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Intergration on Basic Pension Social Services and Mind
Care System for the Old in China

WANG Yanzhong

Abstract: It is a great and urgent task for China to build the old security system due to the fast aging problem.
China had made great effort to build the basic pension system for all the old. The social cervices system for the old
had been constructed in some large cities and China’ s law urges the Children should look after their parents. But
the unbalances are still existing between different areas and 3 branches of the old security system. This paper gives
some suggestions on the development of the old security system and urges the government should integrate the 3
branches of basic pension social services and mind care system in order to meet the basic need for the old in
China.
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