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Abstract

As the main way of the third distribution, philanthropy needs the wide participation of the whole
society. Family is the basic unit of Chinese society. Family-centered traditional culture has a pro-
found impact on charitable donations. Family income type and education investment are impor-
tant factors affecting family donation willingness. Based on the 2018 data of the China Family Pan-
el Studies (CFPS), this paper empirically tests the influence of income sources and education input
on family donation willingness. The sample regression shows that the stable income part and fam-
ily education emphasis in family income have significant positive promoting effects on family so-
cial donation. The emphasis on education in the past promotes family charitable donations, but
there is also a certain substitution effect. According to this, it is necessary to take measures to im-
prove the willingness of social donation and solve the dilemma of insufficient third allocation of
resources in ensuring the stability of residents’ income and promoting social equity, improving
the overall education level of society and cultivating the awareness of charity.
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1. 518

AR, HaARBEERWIEKRE, ERNE = EERENEEIRGEA S — 31k
REBAFFER . HE R et il — P EREE =R ERAERH, KEZRSF, SFERANTE
AR, A EEF AR BT B AR R[] BEE RS SRS, JCHGR (PR AR
FNE 283805 ) WA DAk, ok WG RIS 521288 Fllh . RE Y ATH 2R+ 1 ZE 2
AR N, R A E 2B B A S S BE BoR, 2020 SE ML AIAS A2 BB T 1218.11 12T 524.15
276, IR AE 83.52%, EtLSIRMERFE I E[2]. A RIS NHER R+ 2 4R (1 JE A 5L T,
RN S HEE AT T AR TN AR E T, A E S TG 7 A AE Nt S B AR T,
WREAEEAMFIE AL G, LLIRFESL R Y5k 9 HE Rl 0 5K 2 A S 1 R 48 5F 1) 52 & S S 4% & +h
ENESE T A8 B A o NS e X[3]. CA TN F BRI R A 248847 it AT 00, A
B MR TR REESE M FEEWON S5 5 BE N A2 0 BR 25 20 T R B4R 647 9[4]: Yen (2002)
T A3 AR 2 5 B Bl A S IO KT B3 T 3 s I 4510 (5] A Be &1 (2019) 55 78 T BUIA BE AN K
FEAR G (1 5 m [6] . 5K 754K (2017) 38 I BfF 7049 H 2 R AR I 2B IR B 52, 49 AR A4 & — Fh 4k
AR, AR NIRRT A

HEAMEX BN RSB, B AR TR R ERR I S T, KEEE N EE
I ) 5 AR B T HLAE AR S AT AR SR AR B IEARAS BRI AL . A SO T A e 2 U A B FE Al AT
FRBEIE, S5 HKBEWNEMEHEF RN A EEIREA, KM Statal6 xfH [ 52 EE i A
CFPS2018 IR E s AT 4T, WIS UEA RN SR X SR BE AL 2 B AR Fr 5 5% 45 DA R 20 B 5
M K BE AL 23RS I VE FALEE, FRITAE A E BNF S E RN B EE LR, NREBEIT NS
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ERAEFEWCL L, S5 AN SRR R R, BEIREIE S K — 30 L)
Ko AN NEEREHT TRV 5B BRI R R RBP4 0IY & Bk, H
T FH TR 0 )t i 2 3 B AR IUBRARR R RS R R s 2 o 5 G A5 (201 2) 38 e XL T AR SR BN
SO LA 26 3 R A B AT 70T IE ] T B AR AR S A ORE 7] W SR FORE RIS AR — N B4R, DA
FIENPR EARBAT SR G 58, A A A

HIRAEWNSER b, ARG NS 2838 380 (52 AN AR ] . 22 80(1999)i8 1 “ /LB ™ 71X —
AR T AN RSN SRR S5 BE ok SR ) B B S AT 17 (2002) A A AN BEAR IR A BN T 0] 28 B R 1R 52
WA K, AR SRS B 5 57 s s AR AR P A 9RIR 25, AEA PR AGUSONAZAE — € 85 HH AL
JS2[8]0 A 2R i BN 73 A RIS AR AR PRI, DO R ESNEAE F T 437 D AR SR RE
AFEE, SR IO AR SO R o BRI ARG 20 7™ 5 R 4 V1 2 PO AN 263 4RI S5 M ST [9]. 4
BRI AR, SRR A RO SRIR 200 S B2 SR AT S48 Bl s e AR A R BRI R 12 0
VB FH a3 S 2 31 Bl TR ) 2% 7 2Ot A 2 4R B B ad i

AT EEHTEAO N . ZE W A 55 TSN AN T BESON DY A 5 SN SRS 24 B 5 B
MIs2m, JFARIESZ BRI 737 R 3R AR A E IR R /N 73 S, e — RSN ARE T 1 T B
ANFE THURNAZLE— A E WON[10], =R 5 H AT RLAHE 41 H %% TARUR O I R Fa i
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H1: AFEZRBFIONKIERE TS 525 M S R A AR S H .
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FRRANNS B S W& EEGR; =, 22 RIFHE R R RA S RIER GRS E 2 W & (R #E. Brown
A Ferri (2016)WF 78 A LG N ) BEIRAR B SR TH S SR /K [11]. =, HE R 2R Lt
FTTUHYON , FEARORRANH E 1. AT FUIE I B G S5 0 RS2 0 R FE IR T N HEAT 2838 8 1 1) 280
WA NI IN[12]0 ST BEASE S BE AT AP RS R E A M EE R, RIFEE MR R
o 1E S BEAR B AL R [13] 0 PRI T R FAS ) AN AL R S RE » HOnS 30 O B AR R 20l ol 5 ) R e T 242
TN ER R, ST E BRI s, it 24T N[14]. 28 ETiE, #A X 2B IR 15 T+ A
FE VA BE D FAE I RIAREIE SR E rPOn 0 R AN B 0] X e ek 2 8 B R A I TR SR A
RO I 2 S N TR AS R 1 T SO A AR B R A R . P BE S (2014) 38 1 2 Mk i e R
HIRH BN Z I RIS BEIR A« AN TSI R E BT A BB M, SRR & v USROS Y 5K RE )
A EMARL[15]. A FUE I 2018 4R P ) H0H S B AN SR g SR BRS B0 S RE 2 AT oA AL
FERAEWIZ B S0 R AR AT IR, Rt B
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3. WA
3.1 HRIEFRSHIERIE

ASCEAE 2SR E 2018 41 “H E K EERRER R A IH 4 E R A 2E(CFPS). #7841 31 A4
B HEX, SAN(E)EE, FKERGMAD NS =3, Bk T ES5 R RS . A
LFRERHHAFRIFKEN A, EX AR SR NEIE . R EIHT 2 R e T 48 RS, &
L3543 12,907 F kT W DA -

32. AIRTE

3.2.1. HREGE
NG FBEWN R E BN BRI, A% O SR, @B R A

donat = f, + gjincty + 3, X, +u, 1)
donat = 4, + Bedu + B,acedu + £, X; +; )
donat = 3, + fedu + S,acedu + giincty + 5, X, + U, (3)

Horp i 1 DAREA S L HH S AT edu MISXBERAS & acedu fE MR E, B 2 DARIEASFE
WA KVEZE AL incty NRFEAS R . HRRAL & donat & SCAFEESRIEHL. Ui R ZET.

322 HEBTE

AL T B AR AR BN K BEARIE AN donat, BACAPRER LA itk 12 M HAE SRRSO
A “at Bt AN HEHAD NG TR P AN A g 37 2 oG (B VA AR R AT DATR G Jb s e 52 ) 5%
FEARIE (AT NI, S A P i i /0T et I 1 2 X e AR i

323 RBETE

KRR B F B HFEWN SR F U E B S HAPUROCRIERIE . R EAER
WANGE =1, & =0). BEAEMEFAERANGE =1, & =0). BEAESMESTHRANGE =1, f =0).
MAELREIRANGE =1, & =0). HEEMREA: KBOL A H BE TS (edu) il & 1 2415
O PN SR RE 5 15 8 (acedu) & AT B HE N

324 FHITE
AR AE K EIERIR S 7028, NIEALSCH . FREEN DB A K2 A NAE i A &, DL
P X ZE S AR TR ZE RGN ZE 7 3 BN A AE N
3.25. REHMERFE
NIAUERE 4, ASCESLAZ BN, b £ SR i T B 1) R ARECE R (acedu) BUE 1N
TR ERNRER.
donat = 3, + gedu + S,acedu + Sedub + 5, X, +u, (4)

4. STHER
4.1, FERES AT

R 1R T AR REMRYEG IR ek FoRE, RIER T g Sl 208 EARERENE,
FAEBRZESE, X HREAA AT it 2 R SR IUIREEAR &, H 4 s BUE Va5 LSS
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of each variable

* 1 FTEmRMSEIT

RE w/ME BAH FRME R EE

FREAR I A 0 7000 292.500 972.600
RBAAEL N 0 1 0.450 0.500
RGAEEMERE RN 0 1 0.100 0.300
RGAEIMHFT TR 0 1 0.400 0.490
REA THERRA 0 1 0.350 0.480
WE 12N HHEEH 0 40,000 4437 7962
FEE A& 0 500 36.82 81.51
Fe i IR 0 1 0.520 0.500
NIEALSH 0 30,000 4086 5211

FREWN 0 650,000 49,606 104,138
FEEN TR 1 9 3.530 1.810

4.2. EIALER

4 2 NHFBEWNRI G180 R S AR R R R M M4 R A SOR SR INT 73 O
ZUE WO A S TN T BN 3, ASKREAL R BB MR R &, IR R & .

W R B R BE IR 2 2K

Bl KEEIE RAFF RSB AL AR E N DO Pt &, ol UR BB K

FEN RSN L A i AT B A R B B 2 B B . B 2 N 1 R B MR R A BRI,
MGV ACE ] ARSI, A FOCKRIEX (AR B R R AR BN BRI, HA2 SRR —
WA R R BN, RS ) H A AR B AN AR DL SR ST R A7 A8 S AN AT T R R M R )

BN SAE—E R ERRRR A SRR, AME S5 TRIMC RS 1

iE 7R 2.

Table 2. The regression results of income type differences and family social donation activities

T 2. WARBEREREGRLERNEIFER

ARPIAH L] R AR AR, 7256

ZE BRI 1 AR 2
FET IR 1309917 77547
NIEAL S H 0.024™" 0.021""
ENION 0.001™ 0.001™"
FEEN TR 0.532 -5.419
AL N -31.120"
RBAAEMERE RN 214.672""
SETAFAESN 55 TN 67.216™"
REE LR 132.313™
B 68.222"" 49.381"
R 77 0.047 0.055
F 1l 159.54™" 93.08"™"
e VTN T BIFORE R RHE 0.1, 0.05. 0.01 K B E(FIF).
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% 3 AFPEHH B S 21RO R I B 45 R ASCR R EARE R 7 9 AT 2
AHRANEH BRAFRN, 5K AARE L HE RSO AR BT E, URER SR EU A
B, AARANARE, HREHIARRAL. RIHEE 3 AIHSEHE SR K ER RIS 520
IEFEME, Ui B B AL ISR REAE R 4R B Rl B AR S s 2, OIS AR BB E SRR S E
BNXS AL ARG I, ASCAERRL 4 RN | —FH A IR 22 0 eduace, AR SIAIE 7 A 45 R AT
F, BRREEHRASHRFEREEI, HfE—ERE LH 99 2E BN R 2R & e 1 5
WRSE, AT e (4 i DA A B2 A S R AR BN A KR I AT 90t 24 0 3R A7 D9 B — e i AR IR
Wt O R R BN S e X 2 BRI 2, W RE R RIS S B S SRR S 51 E
Wb, SECHIBE RN TR REISS, SRR SSED Hras R — € R _EISE 7R 4.

Table 3. The regression results of educational investment and family social donation activities

3. HERASREHSRIEEDREIEER

R A 1 AL 3 A 4
ST I 130.9917" 87.964™" 85.487""
NS H 0.024™" 0.021™" 0.021™"
FEEWRN 0.001™" 0.001™" 0.001™"
FREN DR 0.532 -9.915" -11.240"

kR ARHAFELH 0.007" 0.008™"
KT 1.476™ 1.655""
HE L HIN -0.001""

B 68.222"" 65.024™" 63.726™"

R77 0.047 0.066 0.06804

F A4 159.540"" 152.480™" 92.990™"

5. &R 5EW

AICHIM CFPS2018 #udh, X [F Py R BEAR I B SRR 3R BEAT TSR HT, RS T BRI 5%
B EAEEN K RE B EAREAAAEBON B E .. WAt BCRE, — 5T, FIEWRN R A A2 5E 1
FE G 0 XS b 2 AR A BT IAF AL 1L [F) (K FREE AR A T A e PR RSO N S R U 2 S 4 G i g 7 A i £
Mo HJRPE e TR E W RIS AT RO N ZR I SN, BRI ARSI K RIS, ik
FREH L RN BN G EAENIE TR R e Hk, Fsg MR R AR I TN, K
AR B R BN DI U E IO XSS, BRI S At 4RI R 1 EER T RS AR IS N Oy 288 1R I 32
BB AN, R S RS E JE RN T, PRARAE K. S —T5 T, ASCHARY T KR E St
A2 B A, DERF TR IESE 12 80 BEIG1RTHE RUON , AR FU SRS R Wy — A B Ak
{10 % A F A A I 0 TR R B SR T AT B TR b X AR R R, Wt T R
AL R B SN 20 S RE ARG S 21 2 25 R A G e VR T, T SR AR S AL B AR ) LA
P 0 A2 ) 5 B — 2D IORIE AU SRR . BeAh, ASCUL R EEAE NI REAS, 3 LS R BRI K EE 1Y
ARG, S SBR IR AT REAT T R, ARSI AR SCUESE T FREE SN SRR A S SRR 5t
RARMGAR AR, DL S50 (3R 2835 L AN ER = IR BC ) R R BAT — 8 SRR X, I8 SiE
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2 IR BEH M NRIEZ R E I 57 BN, ORI A AR O RUE I K g T H N T 22 4k
BOR, Z25RERMIAT NN E. R g A RE B (e B R HUL e, HEeE—ER
JZ bS] fE RABB I . ARSI, B RN S RE AR W RO BN L) 3= ZE R P 7 T AR e —,
R RN BEBS TR TE R BRI s H =, e VRN REWS 45 T K E RO TR SN T, et bk 52
e AT AT, FETRERNZ FEUERIOANZEREZRE, B, ERTHE RSN
M, B E BT 55 SN SR PEONAE SR S RSN o B, i/ RN 228, UK e AR K
BN SEBAE 2

52. BUREREER, BEEBREXHIR

52 B A% G SO Rl 22 55 S o [ A 2 (3RS ST AR R R M AR 1M . BRI U
IR TR R e, B TR ER 7 KT SRR AR BE N SO 0. SRR R — NS SR (2 5 S0
A KE DRI M E A ZA . MAESREEEA T, RESRESES “HE”
HIEEA BT 2 HKBE[16], ZKBEH A AF N — TR BRAL IR BT R, REns S 4 s fie it L 2 AR B AT A
BIEIREE IR, TR R IR S5

53 HEHBENUHE, AFELSBMBAR

FREEVE A 2R B R IR R AP KR ISR Y, 23] B UL RES e — D AR B 4T . B
BRE R EENBEL ORI REE T . FE LA REE LB NEIFR 28 &
BIRHBAL. KEEELA T UMESEREENEES S, FHEOFEAEEEZ RGN EE A F M
S5 RNEEEIREYH § A ENEE N, HFREEWASIL AR, BEREIT RN FE
PSR E RN A LAESE, (Rt Ak T A, I EE L R I R AT I A
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