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The Institutional Design of Rural Eldercare in the New Era:
Historical Context Realistic Dilemma and Development Path

LU Jiechua GUO Fangei CHEN Jihua CHEN Yinggang

Abstract The institutional design of rural eldercare is granted as an important part of the implementation of the national
strategy to actively deal with the aging of the population. The party and the government have always attached great impor—
tance to the issues of rural eldercare system and actively deal with the aging of rural population from the perspective of in—
stitutional design. Since the beginning of the new era the aging of rural population has shown some new characteristics
such as large base accelerated process urban—ural inversion family empty nest aggravation a high proportion of female
elderly aging before getting rich and so on. It is found that since the founding of the people’ s Republic of China the de—
sign of the topdevel rural erldercare system has experienced five distinct stages: germination start-up development pro—
motion and shaping; so far the design of rural eldercare system has made positive progress and preliminary results in its
conception legal system and pension security. However there are still obvious shortcomings in the design of the institu—
tional system of rural eldercare in the aspects of the advanced response urban—rural separative governance policy fragmen—
tation and multisubject participation. In the next step the institutional design of rural eldercare service should be based on
innovative ideas focusing on the overall design of the framework in advance response focusing on key groups increasing
financial investment building multiple subjects and promoting professional services.

Keywords New era; Eldercare system in rural areas; Institutional design; Historical context; Framework system



