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Abstract: Using data from the survey “Health and Well-being of Rural Elderly ( HWRE) ” in one
district of Shaanxi province conducted in 2011 this paper examines the protective effect of New
Rural Social Pension on the quality of life of the rural elderly as well the moderating effect on

association of family structure and quality of life. Gender differences in the protective and
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moderating effect of New Rural Social Pension is also explored. Findings show that the New Rural
Social Pension significantly improved the quality of life of the rural elderly and the impact exit for
both male and female. However compared with the elderly who have at least one son the quality of
life of those who are childless or have only one child is significantly lower. The New Rural Social
Pension is more likely to significantly improve the quality of life of the one—child elderly. There is a
gender difference in the effect of family structure on the quality of life of the rural elderly; New
Rural Social Pension significantly buffers the negative effect on quality of life of elderly women with
one child.

Keywords: New Rural Social Pension; quality of life; family structure; gender difference
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