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An Analysis to the Supply and Demand of Social Security for Rural Households

Practicing Family Planning Policy in Developed Coastal Area

CAI Fu-man WANG Shi=ze WANG Yi+ing ZHU Xiaoing
(Department of Nursing Wenzhou Medical College Wenzhou 325035 China)

Abstract: A stratified cluster random sampling and logit models were used to analyze the situation and
type selection demand levels and effect factors of social security for rural households practicing family
planning policy in developed coastal area. Results proved more perfect social security systems had been
established in this area however its satisfaction was low. The old-age security medical security
children’s schooling and employment were the most expectation that them hoped receive but there exist
huge differences among them. They hoped receive high pensions quotas pay less insurance premium
obtain early pensions and prolong length of time to pay off. Therefore in order to resolve supply-demand
contradiction local government should improve the range and quality of social security emphasize
individual difference and prolong length of time to pay off.
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P(y = 1)

g =Log P(y = ) =By +BuX, + BN, + +B£/)Xp
P X ¥
2 o 2 :
’ 1 5
5
2 Logistic
( )
-0.565 0.533 -0.390 0. 656 -0.909 0. 684
(40 )
30 0.951 0. 622 -0.063 0.751 0. 847 0. 853
30 ~40 0.411 0. 634 0.922 0.751 1. 186 0. 888
( )
0. 443 0.815 1.244 0.917 -0.035 0.916
( )
0. 582 0.532 1.286 0.923 0. 148 0. 692
0. 348 0. 654 1.207 1.011 0.616 0. 805
( )
-0.199 0.872 0.912 0.971 0. 643 1.163
-0.420 0.791 0.409 0.874 0.227 1. 098
( )
1.186 ™ 0. 552 -2.073 0.761 2.426 " 0.795
3.744 7 1. 251 -2.080 1.567 1. 206 1.593
( )
2.530 1. 630 —-3.998 *** 1.298 1. 084 1.232
( )
-0.397 0. 655 - 1.348" 0. 800 0. 130 0.923
-0.860 0.579 -0.436 0. 636 -0.248 0.789
¢! )
5 -0.332 1.452 -4.036 """ 1.218 3.467 ** 1. 690
1~5 -0.211 1.193 -2.184 1. 424 -0.913 1.534
-2.370 2.284 6. 064 " 2.116 —19.339 *** 2.082

—2Loglikelihood =348. 858

Cox&Snell R? =0. 658

Nagelkerke R? =0. 708

McFadden R* =0. 406
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3 (ordinal logistic)
( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
( )
0.075 (0.451) ~0.271 (0.293) ~0.186 (0.287) 0.094 (0.319)
(40 )
30 0.029 (0.584) 0.072 (0.367) 0.240 (0.365) ~0.367 (0. 408)
30 ~ 40 0.038 (0.591) ~0.291 (0.381) 0.039 (0.377) ~0.388 (0.424)
( )
~0.321 (0.712) ~0.322 (0.413) ~0.636 (0.421) ~0.207 (0. 488)
«C )
0.576 (0.457) -0.240 (0.280) 0.820 (0.280) " -0.406 (0.304)
0.731 (0.592) ~0.567 (0.371) 0.266 (0.354) ~0.064 (0.389)
(
0.795 (0.738) ~0.341 (0.452) ~0.661 (0.451) 0.718 (0.507)
0.180 (0. 662) ~0.467 (0.419) ~0.179 (0. 415) 0.335 (0.471)
(
0.080 (0.467) 0.372 (0.303) ~0.441 (0.297) 0.510 (0.330)
~0.460 (0.692) 0.596 (0.428) 0.434 (0.429) ~0.430 (0. 469)
(
0.306 (0.718) ~0.025 (0.428) ~0.606 (0. 440) ~0.070 (0. 463)
«
~5.805 (0.816) ™" 0.244 (0.373) 0.416 (0.368) 0.279 (0. 406)
~4.820 (0.711) ™" 0.316 (0.313) ~0.166 (0.307) ~0.026 (0.336)
(1
5 9.282 (1.202) ™ -0.318 (0.431) 0.076 (0.433) -5.318 (0.734) "
1~5 3.615 (0.558) ™ -0.387 (0.389) -0.287 (0.389) -2.256 (0.645) "
- 2Loglikelihood 204. 899 435.260 458.034 343.334
Cox&Snell R? 0.618 0.039 0.117 0.386
Nagelkerke R? 0. 740 0. 045 0.132 0. 446
McFadden R? 0.533 0. 020 0. 057 0.243
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