest family' for the couple. Average 
household size again reaches the minimum of 4.1 at age 60-64. However, after getting 
old and becoming disabled, one or both spouses very likely join one of the children's 
family and live in a bigger family. 

To summarise the discussion above, table 5.4 combines a fictitious person's living 
arrangements in successive life stages into a typical model. Apparently, the traditional 

1 According to a life table analysis based on the In-Depth Fertility Survey data, 80 per cent of newly-
married couples in the nine provinces surveyed continued to live in their parental home after marriage for at 
least one year (Zeng et al, 199lb). About 90 per cent of the extended units include the husband's parents 
(Parish and Li, 1985; Liu and Bi, 1987; Weinstein et al, 1990). 
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family life cycle concept which is based on the Western nuclear family mode cannot 
explain the repeated expansion and contraction of household size in the Chinese context. 

Table 5.4 The probability of being in a living arrangement by age in Taihe 
0-14 115-20 20-39 40-54 155-65 65+ 
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Figure 5. 3 Percentage distribution of people living in a private 
household of a certain size, Taihe 1990 
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Figure 5.3 Average household size of Taihe people in different age groups, 1990 

Another way to assess family composition is through examination of age-specific 
headship rates. The headship rate is an indicator of both the possibility of heading one's 
own household and of authority status within the family. It is defined as the ratio of the 
number of household heads to the total number of persons in the population in a specific 
age/sex category (United Nations, 1989). 

Inspecting the age-specific headship rates of Taihe for 1990, we find that very few 
youngsters (below age 20) head a household. The rate increases very quickly after age 20, 
when people reach legal minimum age for marriage. However, the most significant 
increase of headship rates happens after age 25, when a great number of married couples 
give birth and set up separate new households then. From that age, headship rates 
continue to increase and peak around age 50. This kind of age pattern of headship rates is 
more or less the same as in most developed countries. However, the headship rates in the 
senior age groups in developed countries are rather stable, while they start to decrease 
from age 55 in Taihe, like they do in most other regions in China (Guo, 1995). This 
decrease illustrates the phenomenon of headship transition in Chinese families. When 
people get old, they usually pass on the main tasks of household management to their 
sons who still live with them. Moreover, the elderly, who used to live separately, often 
join their children's (mostly son's) families when they are growing disabled. 
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Another important characteristic of Chinese household headship is that males are much 
more likely to be a household head than females. The aggregate headship rate for males is 
35 per cent, while for females it is 7 per cent only. This reflects the traditional roles and 
household status of the two genders. 

Traditionally, women did not have their own name. They were not considered as 
members of the family they were born in, but rather as temporary members who 
eventually found their permanent family through marriage (Wolf and Huang, 1980). In no 
way would a woman be the head of the family in which she was born. When she got 
married, her husband and parents-in-law became her new heads. Even after her husband 
died, she still had no chance to be the head of the family. Norms codified by Confucius 
and his followers imposed the 'three-obey' on women, meaning 'obey father in family of 
origin, obey husband after getting married, obey son if husband has died'. 

Since 1949, the Chinese government has made efforts to improve the status of women, 
prohibiting many 'feudal' practices and stressing the rights of individuals, especially 
those of women. However, the 'feudal remnant' of the separate roles of men and women 
is still influential, especially in the underdeveloped rural areas. Tables 5.5 and 5.6 clearly 
point out that the headship rate is much higher among males than females. However, 
women in the urban areas have a much higher probability to head a household than 
women in the rural areas. The total headship rate for urban women is 16.04 per cent, 
whereas it is only 6.84 per cent for rural women. 

By allowing a closer look at the headship rates of people in different marital states, table 
5.5 shows that single people have the lowest opportunity to be a household head, since 
marriage is universal and most of the singles are youngsters. Excluding the singles, the 
headship rate is highest among married men and lowest among married women. This 
evidently indicates the strong tradition of designating the husband as household head. 
Among females, the divorced have the highest headship rates, while the widowed have 
higher headship rates than the married, but lower than the divorced. Understandably, 
without a husband the divorced and widowed women have to take up the task of heading 
the household. Why do divorced women have higher headship rates than widows? One of 
the explanations is that according to Confucianism divorce was regarded as infidel, 
especially for women. Women choosing divorce are a group of people who less likely 
accept the traditional restraints, therefore, they more courageously head the household. 

It is also noteworthy that headship rates of urban males are lower than those of rural 
males. This is not because urban people in general have lower chances to head a 
household than their rural counterparts. Conversely, the propensity of household division 
in the urban areas is higher than in the rural ones, therefore, urban people in average have 
a higher possibility to be a household head. The reason for the lower headship rates of the 
urban males is mainly that much more urban females 'share' the responsibility of heading 
a household than rural women do. In fact, the urban single, widowed and divorced males 
have higher headship rates than their rural counterparts, while the urban married males 
have lower headship rates. On the other hand, urban women have higher headship rates 
than rural women in all marital states, however, the difference is biggest among the 
married. Therefore, it is mostly from their husband that urban women 'snatch' the title of 
household head, which increases their headship rate in contrast to their rural counterparts. 
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Table 5.5 Household headship rates by 
households only)  

age ! males 

marital state in Taihe, 1990 (for private 

single jmarried iwidowed jdivorced isum (single imarried 

Females 

Widowed:divorced jsum 

0-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

75-79 

80+ 

total 

0.08 

1.62 

7.05 

20.45 

36.21 

45.51 

53.80 

54.92 

68.00 

42.86 

57.14 

54.55 

57.14 

100.00 

100.00 

1.98 

19.86 

54.26 

78.22 

87.48 

89.98 

92.40 

93.31 

94.17 

89.86 

77.50 

65.46 

53.73 

46.04 

39.66 

81.68 

0.00 

40.00 

56.16 

73.64 

83.87 

88.76 

93.78 

89.97 

82.60 

67.17 

51.13 

38.59 

35.18 

30.08 
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21.43 

43.48 

67.44 
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Table 5.6 
households 

Household headship 
only) 

rates in urban and rural Taihe, 1990 (for private 

agej urban Rural 

males females ! sum males females | sum 

0-14 0.14 0.08 0.11 0.08 0.03 0.06 

15-19 2.60 2.12 2.37 1.67 0.25 0.98 

20-24 17.97 7.37 12.54 23.99 2.19 13.02 

25-29 56.97 23.33 38.54 71.70 6.35 38.68 

30-34 69.91 26.92 47.70 86.35 11.42 49.01 

35-39 70.36 36.87 53.81 90.04 19.09 53.85 

40-44 77.47 34.15 57.08 92.46 21.99 55.65 

45-49 77.24 36.94 58.56 93.59 21.50 55.32 

50-54 80.67 36.70 61.12 94.53 20.66 54.73 

55-59 73.86 36.53 56.33 89.60 19.12 51.90 

60-64 71.48 32.28 51.60 76.32 15.45 44.91 

65-69 66.67 32.66 46.75 62.42 12.89 35.66 

70-74 62.99 26.54 41.92 48.77 12.99 28.69 

75-79 60.56 29.23 40.30 41.00 14.64 24.79 

80+ 46.67 22.12 29.53 34.14 14.70 21.12 

total 33.91 16.04 25.08 35.11 6.84 20.93 

Our analysis of the household structure of Taihe results in table 5.7. The two- generation 
household is the most popular type in Taihe. Although the joint family accounts for a very 
small proportion only, 23.3 per cent of the private households are stem families. On the 
other hand, 4.25 per cent of the households only are one-person households. Since the 
more complicated households have bigger sizes, the proportion of the population living in 
a one-person household is as low as 0.89 per cent of the population in private households. 
The proportion of one-person households is bigger in the urban areas than in the rural 
ones, while extended families are more prevalent in the rural areas. However, the 
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proportion of three-or-more-generation joint families is higher in the urban than in the 
rural areas (1.05 versus 0.54 per cent), which contradicts the assumption that the more 
urbanised and developed an area is, the simpler its household structure will be. This 
phenomenon can also be observed in many other regions of China (Jiang, 1995). One 
possible explanation is that the urban housing shortage has forced married siblings to live 
together, because the joint family is outmoded everywhere else (Zeng et al, 1991a). 
However, the housing shortage in the urban area of Taihe is not as serious as in many 
other big cities, e.g. Shanghai or Beijing. This point needs further research. 

The results of our field work in Taihe, Shenzhen and in some other regions of China 
show that in the urban areas married siblings work separately in their own work units and 
have much fewer conflicts in productive co-operation. The latter is more often the case in 
the rural areas, where peasant households operate as productive units, especially under the 
household productive responsibility system. To avoid quarrels over labour division and 
differences in work efficiency, some former joint households have split up into nuclear or 
stem families (see also Johnson, 1996). Moreover, given their formal and regular pension 
and savings, the aged parents in the urban areas are economically more powerful than 
their rural counterparts, which enables them to exert more influence on their married 
children which might hold them living together 'under the same roof. 

Besides the stem-kin household members (spouse, (grand)parents, (grand)children, etc.), 
there is a group of population living as relatives and non-relatives in the private 
households. For example, a household head's sibling, uncle, nephew, etc. is registered as 
a relative, or friends of the household members are registered as non-relatives. In the 
private households of Taihe there were 7,206 and 864 persons recorded as relatives and 
non-relatives, respectively, which accounted for 1.6 resp. 0.2 per cent only of the total 
number of private household members in 1990. Some 60 per cent of the relatives and 
non-relatives lived in three-or-more-generation households, more than 30 per cent in two-
generation households, 8 per cent lived in households headed by a single male or female, 
and less than 2 per cent in one-couple households. 

Table 5.7 Household types of Taihe, 1990 (pri vate households only) 
household type total Urban rural 

# | % # % # 1 % 
one-person 4,037 4.25 374 6.04 3,663 4.12 

male 2,171 2.28 205 3.31 1,966 2.21 

female 1,866 1.97 169 2.73 1,697 1.91 

one-male with no children & parents, but with 524 0.55 74 1.20 450 0.51 
other relatives and/or non-relatives 
one-female with no children & parents, but 146 0.15 37 0.60 109 0.12 
with other relatives and/or non-relatives 
one-couple 3,767 3.96 296 4.79 3,471 3.91 

one-couple with no children & parents, but 148 0.16 18 0.29 130 0.15 
with other relatives and/or non-relatives 
two-generation 64,407 67.75 4,302 69.57 60,105 67.62 

with other relatives and/or non-relatives 2,589 2.72 283 4.58 2,306 2.59 

three or more generations 22,188 23.34 1,101 17.80 21,087 23.72 

with relatives and/or non-relatives 4,837 5.09 320 5.17 4,517 5.08 

three-or-more-generation joint family 546 0.57 65 1.05 481 0.54 

total 95,069 100.00 6,184 100.00 88,885 100.00 
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The Census also provides information on households with separated couples. There are 
mainly two factors contributing to separation of couples. First, due to constraints of the 
household registration system, if one partner (in most cases the husband) has a non-
agricultural household status but the other has an agricultural one, then they are very 
likely to be registered in separate households: the partner with a non-agricultural status 
would like to register in the town, while the other very often cannot join the household 
because of the high costs of living, not having the government subsidies which are 
provided for the non-agricultural population only. In a county like Taihe, it is not 
infrequent that the husband holds a non-agricultural status and lives in the dormitory 
provided by the work unit, while the wife holds an agricultural household status in the 
rural area together with the children (and sometimes with the parents-in-law), because 
according to the household registration regulations household status of children can only 
follow the mother's status. 

Second, since the mid-1980s the volume of migration has increased dramatically. Some 
married people moved to the developed eastern coastal area for better employment 
opportunities. Sometimes, the whole family would move together, but more frequently 
only one partner moved out alone and left the rest of the family behind. Table 5.8 
indicates that households with separated couples accounted for 15.8 per cent of the total 
households of Taihe in 1990. About 80 per cent of this type of households are with the 
husband being absent from the family. The separated-couple household is more common 
in the urban than in the rural areas (24.64 versus 15.18 per cent). Following the lifting of 
strict control over household registration, the percentage of separated-couple households 
can be expected to decrease in the long run. However, in the short term it might also go 
up together with population migration. 

Table 5.8 Households with separated couples in Taihe, 1990  

married males with missing wife, don't live 
with parents and children 
married males with missing wife, live with 
children but not with parents 
married males with missing wife, live with 
parents and children 
married females with missing husband, don't 
live with parents and children 
married females with missing husband, live 
with children but not with parents 
married females with missing husband, live 
with children and parents 
total 

total 

# 
Urban rural 

582 

1,397 

1,251 

396 

7,035 

4,353 

0.61 121 

1.47 490 

1.32 

0.42 

118 

49 

7.40 506 

4.58 240 

1.96 461 0.52 

7.92 907 1.02 

1.91 1,133 1.27 

0.79 347 0.39 

8.18 6,529 7.35 

3.88 4,113 4.63 

95,069 100.00 6,18 100.00 88,885 100.0 
0 

5.2.2 Shenzhen 

Among the 875,176 inhabitants of Shenzhen SEZ, according to the 1990 Census 506,502 
(58 per cent) lived in private households, while the other 368,674 (42 per cent) were 
accommodated in collective units. In comparison, Shenzhen SEZ had a much higher 
proportion of resident tenants in collective units than Taihe and China as a whole. The 
most important reason for this is that there were numerous temporary population 
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members in Shenzhen SEZ: it should be recalled to mind that 54 per cent of SEZ's total 
population were temporary population. Among them, 64.4 per cent were accommodated 
in collective households, 34.6 per cent only in private units; the corresponding figures for 
the permanent residents are 12.6 and 87.4 per cent. Studies reveal that the more urbanised 
and developed areas in the eastern maritime provinces and municipalities of China tend to 
have more temporary population per 1000 permanent residents (Tien et al, 1992). And, 
most temporary population members are young and single people. They mostly move 
alone and live in dormitories provided by the work unit for which they work. Hence, in 
general, the more rapidly the area is developing, the more attractive it is for the temporary 
population and, accordingly, the bigger the proportion of inhabitants residing in collective 
households will be. 
Moreover, it is worth noting that the proportion among the permanent residents of the 
SEZ of 12.6 per cent who live in collective units is also unusually high for China. This is 
closely related with the age and marital state characteristics of SEZ's population. As 
discussed in Chapter 4, 55 per cent of the men and 60 per cent of the women in Shenzhen 
SEZ are young and single people: 58 and 72 per cent in the temporary population, 50 and 
43 per cent among the permanent residents. Their age and marital state charactenstics 
allow them to accept (and to be accepted as) living in dormitories provided by their work 
unit, school, etc. 
Regarding Shenzhen SEZ people's living arrangements, it can be noted that about 99 per 
cent of the children (below age 15) lived in private households (figure 5.5). However, 
more than two-thirds of the youngsters aged 15-24 were accommodated in collective 
households. When people grow older, the proportion staying in a collective household 
decreases very quickly. For example, while it was around 25 per cent in age category 30-
50, 20 in age category 50-60, and 10 in age category 60-70, it dropped under 2 per cent 
after age 70, which suggests that most elderly reside with their descendants m private 
family households rather than in collective nursing homes. 

From another perspective, we find that 56.4 per cent of the single people lived in 
collective units, whereas 76.4 per cent of the married people reside in private households. 
Furthermore, 94 and 65 per cent of people living collective households and aged 20-24 
and 25-29 respectively were still single, the corresponding figures for their counterparts 
in private households being only 62.7 and 16 per cent. Thus, single young adults are more 
likely to live in collective units. However, as soon as they reach marriageable age, more 
and more come with families or move out of the collective households to set up their own 
family. 

Figure 5 6 shows that among those living in collective households, more than 80 per cent 
were young adults aged between 15 and 30. This pattern of age distribution is the same 
for both the permanent and the temporary population. However, permanent residents had 
a bigger share in age group 25-29 but a smaller one in age group 15-19 than the 
temporary population, although the mode was age group 20-24 for both. Those aged 
below 15 and above 40 exhibited rather small proportions in collective units. In the 
private sector, however, 20 to 24 per cent were children younger than 15 who constituted 
the biggest age group of members in private households; those aged 20^0 too made up a 
rather big proportion. Although most elderly lived in private households, they accounted 
for a very small proportion only, given that Shenzhen has an extraordinarily young 
population age structure. 
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Figure 5.5 Proportion of population in private and collective units in 
different aqe groups, Shenzhen SEZ 1990 
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Figure 5.6 Age distribution of permanent and temporary population in 
private and collective households, Shenzhen SEZ 1990 
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In 1990, Shenzhen SEZ had altogether 26,581 collective households, with an average 
household size of 13.87. Although more than 54 per cent of the collective households had 
less than 5 members, about 90 per cent of people in collective units lived in households 
with sizes larger than 5, some 68 per cent in households with sizes larger than 20, about 
50 per cent in households with sizes larger than 50, and about 30 per cent in households 
with sizes larger than 80. Thus, a great number of people lived in large-size collective 
units, since there are many large and medium-sized enterprises in Shenzhen SEZ which 
employ big numbers of young workers and accommodate them in collective dormitories. 

It is noteworthy that although permanent residents only accounted for about 13 per cent of 
all people in collective households, 20 per cent of the members of collective households 
with sizes larger than 80 were permanent residents, while the corresponding figure for 
smaller collective households (size under 20) was less than 10 per cent. Therefore, it is 
clear that permanent residents are more likely to be accommodated in the larger collective 
households than temporary population members, because many large-sized enterprises are 
state or collective owned and can provide a permanent household registration for part of 
their employees. They are in a privileged position to attract technicians and university 
graduates. On the other hand, people with a high education and high skills would like to 
move with a permanent household registration, and prefer to find jobs in larger-sized 
companies and factories. 
In the private household sector, more than half of the population in private households 
lived in three- or four-person households, whereas only a small proportion lived in 
households with a size of more than 7 persons (table 5.9). Compared with Taihe, we find 
that people in the SEZ were much more likely to live in one- or two-person households, 
but less likely to live in six-plus-person households, the proportions being 15 versus 4.3 
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per cent, and 15 versus 45 per cent. Furthermore, we can compare the distribution of 
households by size in Shenzhen SEZ, Taihe, and China as a whole. Figure 5.7 evidently 
demonstrates that, concerning its relative position in China, Shenzhen had comparatively 
much more small-sized households and fewer large ones, while for Taihe this is the other 
way around. Therefore, average household size in Shenzhen SEZ was only 3.27, 
significantly below the national level (3.97), whereas Taihe's household size is much 
bigger (4.73). 

Table 5.9 Distribution (%) of population in private households by size, Shenzhen 1990 
Household size permanent | temporary total 

1 2.30 6.54 3.79 

2 8.76 15.92 11.27 

3 30.78 22.25 27.79 

4 27.28 22.06 25.45 

5 16.52 16.21 16.42 

6 7.91 7.29 7.69 

7 3.67 4.18 3.85 

8+ 2.77 5.55 3.74 

total 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Figure 5.7 Comparison of percentage distribution of households by size, 
1990 

• Taihe 
• China 
QShenzhenSEZ 

Looking at differences in household size between the permanent and the temporary 
population, it is interesting to see that the permanent residents more often lived in 
medium-sized (3-6) households, while the temporary population more likely lived in very 
small (1-2) and very big (7+) households (table 5.9). Although the temporary population 
only accounted for 35 per cent of the total population in private households, 61 and 50 per 
cent of one- and two-person household members, and 62 and 91 per cent of members of 
10-13-person and 14-plus-person households belonged to the temporary population 
(figure 5.8). Therefore, one can imagine that many temporary population members who 
had come to Shenzhen SEZ could only set up small households if they established their 
own families. For example, couples moved in together firstly and left their children in the 
place of origin, although they might receive their children to join them later. Some 
childless couples might postpone childbearing before settling down in the new 
circumstances. These factors contributed to the high proportion of one-person and couple 
households among the temporary population. 

On the other hand, some proportion of the temporary population had come to the SEZ to 
join their relatives (sometimes friends). It is relatively easier for large households to 
integrate one or two newcomers. More importantly, those who maintain a large household 
are most likely to pay more attention to the importance of kinship ties and, therefore, 
more willing to help their relatives. Furthermore, to reduce the costs of living and to more 
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conveniently help each other, newcomers in the temporary population were inclined to 
establishing large households by sharing housing with relatives and friends. 

Table 5.10 provides evidence that 19.3 per cent of the temporary population took the 
position of a relative (14.5 per cent) or a non-relative (4.8 per cent) in a private 
household. This proportion is significantly larger than among the permanent residents. 
This type of household is expected to be unstable, since these 'relatives' and 'non-
relatives' may very likely move out to establish their own family or to live in a collective 
unit when they find a job. Table 5.10 also shows that temporary population members 
were much less likely to be identified as child in a family, compared with permanent 
residents. As migrants, they usually don't have parents in the place of destination. More 
importantly, many of them had to leave their children and aged parents behind; most of 
them had to postpone marriage and childbearing. 

Figure 5.8 Proportion of permanent and temporay population in 
households by size, Shenzhen SEZ 1990 
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household position permanent temporary | Total 

# j % !# |% !# |% 
head 102,714 31.21 52,181 29.41 154,895 30.58 

spouse 73,603 22.37 34,470 19.43 108,073 21.34 

child 128,892 39.17 45,648 25.73 174,540 34.46 

parent 7,265 2.21 1,430 0.81 8,695 1.72 

grandchild 4,570 1.39 9,134 5.15 13,704 2.71 

grandparent 188 0.06 344 0.19 532 0.11 

relative 10,587 3.22 25,654 14.46 36,241 7.16 

non-relative 1,253 0.38 8,569 4.83 9,822 1.94 

Total 329,072 100.00 177,430 100.00 506,502 100.00 

To investigate household size by age of the individual, figure 5.9 demonstrates that very 
few youngsters (below 20) and middle-aged people (between 35 and 45 years old) lived 
in one- or two-person households. However, this kind of very small households was more 
frequently observed among young adults (aged 20-30) and the elderly (older than 50). It 
is noteworthy that the younger elderly (aged below 70) had relatively higher proportions 
living in two-person households than the oldest old (aged above 70), the latter showing 
the largest proportions living alone because of the increase of widowhood with 
proceeding age. Living in a three-person household was most prevalent among young 
adults aged 25-39 and children younger than 15, while living in a four-person household 
was the situation more often among people aged 35-54 and younger than 20. Living in a 
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large household (5 or more persons) was rather rare among young adults (aged 25-39), 
but more prevalent among the elderly and among teenagers (15-19). Consequently, 
average household size was larger for youngsters aged below 20 and elderly aged above 
65, moderate for middle-aged people (40-60), and smallest for young adults (20-39) 
(figure 5.10). 
The pattern of changes in average household size by age is basically the same as in Taihe, 
with two major differences, however. First, average household size of people in Shenzhen 
SEZ is significantly smaller than of people in Taihe for all age groups. Second, the largest 
household size was observed among middle-aged people in Taihe, whereas it were the 
elderly who had the largest average household size in Shenzhen SEZ. This doesn't 
necessarily mean that the elderly in Shenzhen were more likely to co-reside with children 
than those in Taihe: as a migrants-receiving and young city, Shenzhen SEZ has much 
fewer old people, and therefore middle-aged people in SEZ had fewer chances to live 
with old parents and to set up larger extended households even if the elderly had the same 
propensity to live with their children as in Taihe. Thus the large extended household is 
more often observed among the elderly than among the middle-aged people in SEZ, 
compared with the situation in Taihe. 

Figure 5.9 Age distribution of people in private households by size, 
Shenzhen 1990 

Figure 5.10 Average household size of people by age, Shenzhen 1990 
(residents in private households only) 

The total headship rate (for private households) in Shenzhen SEZ in 1990 was 45.8 per 
cent for men and 14.9 per cent for women (table 5.11), both significantly higher than in 
Taihe (35 and 7.3 per cent, respectively). This implies that people in Shenzhen SEZ had 
greater possibilities to head a household, or to set up a smaller household. With the 
exception of this difference, we notice that the basic pattern of headship rates by sex, age 
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and marital status is quite similar in Shenzhen SEZ and Taihe. However, two peculiarities 
should be pointed at. 

First, the decrease of the headship rate among the elderly in Shenzhen SEZ was not as 
significant as in Taihe, especially for women. This suggests that the transition of headship 
from the older to the younger generation is not as common in the SEZ as it is in Taihe, for 
two reasons. Firstly, old people in the SEZ are more economically independent, their 
propensity to co-reside for economic reasons is lower, and thus they are less likely to pass 
on headship to their son. Secondly, migration of young people is very common in the 
SEZ, the reason why old people have less opportunity to co-reside with their children and 
to transfer headship. 

Second, although headship rates of people in all marital states were higher in the SEZ 
than in Taihe, the difference is largest among the singles. In Taihe, 1.98 per cent only of 
single males and 0.2 per cent of single females had the chance to head a household, while 
these proportions in Shenzhen were 7.42 and 4.69 per cent. Traditionally, single persons, 
single women in particular, stayed with their parents even when getting old. Therefore, 
they were very unlikely to be household heads. This kind of situation is still prevalent in 
Taihe and in most of regions of China. However, many SEZ people delay marriage but 
live apart from their parents, so that they can head their own household. More 
importantly, as migrants, many people in the SEZ are far away from their parents and 
other relatives. Therefore, one-person households are rather common in the SEZ. 
Moreover, some young people in the SEZ delay marriage or even don't want to get 
married for their whole life. At the same time, the rapid socio-economic development 
provides conditions for people to afford the expenses of living alone. People who in the 
old days wanted to be independent but were unable to live alone due to shortage of 
housing and other economic problems, are able to live alone nowadays. 

Comparison of the headship rates of the permanent and the temporary population reveals 
that the permanent residents had higher chances to head households (table 5.12). As 
mentioned above, many members of the temporary population came to join their relatives 
and friends, thus had fewer chances to be household heads. More importantly, temporary 
population members were more likely to reside in collective units. It is a simple matter of 
fact that people living in collective units are less likely to become a household head 
because of the large household size. If we separately look at private and collective units, 
we see that permanent residents in private households had only slightly higher headship 
rates than members of the temporary population. Moreover, although the headship rate of 
female temporary population members in collective households is lower than that of their 
counterparts among the permanent residents, the headship rate of male temporary 
population members in collective households is even higher than that of the permanent 
residents. Therefore, the main reason for temporary population members of less likely 
being a household head is their bigger proportion accommodated in collective units. 

Furthermore, inspection of their headship rates by age shows that, compared with the 
permanent residents, temporary population members were more likely to head a 
household in the younger age groups, but less likely to do so when they are old, while 
there was not much difference for the middle-aged groups. Inspection of headship rates 
by marital state shows that single temporary population members had much higher 
headship rates, and widowed ones much lower rates, than permanent residents. This is 
understandable because most singles are young, while the widowed are mostly in the 
older age groups. Therefore, young-and-single temporary population members more often 
come to live independently, whereas young-and-single permanent residents are more 
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likely to stay with their parents. On the other hand, most of the old temporary population 
members just come to join their children and other relatives, while old permanent 
residents are much more likely to keep their headship status even when they become 
widowed. 
Table 5.11 Household headship rates by marital state in Shenzhen SEZ, 1990 (%; for 

males ; Females 

age sinqle [married jwidowed [divorced jtotal Is ngle Imarried 'Widowedjdivorced jtotal 

0-14 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 

15-19 4.56 30.93 0.00 4.69 3.85 15.54 0.00 100.00 4.13 

20-24 19.17 64.79 0.00 50.00 29.20 13.60 16.48 62.50 20.00 15.03 

25-29 33.77 78.26 50.00 63.64 68.41 25.22 18.24 67.31 63.46 19.18 

30-34 45.40 83.34 80.00 82.98 81.81 38.09 20.72 88.89 71.66 21.64 

35-39 46.71 82.41 94.12 87.50 81.96 50.87 22.58 95.04 87.27 23.79 

40-44 51.35 81.04 89.36 87.93 80.80 56.82 25.13 89.18 86.54 26.69 

45-49 48.19 81.97 86.67 90.20 81.76 68.42 23.68 86.35 91.67 26.06 

50-54 58.11 80.88 72.94 94.44 80.72 46.67 23.84 60.96 64.06 26.59 

55-59 51.02 75.81 67.57 82.14 75.49 40.00 21.51 47.04 70.00 25.59 

60-64 57.69 66.37 55.38 66.67 65.75 16.67 18.34 34.85 35.56 23.32 

65-69 58.33 60.09 45.88 40.00 58.65 31.25 16.77 29.42 37.29 23.03 

70-74 100.00 52.03 37.22 57.14 49.53 0.00 16.09 25.10 23.81 22.06 

75-79 77.78 49.38 37.95 50.00 46.54 50.00 14.01 25.06 19.35 22.81 

80+ 50.00 49.03 34.83 50.00 43.57 50.00 9.62 26.24 27.59 24.86 

total 7.42 79.21 51.53 80.80 45.78 4.69 20.42 35.96 65.95 14.92 

Table 5.12 Household headship rates of 
Shenzhen SEZ, 1990. 

permanent and temporary population in 

permanent Temporary 

age private collective sum private Collective sum 

males females males females males females males females males Female 
s 

males females 

0-14 0.15 0.12 0.43 0.49 0.15 0.13 0.06 0.12 0.17 0.00 0.07 0.11 

15-19 1.23 1.18 1.41 3.08 1.28 1.42 12.06 9.14 4.58 3.81 6.19 4.50 

20-24 17.09 9.28 6.49 7.89 11.47 8.85 39.65 20.30 6.77 4.99 12.43 7.88 

25-29 70.22 17.37 12.49 10.70 53.96 16.71 65.69 21.99 9.79 7.20 27.29 15.82 

30-34 83.97 23.37 11.39 13.10 74.58 23.16 77.53 18.33 12.35 6.67 38.91 15.89 

35-39 82.55 26.69 12.39 13.17 78.20 26.54 80.68 16.19 13.30 7.04 40.24 14.26 

40-44 80.11 29.44 11.28 10.42 75.67 29.35 82.56 17.08 14.16 9.05 38.82 15.34 

45-49 81.32 28.28 10.93 13.16 76.88 28.21 83.04 16.76 14.13 10.66 36.58 15.42 

50-54 81.36 31.28 11.55 0.00 78.49 31.19 78.28 12.81 15.23 12.82 37.55 12.81 

55-59 79.08 34.57 17.31 25.00 77.71 34.53 65.03 10.81 17.90 16.02 36.98 11.53 

60-64 77.52 37.20 24.39 42.86 76.59 37.22 46.13 7.82 20.94 13.10 34.55 8.20 

65-69 75.50 39.58 33.33 33.33 75.00 39.56 32.39 5.02 19.12 9.26 27.94 5.16 

70-74 67.58 35.69 33.33 O.OC 67.16 35.64 20.13 4.15 16.90 8.33 19.69 4.20 

75-79 65.04 33.13 25.00 16.67 64.69 33.04 11.98 4.32 12.50 0.00 12.00 4.28 

80+ 56.73 32.06 75.00 66.67 56.92 32.3C 8.45 5.04 0.00 0.00 8.00 4.99 

total 46.41 15.4S 8.16 7.9S 39.86 14.94 44.6C 13.87 8.93 4.88 21.04 8.24 
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Comparison of the household structures of Shenzhen SEZ and Taihe reveals that there 
were much more one-person households in Shenzhen SEZ (table 5.13). The proportion of 
one-person households of the total number of households in the SEZ is 12.38 per cent, 
which is almost three times that in Taihe. It should be recalled to mind that urban Taihe 
had a higher percentage of one-person households than rural Taihe (6 versus 4 per cent), 
and that living alone is much more common in SEZ than in urban Taihe. Though we 
cannot simply conclude from this that the more socio-economically developed a region is, 
the more likely it will be for people to live alone, it has been proven in international 
comparison that people in developed countries are more inclined to live alone than their 
counterparts in developing countries. The increase of one-person households is related to 
economic growth (living alone is affordable), social development (enough social facilities 
and services), and individualisation (desires for individual freedom). However, it should 
be pointed out that the high proportion of one-person households in the SEZ is also 
related to its particularly high migration rate. 

Unfortunately, it is difficult to decompose the effects of migration and socio-economic 
development on the proportion of one-person households. One might get aware of the 
influence of migration through the fact that a significantly higher proportion of the 
temporary population in the private household sector lives alone than is the case for the 
permanent residents in the SEZ. It is not easy to predict future developments of the 
proportion of one-person households in Shenzhen, because two major opposite effects 
will work simultaneously. On the one hand, rapid socio-economic development and 
growing influence of westernisation may further increase the percentage of one-person 
households. On the other hand, growing control over in-migrants may decrease the 
migration rate of new one-person-household migrants, married people who have settled 
down in the SEZ but were separated from their spouses and children may be allowed to 
receive their families to join them, and a large amount of young migrants may get married 
sooner or later. All these factors may cause the proportion of one-person households to 
decrease in the near future. 

According to the 1990 Census, the proportion of one-couple households in the SEZ was 
10.87 per cent, much higher than in Taihe (3.96 per cent) and China as a whole (6.48 per 
cent, see Jiang, 1995). However, the more complicated two-generation and three-or-more-
generation households accounted for 59.88 and 9.52 per cent respectively, significantly 
less than in Taihe (67.75 and 23.34 per cent) and China as a whole (67.3 and 19 per cent). 
This too must be attributed to the higher level of socio-economic development of 
Shenzhen SEZ and its characteristics as a migrant-receiving society. 

Moreover, great numbers of people lived in private households as relatives and non-
relatives in the SEZ. There were altogether 46,063 persons identified as relatives and non-
relatives, accounting for more than 9 per cent of the members of private households in 
1990. Among all these 'relatives and non-relatives', one-third lived with a lone person 
who had no next-of-kin (spouse, (grand)parents, (grand)children) in the household; 
another 12 per cent lived with a couple, and 55 per cent resided in a two-or-more-
generation household. Fifteen per cent of the two-generation households and 30 per cent 
of the three-or-more-generation households lodged 'relatives or non-relatives'. With more 
new-coming in-migrants finding a job or setting up their own family, the proportion of 
relatives and non-relatives in the private households will decrease in the future. However, 
this will very unlikely simplify the household structure of the SEZ. Actually, with the 
'relatives and non-relatives' constructing their own families, single persons getting 
married, couples who postponed childbearing starting to give birth, and the ever-
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separated family members joining, the household structure may easily become more 
complicated. 

Table 5.13 Household types in Shenzhen SEZ, 1990 (private households only) 
— — — — ^ — ; *-J . . . " " " ~ ii o 

household type 

one-person 
male 
female 

one-male with no children & parents, but with other 
relatives and/or non-relatives 
one-female with no children & parents, but with other 
relatives and/or non-relatives 
one-couple 
one-couple with no children & parents, but with other 
relatives and/or non-relatives 
two-generation 

with other relatives and/or non-relatives 
three or more generations 

with relatives and/or non-relatives 
three-or-more-generation joint family 

total 

19,183 
12,539 
6,644 
5,948 

2,641 

16,774 
2,852 

92,751 
13,894 
14,746 
4,475 

494 
154,895 

% 
12.38 

8.10 

4.28 
3.84 

1.71 

10.87 

1.84 

59.88 

8.97 
9.52 

2.89 
0.32 

100.00 

As discussed above, 23.6 per cent of the married people in the SEZ lived in collective 
units. Undoubtedly, most of them were separated from their spouses and families. 
Moreover, in the private sector too there was a group of married people separated from 
their spouses. Being an important receiver of migrants who are mainly driven by 
economic incentives after the economic reforms, Shenzhen SEZ absorbed tremendous 
numbers of males and females who were married but separated from their spouses. This 
group of people amounted to about 95,000, among which about 82,000 (73,000 males, 
12,000 females) lived in collective units, and 13,000 lived in private households. In the 
private sector, altogether more than 23 per cent of the private households were with a 
married but separated man or woman. The proportion of males and females who are 
separated from their spouse and not living with children and parents is therefore much 
higher in the SEZ than in Taihe and most other regions of China. The prevalent type of 
this kind of separated living arrangement is that the husband moves out for a job and 
leaves the family behind. Therefore, the number of married but separated males living 
alone (e.g., without spouse or children) is significantly higher than that of their female 
counterparts (table 5.14). On the other hand, the number of married females who are 
separated from their spouse and reside with children and with or without parents is much 
higher than that of their male counterparts. 

Table 5.14 Households with separated couples in Shenzhen SEZ, 1990 (private households only) 
— — _ ~ ' j+ ! o / 

Item 
'married males with missing wife, don't live with parents and children 
married males with missing wife, live with children but not with parents 
married males with missing wife, live with parents and children 
married females with missing husband don't live with parents and children 
married females with missing husband, live with children but not with 
parents 
married females with missing husband, live with children and parents 
total households 

% 
9,834 
3,120 
1,340 
3,828 

11,946 

6.35 
2.01 
0.87 
2.47 
7.71 

5,837 3.77 
154,895 100.00 
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5.3 Conclusion and discussion 
In interaction with the other elements of the regional system, the family shows distinct 
patterns of adaptation to the varieties of socio-economic, cultural, political, 
environmental and demographic characteristics of regions. Operating in the regional 
structure, the intangible but basic mental elements such as motivations, preferences, and 
expectations of family formation, are mediated and challenged by the regulators. The 
regulators (environmental accessibility, socio-cultural situation, economic capacity, 
regional organisation, etc.), inherent to the regional system or influenced by external 
input, can be positive or negative, can stimulate or constrain the realisation of the 
expectations and preferences of family formation in the regions. In China's old days, 
large and joint families were preferred and encouraged everywhere. Regulated and 
constrained by the socio-economic, environmental, and demographic conditions, the 
preference for a large and joint family could hardly be actualised. Given the variation in 
circumstances between regions, before the end of the 1940s a relatively rich region such 
as Shenzhen had larger and more complicated households than a poorer and more remote 
region such as Taihe. Due to the changes in socio-economic, cultural, and particularly 
demographic conditions after the establishment of the People's Republic of China, a set 
of new visibly manifest elements of family formation could be observed in the regions. 

Family composition belongs to the hard core of social structure. The effects of global, 
national, and regional changes in economic, political, and cultural aspects on family 
formation, expansion and dissolution only operate indirectly through the regional 
structure, and are very often disregarded. Chinese households are apt at meeting threats to 
the integrity of their basic culture, and very flexible in their response to new economic, 
political and social transitions. Facing substantial challenges of economic and political 
changes during the past decades, China's household composition has remained rather 
stable, which deviates from the 'convergence theory' based on nuclearisation and 
westernisation of household structure parallel to modernisation and industrialisation. 
Moreover, political intervention and governmental policies other than urbanisation and 
industrialisation played a greater role in the fields of fertility, marriage, public health, and 
migration in substantially changing China's demographic conditions. Statistical analysis 
demonstrates that changes in demographic conditions, particularly in fertility level, have 
been the main driving forces behind variations in household size and household 
composition during the past decades in Taihe, Shenzhen SEZ, and China as a whole. 
However, the determinants of household size and household composition vary across 
regions, related to variation in regional structure as well as in external and internal input. 

On the other hand, characteristics of households give rise to important effects on regional 
socio-economic development. Studies in the Pearl River Delta indicate that the great 
number of overseas relatives of local residents played an important role in the economic 
development of this region. From the mid-19th century, large numbers of émigrés moved 
to America, Southeast Asia, Hong Kong etc. In the 1980s, the entrepreneurial skills and 
capital of these émigrés were sought in response to the introduction of economic reforms 
and opening-up policy. Kinship connections and local loyalties have become a central 
part of local development initiatives (Johnson, 1996). For similar reasons, the large 
volume of out-migrants from the underdeveloped regions like Taihe since the mid-1980s 
is expected to contribute to the current and future socio-economic development of their 
places of origin. 'Out-moving for work' is encouraged and supported by the local 
officials of Taihe, since they believe that the strong family ties and local loyalties will 
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guarantee remittances from, and further investments in the local economic development 
by the out-migrants. 
The large volume of migration since the mid-1980s has greatly affected household 
formation in the places of origin and destination. However, studies of the effects of 
migration on household composition and household size are insufficient. Our research 
indicates that their relatively unstable position forces many migrants to postpone the ages 
at marriage and childbearing, which has an important influence on household formation, 
especially in Shenzhen SEZ as mainly a destination place of migration. Departure of the 
young adults as out-migrants significantly decreases the household size and simplifies the 
household structure in Taihe, an underdeveloped and rural area as mainly an origin place 
of migration. In the meantime, the effects of migration on household size and household 
composition in Shenzhen as mainly a migrant receiver are twofold. On the one hand, ïn-
migrants mostly come alone or with small families, and establish one-person households 
or very small nuclear families only, which serves to decrease average household size and 
to simplify household structure. On the other hand, many in-migrants come to join their 
relatives and friends, and some of them join together to establish a large household in 
order to reduce the costs of living. Both ways apparently make average household size to 
rise and household composition to become more complicated. Considering these two 
opposite effects, it seems that the former factor has exerted a greater influence and has 
given rise to a rather small average household size in Shenzhen SEZ. 
Moreover, population migration substantially increases the number of people living in 
collective households, especially in a major receiver of migrants like Shenzhen SEZ. The 
more developed an area is, the bigger the number of temporary population will be, and 
the larger the proportion of tenants in collective households will be, because most tenants 
in collective units are young people who are motivated by economic incentives and 
pursue better employment opportunities. The collective household is a transient period in 
their lives only. In the private household sector, one can observe a much bigger group of 
people identified as relatives and non-relatives of the household head in Shenzhen SEZ 
than in Taihe. This phenomenon is also mainly induced by the greater number of in-
migrants and temporary population who come to Shenzhen SEZ and join the family of 
their relatives and friends, or establish new households with relatives, fellow-townsmen 
and friends. 

Another effect on household characteristics resulting from population migration is the 
growing number of households with separated couples. One part of the couple (most 
often the husband) moves to find better economic opportunities and higher payment and 
leaves spouse and family behind. The separated couples, the 'relatives and non-relatives 
in the private households as well most of the tenants in collective units, are the unstable 
factors in household composition, in the recent past and in the future. Decomposition and 
reorganisation of households resulting from these unstable factors has become 
discernible, as the in-migrants gradually settle down, get married, give birth, receive 
family members to join them, or leave the current place and return to their original 
families It should also be noted that all these unstable factors of household composition 
and temporary population status are closely related to the household registration system 
and the migration policy. For example, in the evolution of reforms in the household 
registration system the strict control over household status is very likely to be relaxed. 
Consequently, an increasing proportion of people will move together with their family 
members rather than as an individual. Therefore, this will significantly decrease the 
incidence of separated-couple households, relatives and non-relatives in the households, 
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tenants in collective households, etc. Looked upon from this perspective, further 
investigations, especially policy impact analyses, are highly welcome. 

There is a belief from previous studies that migration increases the possibility for women 
to head a household and increases women's status in the family, given that the husbands 
are more often absent from the family and leave the responsibility of running household 
production and domestic work to the wife. Besides, the increasing payment of women 
from 'out-moving for work' helps them to enhance their relative importance in 
contribution to and status within the family (e.g. Goldstein et al, 1997). Our statistical 
analysis in Taihe and Shenzhen SEZ doesn't reach such a kind of conclusion. However, 
our research shows that women in Shenzhen SEZ do have higher headship rates than 
women in Taihe, and headship rates of women in urban Taihe are higher than among 
their rural counterparts; in a comparative sense, it is from their husbands that women in 
urban Taihe and in Shenzhen SEZ 'snatch' the head-of-household title. Therefore, in the 
wake of socio-economic development, urbanisation, and modernisation, women will 
have greater possibilities of heading a household, and their household status will 
significantly increase. 

Inspecting the pattern of change in headship rates by age, average household size by age, 
and living arrangement by age, we studied the typical age-specific family history of 
people in Taihe and Shenzhen SEZ. Although there were some differences, we have 
observed very similar formal patterns of age-specific family history of people in the two 
regions: living in moderately large and complicated households during childhood, in 
large and complicated households in their late teenage period, in small and simple 
nuclear households during early adulthood, in large and complicated households at 
middle ages, in small and nuclearised households in their early old age, and in relatively 
big and complicated households in their late old age. In the history of one's life there are 
generally three times of expansion and two times of contraction of one's household. 
Obviously, the classical concept of the family life cycle, which divides the history of a 
nuclear family from marriage to the dissolution by death of the surviving spouse into six 
phases (Sorokin et al, 1931; Loomis and Hamilton, 1936; Glick, 1947), cannot be 
applied to the Chinese case. There have been continuous efforts in the field of family 
demography to extend the concept of family life cycle to include unstable marriages, 
incomplete families, and remarriages, along with never-marrying persons, with or 
without children, by differentiating into more than six phases or generalising to other 
types of family than the nuclear types. And Höhn (1987) enlarged the partial concept of 
family life cycle into a concept of life course. Our proposal of typical living arrangement 
of people in Taihe and Shenzhen SEZ here doesn't try to generalise, or to present a 
normal course of family life of Chinese people, which would go beyond the ambition of 
this research. Instead, we do hope to have added knowledge for understanding the 
complexity of family life in the Chinese context and for interpreting in concise and 
plausible form the normative and dynamic pattern of households in Taihe and Shenzhen 
SEZ. 




