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Labor Supply of Near-elderly Women and Child Difference in Intergenerational Transfers
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(China Center for Economic Research, National School of Development,
Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: This paper investigates the relationship between time wansfers, financial transfers and paid
employment of women. We also examine how transfers vary with the gender and genetic relationship of the
child. The results show that near-elderly women are likely to assist their children by working more, either by
increasing time spent in paid employment in order to provide monetary transfers to their children, or working in
an informal capacity providing grandchild care themselves and maintaining their original level of employment.
In addition, these women are more likely to provide transfers especially time transfers, to daughters than to
sons; and they also tend to transfer more to biological children than to stepchild.
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