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CHAPTER 1. HOUSING NEEDS AND PREFERENCES: FAMILIAL, SOCIAL, ECONOMIC
PSYCHOLOGICAL AND HEALTH CONSIDERATIONS

Introduction

The purpose of the project was twofold: 1) to gather and analyze
data on the housing options available to and preferred by elderly Iowans
through a survey and 2) to disseminate the results of the study so that
efforts to improve housing conditions and broaden the options available
to elderly Iowans can be developed. The statewide survey of the housing
needs of elderly individuals is comprised of two populations. The
primary population is older adults (aged 60-74 and /5 and over) who live
in urban and rural areas of Iowa. A secondary population, consisting of
the children of the primary respondents, is included because of the
potential role of children in assisting their elderly parents in making
housing decisions.

Iowa's Elderly Population

Iowa's elderly population has been steadily growing in this
century. There has been a growth rate between 1950 and 1980 of 32
percent for those 60 and older and 188 percent for those 85 and older
compared to a growth rate of 11 percent for Iowa's total population
(Gosselink & Goudy, 1986). In the last decade, Iowa's population
increased by 3 percent. During the same time period the population aged
60 and older increased by 9 percent and the population aged 85 and older
by 42 percent (Gosselink & Goudy, 1986). Iowa currently ranks fifth in
the United States in proportion of residents who are 60 years of age and
older. Only Florida (23.1%), Rhode Island (18.6%), Arkansas (18.5%) and
Pennsylvania (18.2%) exceed Iowa's proportion of older people at 17.9
percent (Gosselink & Goudy, 1986). In terms of the population over the
age of 85, Iowa ranks first in the nation with 1.54 percent.




CHAPTER II. METHODS AND PROCEDURES

Sampling and Data Gathering for the Samples of the Elderly

The population for this study consists of all persons 60 years of
age or older living in households in Iowa at the time of the study. The
sample was stratified by age (60-74 and 75+ and residence (rural and
urban). The urban zone was defined to include all cities with
populations of 20,000 or more and their associated urbanized areas as
defined by the U. S. Bureau of Census. Urbanized areas are incorporated
towns and cities and certain specified unincorporated areas in the
environs of cities with populations of 50,000 or more. The remainder of
the state constituted the rural zone. Crossing age with residence
creates four subpopulations or strata. A total sample of about 300
interviews was desired, divided roughly equally between the zones, with
at least 50 being from the smallest subgroup - persons 75 and older in

the urban zone.

Because there is no feasible method available for sampling
individuals directly in the general population, the plan was to select a
sample of households and then select eligible persons from the sample
households. The information was to be collected by personal interview.
To reduce costs, the screening procedure used was to identify eligible
households (i.e. those containing one or more persons 60 years old or
older) by telephone using the so called Random Digit Dialing method.
The basis of this method is the selection of a random sample from all
potential telephone numbers in an area recognizing that many of the
numbers will not have been assigned and others will have been assigned

to telephones not associated with households. An advantage of this
method is that all households having a telephone, no matter how recently
assigned, have a chance of being included in the sample. Once a

household was reached, a short screening questionnaire was administered
to discover who, if anyone, in the household was eligible for inclusion
in the study and whether they would be willing to participate if
selected for a personal interview.

To arrive at a sampling rate that would yield the desired number of
interviews, it was necessary to know or to estimate:

a) The number of eligible households in the population,
b) The proportion of all potential telephone numbers that are held

by households,
c) The rate of cooperation that would be realized.

Census data are not available that give the number of households that
contain one or more persons 60 years old and older. Data are available
giving the number of persons by age and place of residence, the number
of households in which the householder or spouse is 65 or older, and the
number of persons 75 or older living alone. Using these data and making
some assumptions about the distribution of eligible persons among




households to fill the informational gaps, estimates of the number of
eligible households in each of the subgroups were made. Past experience
was used to assign values to items (b) and (c). On the basis of these
estimates, urban and rural sampling rates were established that were
expected to produce the desired minimum number of interviews in the
smaller subgroup in each zone.

In both zones, sampling was in three stages. In the urban zone,
cities were selected in the first stage. Cedar Rapids, Davenport, and
Des Moines (the three largest) were included with certainty; six of the
remaining thirteen cities were selected with probabilities proportional
to their sizes in terms of estimated number of eligible households.
Within each sample city, telephone exchanges, as defined by the 3-digit
prefix, were selected with probabilities proportional to their sizes in
terms of the number of working 100-number banks they contained. A 100-
number bank is the term used to designate a group of 100 potential
telephone numbers associated with a specified 3-digit prefix coupled
with the first two digits of the 4-digit suffix. A working 100-number
bank is one which, according to the telephone company, contains at least
one number that has been assigned to a household. Within each sample
exchange, telephone numbers were selected at a rate such that the
previously specified overall sampling rate (which is a product of the
sampling probabilities at each successive sampling stage) was
maintained.

Because a personal interview study is costly, it is economically
desirable to concentrate the interviews to some extent rather than to
spread them entirely at random over the state. To this end, 16 counties
were selected at the first stage in the rural zone. Selection was done
in a systematic manner with probabilities proportional to the estimated
numbers of eligible households. The counties were first ordered
geographically within the 16 areas established by the Agency on Aging.
The effect of this ordering coupled with the systematic selection was to
assure that the sample counties were well-scattered geographically.
Within each sample county, two communities were selected with
probability proportional to the numbers of 100-number working banks
assigned to them. Within sample communities, telephone numbers were
selected at rates such that the previously specified overall sampling
rate was maintained. Because of the uncertainties about the estimates
and assumptions upon which the sampling rates were based, a reserve
sample of telephone numbers was selected in each zone to be used if
needed. The entire sample was used in the urban zone, and about one-
third was used in the rural zone. At the end of the telephone
screening, the numbers of eligible persons who were identified and
agreed to be interviewed were as follows:




Age Rural Urban Total

60-74 147 157 304
>75 82 57 139
Total 229 214 443

From these age by zone pools of eligible persons, the final samples
were selected, at random with the restriction that no more than one
person could be selected from a given household. 1If a household
contained one or more persons 75 or older as well as one or more persons
between 60 and 74, the selection was made from the older age group. The
slight bias introduced by this procedure was thought to be an acceptable
accommodation to the difficulties in finding the desired number of
subjects 75 or older. The final sample numbers were:

Age Rural Urban Total

60-74 107 115 222

> 19 60 57 117
167 172 339

These numbers allowed for an overall additional attrition rate of about
12 percent. The selected persons were sent letters notifying them of
their selection after which they were again telephoned to confirm their
willingness to cooperate. At that time, an additional 31 refused to be
interviewed and 13 were unavailable because of other reasons (e.g. too
ill, deceased, moved). This left a total of 295 actually assigned to
field interviewers. Of these, 277 were eventually interviewed, 12
refused, 3 became too ill, and 3 more had died. The breakdown of the
277 interviews is as follows (the corresponding targeted number is shown
in parentheses):

Age Rural Urban Total

60-74 91(95) 100(102) 191(197)

> 75 45(53) 41(50) 86(103)
136(148) 141(152) 277(300)

There are 156 females and 121 males. Urban and rural sample sizes
are very similar, 141 urban and 136 rural. The groups. 75 or older, and
the younger groups, 60-74, are comparable to each other in size.




Understandably, there are larger younger groups than older groups, and
more females than males in the older groups.

The percentage of population over the age of 60 in each of the
selected counties is shown in Table 1. Of the counties in the sample,
Ringgold in southwestern Iowa has the highest proportion of people over
the age of 60 (27.2%) followed by Montgomery (25.1%) and Pocahontas
(24.5%). Eight of the counties in the sample have between one fifth and
one quarter of their populations over the age of 60: Allamakee, Hardin,
Mahaska, Montgomery, Pocahontas, Ringgold, Winnebago, and Tama. Scott
County has the lowest proportion of those over 60, 12.5 percent. Polk
County has the most residents over 60 followed by Black Hawk, Dubuque,
Linn, Scott, and Woodbury (Figure 1).

Of the residents over 85, Black Hawk, Dubuque, Linn, Polk, Scott,
and Woodbury each have 1000 or more of the 85+ group in Iowa while
Ringgold has nearly 3 percent of its population 85 and older (Gosselink
& Goudy, 1986). Scott has the smallest percentage of Iowans 85 and
older.

Using 1980 census data and classifying urban as persons living in
central cities, closely settled territories surrounding a central city
or incorporated places of 2500 or more, 55 percent of those Iowans 60 to
64 live in urban areas. The proportion who live in urban areas
increases with each decade until after age 85; 62 percent of Iowans are
living in urban areas.

The sex ratio differs for urban and rural regions. More women live
in urban areas than in rural areas; more males live in rural areas than
in urban areas, suggesting that rural women move to urban areas when
they become widowed. Of the total population over age /0, females
represent 59 percent, and women make up 67 percent of the total
population in their 80’'s (Gosselink & Goudy, 1986).

Seventy-one percent of women and 87 percent of men who are 60 to 64
are married. By ages 75-79, 32 percent of the women are married but
only 13 percent of the men are widowed. For the women between 60 and 79
years, three times as many (15,609 females compared to 5,521 males) live
alone as do the men.




Table 1. Percentage of Population over the Age of 60 in Sampled
Counties
Population Population
County Over 60 County Over 60
Alamakee 22.2% Marion 19.0%
Blackhawk 14.3 Marshall 18.6
(Waterloo) (Marshalltown)
Chickasaw 19.0 Montgomery 4 P |
Clay 18.2 Muscatine 16.3
Crawford 19.0 Plymouth 19.2
Dallas 17.6 Pocahontas 24.5
Dubuque 15.0 Polk 14.5
(Dubuque) (Des Moines)
Hardin 22.5 Ringgold 27.2
Jackson 18.2 Scott 12.5
Jones 18.3 (Davenport area)
Lee 18.6 Tama 22.4
Linn 14.0 Webster 19.5
(Cedar Rapids) (Ft. Dodge)
Mahaska 242 Winnebago 231
Woodbury 17:8

(Sioux City)
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Interviewing. Letters were sent to the respondents who had agreed
to participate in the study. The letters indicated that interviewers
would telephone to schedule an appointment for an interview. The
interviewers contacted and scheduled appointments with their own
assigned respondents. The interviewers received training and
instruction in techniques to contact the respondents, to establish an
interview setting, and to elicit, edit, and document clear responses,

The respondents were interviewed in their own homes. The setting
was chosen by the respondent only with the instructions that the place
should be comfortable, provide a quiet environment without interruptions
or intrusions, and would allow visual and physical access to the variety
of response cards used during the interview. The average length of time
for all interviews was 55 minutes,

Sampling and Data Gathering for the Sample of Children

The respondents who have living children were asked for the names
and addresses of all their children. Questionnaires were mailed to 698
adult children of the older respondents. Approximately 72 percent of
the adult children returned completed questionnaires, 258 daughters and
250 sons. Questionnaires were returned by 268 children whose mothers
were interviewed and 240 children whose fathers were interviewed.

The urban under 75 parent group has 186 children who responded; the
urban, 75 or over have 64 children who have responded. The rural under
/5 group has 181 children who responded and the rural 75 or over, 77.
The percentages are very similar distributed across the age categories,
about 36 percent each for the rural and urban younger groups, and from
12 percent to 15 percent in the urban and rural older groups. Children
in all birth orders from one to 12 returned questionnaires although 76.4
percent of them are either first, second, or third children. Almost 50
percent of the adult children live more than 60 miles away from their
parents but approximately 34 percent or one in three live in the same
community (30.5%) or same household (3.9%) with their parents.

Plan of Analysis and Presentation of Results

The data have been processed and electronically entered for
computer analysis. Appropriate computer programs are utilized to obtain
descriptive and statistical information from both sets of data. SPSSX
and SAS programs are used to perform the statistical analyses.

The analyses of the data from the primary sample describes and

explores the following: housing needs of elderly persons, with
reference to awareness of, preferences for, demand for, and
acceptability of various housing options. The data are reviewed with

the goal in mind of providing information relevant to the design of
living space for the elderly, including the design of new housing
alternatives,

|
!




The data from the secondary sample are used to assess the
capability and willingness of children to be involved in meeting the
needs of their elderly parents and in the choice and adoption of support
services that are available, accessible, and needed by elderly
individuals. The relevance of the children’s data for the design of
housing alternatives for their parent is analyzed.

The findings are presented in Chapters II through VII. Chapter III
discusses the nature of Iowa's elderly population by age and location.
Included within that chapter are descriptions of the family situation,
the social situation, the economic situation (income), the psychological
adjustment, and the health of the respondents.

Chapter IV focuses on external and internal support of the

respondents. Family support, health-related services, and psychological
support are included.

In Chapter V, housing conditions of the elderly respondents are

described. The housing conditions are examined with respect to age and
location,

The subjective deficit analysis of the housing needs and
preferences of the elderly respondents is presented in Chapter VI. The
analysis is discussed and some conclusions are drawn.

The plans that the respondents and their children have made for the
future are examined in Chapter VII. Whether or not the elderly

respondents and their children have investigated housing alternatives is
also part of that chapter.

Finally, Chapter VIII summarizes the study and its results.
Conclusions are drawn from the data.




CHAPTER III. THE NATURE OF IOWA'S ELDERLY POPULATION BY AGE AND
LOCATION

The purpose of Chapter III is to describe the nature of Iowa's
elderly population by age and location. The sample for the study is
characterized in terms of the family and social situation, the economic
situation, and the psychological adjustment of the respondent.

Family and Social Situation

According to 1980 Census data, as ITowans age, greater proportions
of them live alone than when they were younger (Gosselink & Goudy,
1986). Among those 60 to 64, only 14 percent live alone but more than a
third live alone when they are 85 or older. For women in the older age
category, more than half live alone. The aged tend to live apart from
their children. The living arrangement is due to many factors such as
greater economic independence of both generations than in earlier
decades, high rates of residential mobility with adult children moving
away from childhood home, and high rates of marriage among the children.

More than a third (36.1%) of the sample lives alone and slightly
more than half (50.5%) live in a two person household. Less than 15
percent of the respondents live in households that include more than two
people.

The picture varies somewhat in terms of household size. Greater
percentages of both rural and urban, 75 and over live alone compared to
those under 75; the proportions are very similar for rural and urban,
The rural 75 and over elderly have no households larger than two
persons. The urban households tend to be larger, especially among those
under /5. There are, however, more two person households in the rural
areas than in urban areas. The under 75 rural group has nearly 64
percent two-person households, the 75 and over almost 45 percent. Out
of both rural groups, only 11 percent of the under 75 group have any
additional members in the household. The rural older person has fewer
persons in the household to prcvide support than do the urban elderly

(Table 2).
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Table 2. Household Size by Rural and Urban Age Groups

Household size Urban Rural
size <75 Yok <75 75+
1 29.0% 56.1% 25 ..3% 55.6%
2 48 .0 34 .1 63.7 44 . 4
3 lie 0 2.4 8.8 0.0
4 4.0 4.9 el 0.0
5 2.0 0.0 11,40 0.0
6 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7 0.0 2.4 0.0 (%0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (81) (45)

The second person in the household is most frequently a spouse
(89.8%), followed by a child (6.2%), a grandchild (0.6%), and others
(3.4%). For the 37 households that have three members, 78.4 percent of
the third members are children. The other relationships are grandchild,
in-laws, and other. There are 12 four person households: seven of the
4th members are children, four grandchildren, and one grandson-in-law.
For the larger households, from five to seven, additional members are
grandchildren, in-laws, and children (Table 3).

Table 3. Relationship of Household Member to Respondent, Total Sample

Household Members

Relationship 2 3 4 5 6 7
Spouse 89.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Child 6.2 78 .4 58.4 60.0 0.0 0.0
Grandchild .6 D& 3375 40.90 50.0 100.0
In-laws 0.0 10.8 83 0.0 50.0 0.0
Other 3.4 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (177) (37) (12) (5) (2) (1)




By group, the urban elderly have more children living in two-person
households than the rural, although the older respondents have more
children living with them than younger. In the urban 75 and over age
groups, a grandchild is the second most frequent person in the
household. 1In all households over two persons, children appear most
frequently except for rural 75 and over where there are no households
greater than two persons.

In summary, more than half the respondents live with a spouse. A
third live alone. The next most frequent members of the household are
children (n=50), grandchildren (n=11), in-laws (n=6), and others (n=8).
Others include siblings (n=5), fiance (n=1), friend (n=1), and
housesitter (n=1).

The Characteristics of the elderly respondent. The marital status
of the sample includes 57.4 percent married. 2.5 percent divorced, 35
percent widowed and 5.1 percent never married. More under 75 are
married than 75 and over. For the urban and rural under 75 age groups
respectively 65 percent urban and 71.4 percent rural are married. A
very small proportion is divorced, none in the urban 75 and over group.
The proportion of widowed persons increases with age. There are no

never-married in the 75 and over rural group (Table 4).

Table 4. Sex and Marital Status of Respondents by Group.

Urban Rural
<75 75+ <7 75+

Sex

Female 57.0% 68.3% 45.1% 66.7%

Male 43 .0 31.7 54 .9 33.3
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)
Marital Status

Married 65 J0% 34.1% 71.4% 335 3%

Divorced 2 0.0 4 . 4 23

Widowed 29.0 56.1 1% .6 64 .5

Never married 4.0 9.8 6.6 0.0
Totall 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)
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Slightly more than 1 percent of the sample has less than an
elementary education, about 14 percent have some high school and almost
36 percent have completed high school. Another 18 percent of the total
sample have gone to college or vocational school and 8 percent have
received a college degree. Four percent have some graduate work or have

completed an advanced degree. The mean grade level is 11.7 with a
median of 12.00. Only one in the total sample has no formal education
(Table 5).

The younger groups have the highest educational achievements. The

mean for urban under 75 is 12.5 years of education completed, median is
12.00; for rural under 75 the mean and median are both 12.00 years of

education completed. The urban under 75 age group has the lowest mean
and median.

Table 5. Educational Levels by Group

Urban Rural
<75 75+ <75 75+
Mean 12,5 1085 12.0 10.8
Median 12.0 10.0 120 12 .0




Sixty percent of the sample are retired. Another 13 percent are
homemakers. Slightly more than 13 percent are employed full-time, and
another 8.3 percent are part time workers. Of the remainder, 2.2
percent are unemployed and 3.2 percent are disabled. Table 6 shows the
percentages by age and location. The rural under 75 group has the
highest percentage employed (25.3%) and the lowest percentage retired
(42.9%) .

Table 6. Employment Status by Age and Location

Urban Rural

Employment Status <75 Vésh <75 15+
Full-time 13.0% 2.4% 25.3% 0.0%
Part-time 9.0 0.0 13,2 4.4
Unemployed (looking) 2.0 0.0 1. 0.0
Unemployed (not

looking) 1.0 0.0 2,2 0.0
Homemaker 12.0 2.4 14.3 20
Retired 58.0 90.2 42.9 71:1
Disabled 5.0 4.9 gl 2 L
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (100) (41) (91) (45)

|
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Most of the respondents, 86 percent, have living children; 38 of
them do not have children. Only 12 percent of the respondents, all of
whom are /4 years of age or younger, have living parents. Of those 33
respondents, 25 have a mother who is living and 5 have a father who is
living; 3 respondents have both parents living. The percentages of

living children and living parents by age and location are shown in
percent in Table 7.

Table 7. Kinship Patterns of the Elderly Respondents by Age and
Location

Urban Rural
<75 75+ <75 75+
Living Children 89.0% 75.6% 89.0% 84 .4%
Living Parents 14.0 0.0 20729 0.0
Mother 78.6 0.0 7 0.0
Father 14.3 0.0 157 0.0
Both VAR | 0.0 0SS5 0.0
| Subtotal 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
| N (14) (0) (19) (0)

Of the respondents 74 years of age or younger, 89 percent have
living children. Of the older, rural sample, 84 percent have living
t children as compared to 76 percent of the older urban sample. The
average number of children for each respondent who has children is 3.1.
The most common number of children per respondent is two.




Table 8. Frequency and Percentage of Children by Age and Residence
of Respondents with Children.

Urban Rural

o 75+ <75 75+
3 12.5% 22.6% 13.6% 28.9%

2 28 .4 4T R 28 .4 .5 I |

3 273 29.0 24,7 15.8

4 15.9 9.7 19 .8 19,5

5 = 4T 0.0 8.6 15,8

6 3.4 12.9 245 0.0

7+ A 0.0 2.4 7.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (88) (31) (81) (38)
Mean S Y, 8] 3.0 3.0

Table 8 indicates that respondents living in the urban areas have
slightly more living children than do the respective age group of
respondents living in rural areas.
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Characteristics of the adult children of the elderly respondent.
In the adult children’s households, the mean household size is 3.2, the
median is three. Households size ranges from 1 to 9 with one child
residing in a convent. Around 10 percent of each of the age-residence
groups’ children lives alone. The children of older respondents are

more likely to live in 2-person households (Table 9).

Table 9. Household Size of Adult Children by Parents’ Age and Location

Household Urban Rural

Size <75 75+ <75 75+
1 11.8% 9.4% 0. 5% 7.8%
2 24,7 45,2 16.6 40.3
3 26.9 18.8 16.6 20.8
4 24 .2 20.3 33.0 18.2
5 9.7 4.7 i S 3.9
6 2.2 1.6 3.9 2.6
7 0.5 0.0 i 1 5.1
8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (186) (64) (81) L L7




The adult children were asked how many in their households were
over the age of 60: 452 respond none, 36 have one person over the age
of 60, and 17 households include two persons over the age of 60. 1In
all, 11 percent of the households include persons over 60. The
respondents were also queried about the number in the household who were
18 years or younger; 193 households have no one 18 or under, but 62
percent of the households include persons 18 and younger. It is more
likely that children whose parents are 75 or over have someone over the
age of 60 in the household, and that those whose parents are under age
75 have someone 18 or under in the household (Tahle 10).

Table 10. Persons in Adult Children’s Households who are over 60 and
Under 18 by Parents’ Age and Location

Urban Rural
Over 60
1 6.5% 18.8% 1.7% L, 73
2 3.2 9.4 BE 3.9
Under 18 01233 43. 1% 74.6% 49 . 4%
N (186) (64) (181) (77)

The mean age of the adult children who responded to the
questionnaire is 39.9. The median age is 39. The ages range from 17 to
69 with 3.8 percent of the adult children sample aged 60 or over, and
62.2 percent between the ages of 35 and 60. The ages of the spouses are
higher than the adult children respondents’ ages. The mean is 40.9 and
the median is 38. The ages range from 19 to 80 with 50.4 percent who
are 39 years or less. Four percent of the spouses are 60 years or
older. No spouse is present for 109 (21.6%) of the adult children who
responded (Table 11).

Table 11. Ages of Adult Children and Spouses

Adult

Children Spouse
Mean 39..9 40.9
Median 39.0 38.0
Range 17 to 69 19 to 80

—— — —
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Over 90 percent of the adult children rate their health as good to
excellent (Table 12). Only 0.8 percent rate their own health as poor.
Less than 2 percent of the respondents need some type of help with
personal care. The majority of spouses have good or excellent health
with 6.3 percent of the respondents rating the spouses’ health as fair
or poor. Only four spouses (1.0%) need help with personal care.

Table 12. Health of Adult Children and Spouse

Adult Spouse
Children
Poor 0.8% 15%
Pl A Bt
Good 42 .9 46 .2
Excellent 48 . 6 47 .5
Total 100.0% 100.0%

N (504) (398)




Less than 3% of the adult children respondents have less than a
high school education. Over one-third have completed high school. The
mean grade level completed is 13.9, the median 13.0. A quarter of the
children have some college education, 22.2 percent have completed four
years and received a degree, and over 13 percent have some graduate work
including 6.7 percent with an MS and 1.8 percent with a Ph.D. or M.D.
The children whose parents are 75 or over include somewhat fewer who
have achieved a college degree and beyond than those whose parents are

younger. The children whose parents are rural and under 75 have
achieved the highest grade levels. About 43 percent of the spouses have
a high school education; 4.5 percent have less. Approximately 19

percent have some college and 21.3 percent have received a B. S. or B.
A. About twelve percent have gone to graduate school with 8.0 percent
receiving an M. S. and 2.3 percent, a Ph. D. or M. D. (Table 13).

Table 13. Education of Adult Children and Spouses

Highest Level Achieved Adult Children Spouse
< High School 4.1% 4.5%
High School 38.2 42 .8
< B.S.. R.AR., 8tc. 24 .8 19.3
B: 3.5 B.A., ate. 22 7p B
< M.S., M.A, L8 |
M. S M. &7 8.0
< Ph.BD., B.D., ete. 4 o B
Fh.D., M.D., ete. 1.8 2.3
Total 100.0% 100.0%
N (508) (398)
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Employment status of the adult children respondents includes
student = 11 (2.2%), full-time employment = 333 (65.4%), part-time = 68
(13.4%), unemployed = 79 (15.6%), retired = 12 (2.4%), disabled = 5
(1.0%). Almost two-thirds are employed full-time. The children of
younger parents are employed in greater numbers. Only older parents
have children who are retired, and only the younger parents have

children who are students. Spouses'’ employment status is very similar.
Both are shown in Table 14.

Table 14. Employment Status of Adult Children and Spouses

Adult Children Spouse
Student 2 2% 1.5%
Full-time 65.4 68.5
Part-time L3s 14.3
Unemployed 15.6 11l al
Retired 2.4 4.3
Disabled 1.0 0.3
Total 100.0% 100.0%
N (508) (398)

The majority of the adult children respondents are married (n =
397, 78.1%). Thirty-eight (7.5%) are divorced, 3 separated, 12 (2.4%)
widowed, and 57 (11.2%) never-married. The children of the urban under
75 parent group have the lowest percent married (68.4%) and the highest
divorced (12.4%) and never married (17.2%); the rural under 75 is next
in terms of never-married (11.0%). These percentages are very high for
never-marrieds which generally run around 5 percent nationally.




1 i
numi 1
i :..J ‘-ll
| Th
I‘rt[':{‘ li"
L]
vt a

lave A total
‘en 1s from to |
ncy-seven percent havi
104 living grandchildrq
g ?ii i dren and Ci andchi
Children
12.2%
i) 4
Il
L]
L00 . 0%
1
L & 3

Il

1 3
il
1

————




The total household income as estimated by the respondents 1is
categorized (Table 16). The most common income for each group of
children is $25,000 - 29,999. 1In general, children of urban parents
have a greater income than do children of rural parents.

Table 16. Total Household Income of Adult Children
Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+

Under 5,000 5.9% 4 .7% 3.3% 2.6%
5,000 - 9,999 5,9 9.4 6.6 6.5
10,000 14,999 70 9.4 17 1.3:00
15,000 19,999 8.1 Szl 12 .2 skt
20,000 24999 215 29.7 20.4 A3
25,000 29 999 10.8 4.7 116 8
30,000 34,999 9.7 1.6 9.9 6.5
35,000 39,999 8.1 i 10,25 2.6
40,000 44 999 4.3 1225 4.4 HE s
45,000 49 999 3.8 3l 5 ks 6.5
50,000 or more 1.5ial: ) R 4 9.9 130

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (186) (64) (181) (77)




The respondents were also asked about the adequacy of their income.
About 7 percent say that their income is not adequate, 15.0 percent
believe that their incomne only meets necessities, 54 percent feel they
can afford some of the things they wanted but not all, 10 percent can
afford everything they want, and 15 percent can afford everything they
want and save something as well. The group whose parents are urban and
/5 or over has the highest percentage who believe they can afford
everything they want and still save (Table 17).

Table 17. Income Adequacy of Adult Children by Parents’ Age and

Location
Urban Rural
&£75 13% </5 75+
Not adequate 4.8% /.8% /i 2% v, 1%
Meet necessities L Ly 2 L0 19,5
Afford some, not all 58.7 35.9 56.4 51.9
Atford everything 8.1 2SS LE. 0 g1
Afford everything,
save some L2 .4 26 .6 14 .4 10 .4
Total 100.0% 100, 0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (186) (64) (181) ()




Economic Situation

Information about income was gathered from the respondents by
asking them if they received any of 16 different types of income, how
much income they received from that particular source of income and the
frequency with which that amount of income is received. The 16 income
sources asked are: wages and salaries; farming; farm rental: other
rental properties; own private business; roomers and boarders:
dividends, interest and stock; social security retirement; other
retirement pensions; other social security payments (such as SSI):
unemployment or workmen's compensation; alimony; gifts; other sources:
and one-time lump sum. If the respondent was unable or unwilling to
provide this information, the respondent was asked for an overall yearly
income.,

Total income for 1985 was obtained by first calculating the amount
of yearly income received from each source of income; this was done by
multiplying the amount of the income by the frequency that income was
received in 1985. For example, if a respondent received $500.00 from
Social Security every month, the yearly income for Social Security was
500 x 12 = $6000.00. The yearly amount for each of the 16 sources of
income were added together, resulting in the sum of their total income
for 1985. 1If the respondent provided only an overall yearly income,
this amount was used for the total income for 1985. If, however, the
respondent failed to provide information on any of the 16 sources, or
refused to answer any of the questions, their total income for 1985 was
estimated with the help of linear multiple regression analysis.

The first step in analyzing the income for respondents with missing
data was to discover the significant predictors of income for the
respondents who did provide all of the income information. This
procedure was done by using all potential predictors of income as
independent variables in a regression equation; these include all 16
sources of income, value of house, education, marital status, sex and
age of the respondent, and income adequacy. The resulting significant
predictors of income were whether the respondent received any farm
rental income, any other rental income, any other social security
income, any farm income, a one-time lump sum, the value of their home
(people who rented had zero value of home), and how adequate they feel
their income is for them. The regression coefficients were then used in
the following equation to estimate the total income for 1985 for those
46 (17%) respondents who did not supply all needed information:

Total income = -11,009.95 + 27,545.86 (received other rental inc.)
+ 25,601.20 (received farm rental inc.) + .24 (value
of house) + 5,194.54 (income adequacy) + 24,882.12
(received other Soc. Sec. Inc.) + 38,303.68
(received lump sum) + 17,243.16 (received farm
income) .




Table 18 represents the percentage and number of people who receive
any of the wvarious sources of income. Social Security is the most
common source of income received, particularly for the 75 and over age
groups; dividends, interest, and stock is the next common source of
income followed by other retirement sources. For respondents under 75
years of age, wages are another important source of income.

Table 18. Source of Income by Age and Residence.

Urban ~ Rural
<75 75+ <75 75+
Wages 34.0% 4.9% 45.1% 6.7%
Farming 5.0 4.9 19.8 8.9
Farm rental .0 2.4 13,2 13,3
Other rental 15,0 7.3 1241 4.4
income
Business 11,0 4.9 14.3 2 il
Roomer, 1.0 2.4 0.0 2,2
boarders
Dividends, 69.0 20..7 79.1 80.0
interest,
stock
Social 716.0 97.6 74, 7 100.0
Security
Other 46 .0 39.0 26.4 20.0
retirement
Other Social #-0 4.9 4.4 2
Security
Other 1.0 2.4 47 0.0
Disability
Unemployment, 1.0 0.0 1.1 0.0
WC
Alimony 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Gifts 6.0 9.8 4.4 4.4
Other sources 8.0 2.4 7 W, 4.4
Lump Sum 2.0 0.0 3.3 0.0
N (100) (41) (91) (45)

Percentages do not add up to 100% because each income source was asked
separately.

Table 19 summarizes the average and median amounts of income received by
the respondents who receive income from each source. The urban under 75
receive the highest amount of income from wages of the four groups;
income from their own business, social security, other retirement and
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other social security also contribute a substantial amount of money to
urban under 75 years. Interest, dividends & stock provides the largest
average amount of money for the urban, 75 or over; social security and
rental income are other important sources of income. In general, the
two urban groups receive more social security than the two rural groups.

As expected, the rural groups receive more income in farming and
farm rental income than do the urban groups. For the rural, under /5
age group, however, wages provide more income than does farming. Social
security also supplies a large portion of income for the two rural
groups. Other retirement sources is another important source of income
for all four group.

Table 19. Mean and Median Amounts of Income for The Respondents Who

Receive the Income

Urban Rural
<75 75+ <75 75+
Source of Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median
Income
Wages S20670 S14740 $13500 $13500 §17119 $8000 S3000 S$3000
Farming 4675 4750 NA 73200 8315 4750 4750 -
Farm Rental 2853 1650 3600 3600 7496 6000 4898 6000
Other rental 8417 3175 4747 4200 5447 1050 700 700
Income
Business 16262 4500 3150 3150 8787 2000 6000 6000
Roomers, 1920 1920 1190 1190 - - 600 600
Boarders
Dividends, 6635 3000 15824 2500 9611 2760 3612 2000
Interest,
Stock
Social Security 7575 6972 7763 6840 6843 6000 2739 5400
Other ST 3496 2643 2052 4220 2872 5780 2256
Retirement
Other Social 6103 6384 2496 2496 4377 3840 2412 2412
Securilty
Other 2364 2364 1596 1596 1890 1400
Disability
Unemployment, 3559 3959 - - 4000 4000
WC
Alimony -
Gifts 642 275 75 75 838 650 1300 1300
Other sources 3087 2400 7200 7200 6783 6500 2308 2308
Lump sum 35217 35217 - - 65667 35000




The overall average of income for the total sample is $24,285 with
a range from -$5,815 to $323,812;
suggesting that very high incomes force an artificially high average

(Table 20).
less than $10,000.

21 percent in the younger urban group.

the median,

however, is $16,574,

Less than 30 percent of the sample has an annual income of

The older rural group has the lowest amount of
income; almost 50 percent have an income of under S$10,000 as compared to

The younger, urban group

receives the most income, followed by the younger rural group.

Table 20. Amount of Income by Age and Location ,
Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Under $5000 6.0% 12.2% s s 1L 1%
$ 5,000 $ 9,999 13,0 19.6 17.6 37.9
$10,000 $14,999 17.0 26.9 12T 31.2
$15,000 $19,999 12.0 12.2 18.6 4.4
$20,000 $24,999 15.0 y 2= 4.4
$25,000 - $29,999 9.0 7.4 L2 PARKY.
$30,000 $34,999 3.0 0.0 2l 4.4
$35,000 - $44,999 9-0 2.4 5.5 0.0
$45,000 $59,999 6.0 4.8 5.5 4.4
$60,000 and over 8.0 7, e 0.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)
Mean 25,529 22,700 23,096 13,237

Median:19, 946
Range:-620.87
to 121,000

Median:12,716
Range:-5815
to 203,132

to 323 .812 to 57.807

Median:19,000 Median:11,008
Range:-620.87 Range:3200 to

The income amounts calculated is this study may seem high. The
income distribution of those 60 years and older in a NCR study (NCR 178
Housing Committee, 1987) is similar to the income distribution in this
study. About 30 percent of the sample in the NCR project had incomes of
$10,000 or less; another 40 percent had incomes between $10,000 and
$20,000. For this study, 30 percent had incomes of $10,000 or less,
with the next 40 percent having incomes that range between $10.000 and

$25,000 .
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Psychological Adjustment

Many changes in life occur for older people. Some of the changes
such as reduced income, declining health, reduction in physical activity
may affect psychological adjustment to aging.

Data collected in this study do not examine changes that occur to
the individual but may be used to look at differences between age
groups. Questions were asked on a variety of psychological measures of
adjustment such as satisfaction and locus of control. Where the adult
children were asked questions similar to those asked of parents, the
childrens’ responses are also included.

Satisftfaction

Life satisfaction has been used frequently as an indicator of
adjustment to aging. The respondents were asked how satisfied they are
with the quality of their life, their housing situation, their
neighborhood, their level of physical activity, their interaction with
people, their physical health and their psychological health. The
results indicate that the respondents are quite satisfied with these
aspects of their lives.




Quality of life. About one-fourth (24%), of the persons are
extremely satisfied with the overall quality of their lives; 59 percent
are satisfied, 6 percent are somewhat satisfied and a similar percentage
are mixed. Four percent are somewhat dissatisfied and one percent are
dissatisfied. None of the groups report that they are extremely
dissatisfied with their quality of life, and neither rural age group is
dissatisfied. Some in all categories admit that they are somewhat
dissatisfied, but that was still less than 4 percent of the total
sample. There are more who report a mixed response in respect to
satisfaction with quality of life than who report dissatisfaction, and
the younger respondents are more represented than the older in this
category. Still almost 90 percent of the respondents report they are
satisfied -- from somewhat to extremely with their quality of life.
When comparing means the 75 or over groups are more satisfied and under
75 groups the least satisfied (Table 21).

Table 21. Satisfaction with the Quality of Life by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 194
Extremely dissatisfied 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Dissatisfied i 50 Z 4 0.0 0.0
Somewhat dissatisfied 4.0 2.4 3.3 4 . 4
Mixed 8.0 4.9 1.7 2.2
Somewhat satisfied 5.0 0.0 1120 4 .4
Satisfied 58.0 68.3 54 .9 60.1
Extremely satisfied 24 .0 22.0 23.1 28.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) G141 (91) (45)
Mean 5.9 6.0 5.9 6.0

On a scale of 1 to 7 for Tables 21 through 27.
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Housing. When the respondents were asked how satisfied or
dissatisfied they are with their overall housing situation, the
extremely satisfied represent 20 percent of the group; the ones that are
satisfied, 64 percent; those somewhat satisfied, 6 percent; mixed, 2
percent; the ones that are somewhat dissatisfied, 5 percent:
dissatisfied and extremely dissatisfied, 3 percent. Those who are over
the age of 75 are in neither category of dissatisfaction or extreme
dissatisfaction but, the urban 75 or over are the most satisfied and

urban under 75 the least satisfied (Table 22).

Table 22. Satisfaction with Housing by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 15+ <75 75+
Extremely dissatisfied 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Dissatisfied 4.0 0.0 353 0.0
Somewhat dissatisfied 5.0 4.9 & iy 8.9
Mixed 4.0 2.0 1l 0.0
Somewhat satisfied 7.0 0.0 6.6 6.7
Satisfied 58.0 68.3 67.0 64 .4
Extremely satisfied 2% .0 24 .4 L7406 20.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)

Mean 5.7 6.0 5.8 5.9




Neighborhood. Neighborhood satisfaction is very high for all
groups. Only the urban under 75 group express extreme dissatisfaction.
Neither the urban 75 or over nor the rural under /5 express any
dissatisfaction. In fact, the urban 75 and OVer group express no
dissatisfaction with their neighborhood. Nineteen percent are extremely
satisfied, 67 percent satisfied, and 6 percent somewhat satisfied. No
trends are evident in terms of age or residence, but rural under 75 are
the most satisfied and urban under 75 express the least satisfaction
with neighborhood (Table 23).

Table 23. Satisfaction with the Neighborhood by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 7oF <75 75+
Extremely dissatisfied 1.0% 0.0% C.0% 0.0%
Dissatisfied 4.0 0.0 0.0 2,2
Somewhat dissatisfied 2.0 0.0 4 . 4 4.4
Mixed 3.0 7.3 1 1 | 0.0
Somewhat satisfied 130 2.4 2.2 4 .4
Satisfied 54 .0 78.1 74 .7 78 bt
Extremely satisfied 23.0 122 1 (7 118 L
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)
Mean 5.8 6.0 6.0 5.9
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Physical activities. The level of physical activity presents a
slightly different view. About 13 percent of the respondents express
some level of dissatisfaction with their level of activity. Over 17
percent of the urban 75 and over express some type of dissatisfaction
and almost 18 percent of the rural 75 and over group do also. The rural
under /5 group demonstrate the least dissatisfaction of any group. The
urban 75 and over age group also has the lowest percentage of extreme
satisfaction with the level of physical activity they are experiencing.
It appears that as a person ages, they are more dissatisfied with their
level of physical activity (Table 24) which is not surprising given
constraints of declining health for those persons.

Table 24. Satisfaction with the Level of Physical Activity by Age
and Location

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Extremely satisfied 2.0% 2.4% 0.0% 2.2%
Dissatisfied 70 9.8 353 2.2
Somewhat dissatisfied 6.0 4.9 4.4 13.3
Mixed 5.0 0.0 B s
Somewhat satisfied 10.0 14.6 Lol il A9t
Satisfied 9.7t.0) 65.9 61 .5 53 .4
Extremely satisfied 13.0 2.4 176 111
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (100) (41) (91) (45)




Interaction. Satisfaction levels with the numbers of people who

are seen or talked with are very high. The urban under 75 group has the
highest percentage of extreme satisfaction, but the urban /5 or over
group expresses only satisfaction, no dissatisfaction or even mixed
reactions. The urban groups have higher satisfaction with interaction
than do the rural (Table 25).

Table 25. Satisfaction with the Level of Interaction by Age and
Location.

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Extremely satisfied 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Dissatisfied 0.0 0.0 2.2 2.2
Somewhat dissatisfied 2.0 0.0 0.0 2.2
Mixed 3.0 0.0 212 2.2
Somewhat satisfied 5.0 4.9 4 .4 4.4
Satisfied 64 .0 80.5 79.1 75,7
Extremely satisfied 29,0 14.6 12.1 13.3
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)
Mean 6.0 6.1 LY 5.9
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Physical health. Diminished energy and deterioration in health
with advancing age are seen as inevitable. Satisfaction with physical
health is an indicator of how the respondents feel about advancing age.
Neither of the rural groups is extremely dissatisfied with their
physical health. The rural, 75 and over group, however, is the least
satisfied. Both older age groups have the lowest levels of
satisfaction, but not appreciably lower than for the younger groups.
The difference is between the somewhat satisfied and the extremely
satisfied. There are more respondents in older age groups who are only
somewhat satisfied than in the younger age groups. In the extremely
satisfied levels the older age groups have the lowest percentages
levels. Although they are satisfied, more of the older age groups are
less satisfied with physical health than the younger, and more are

dissatisfied than the younger. The rural younger age group is the most
satisfied (Table 26).

Table 26. Satisfaction with Physical Health by Age and Location.

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Extremely satisfied 2.0% N 0.0% 0.0%
Dissatisfied 5.0 P AR 4.4 9.1
Somewhat dissatisfied 9.0 4.9 6.6 11.4
Mixed 3.0 0.0 | 1 23
Somewhat satisfied 12.0 19.5 121 15.9
Satisfied 56.0 5 L 62.6 52,2
Extremely satisfied 13,0 9.8 13.2 2 |
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (100) (41) (91) (45)




Psychological health. Levels of satisfaction with psychological

health follow a trend similar to physical health. The older age groups
are most dissatisfied, and consequently the least satisfied of any of
the groups. There is relatively little difference by residence (Table
27) .

Table 27. Satisfaction with Psychological Hzalth by Age and Location

Urban ' Rural

<75 75+ <75 13+
Extremely dissatisfied 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Dissatisfied 2.0 4.9 L 0.0
Somewhat dissatisfied 2.0 0.0 0.0 2.3
Mixed 1.0 4.9 3.3 6.8
Somewhat satisfied 56 4.9 7 6.8
Satisfied .0 78.0 70.3 68.2
Extremely satisfied 19.0 7.3 16.5 15.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)
Mean 6.0 8l 5.9 5.9
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Control over Life

It is felt that people who believe they have control over life and
expect to continue to have control have an internal locus of control and
are more satisfied with life. The respondents were asked how much
control they feel they have over their lives right now. Control is
measured on a scale from 1 to 7. The majority, 79 percent, feel they
have a lot of control; some, 20 percent, feel they have some control and
1 percent respond they have no control. Surprisingly, the older groups
perceive themselves to be in more complete control (or ranked themselves
as /) than the younger groups. In fact, the rural younger group has the
lowest percentage of those perceiving complete control. Most of the
sample, however, feel that on a scale of 1 to 7 with 1 being no control
and 4 being the midpoint that they have some control over their lives.
Higher percentages feel that they would like to have more complete

control than they perceive they have. Only one person in the total
sample prefers to have no control.

When asked how much control they expect to have in two years, there
is a slight shift to less or no centrol. The rural 75 or older group
expresses the most change to less control, but the rural younger age
group feel they will have more control as they age (Table 28).

Table 28. Control over Life

Urban Rural

<75 TiEh e <75 /5+

Mean Mean Mean Mean

Have 6.3 6.2 6.2 6.5

Prefer 6.7 6.5 6.9 6.8

Expect 6.3 64 i 6.2 6.0

Scale 193 18.8 19 1 19 =3
Control of Life Scale. The three items shown in Table 28 above
were combined in a scale measuring the amount of control over life. The
range is from 3.00 to 21.00 with 3 being no control and 21 complete
control or internal control. The mean is 19.2 suggesting that the
respondents have a high amount of control over their lives. The urban

/5 or over group has the lowest reported amount of control.




Locus of Control. Certain other questions on locus of control
were made into a scale (Table 29). The locus of control scale includes
six questions. The higher the value on the scale the more internal the
person is, the lower the scale the more external. The values of the
scale range from 12 to 30. A very small percentage (1%) of the
participants have scores above 25; 18 percent have scores that ranged
between 21 and 25; the majority of the respondents (67%) are between 16
and 20, and 12 percent have scores between 12 and 15.

Table 29, Means on Items in Locus of Control Scale

Total Urban, Urban, Rural,
Sample <75 75+ <75

Many times you feel 2.9 3.1 2.8 2.8
that you have little
influence over the
things that happen
to you

When you make plans, 27 3.8 357 3.6
you are almost certain
that you can make them
work

People are lonely because 5.9 3.9 3.8 3.9
they don’'t try to be
friendly

You have often found that 255 2.6 2.5 2.4
what is going to happen
will happen

It is not always wise to 2.5 2.6 2.6 2D
for ahead because many
things turn out to be
a matter of good and
bad fortune anyhow

There's not much use in 2:9 3.0 2.8 2.9
trying too hard to
please people; if
they like you, they
like you

Rural ,
75+

2

.8

Mo

1
*On a scale of 1 to 5.




Worries

Table 30 clearly demonstrates that the respondents consider elderly
persons to be a worried group. A large number of the respondents
believe the elderly worry about the cost of health care, from 100
percent of each rural group to 97 percent of the urban under 75 group
(Table 30)., A large majority believe the elderly worry about decline in
health, from 97.5 percent of urban 75 or over to 84.1 percent of rural
/5 or over. Surprisingly, the rural older group shows the least concern
of any of the groups over declining health, but it is still a very high
percentage.,

The rural under 75 group believe most frequently that elderly worry
about who takes care of them if they become disabled (95.6%); fewer but
still a majority of the respondents in the other groups believe the
same, from 84.6 percent in the urban 75 or over group to the low of 81
percent in the urban under /5 group. The respondents believe further
the elderly worry about becoming a burden to their families. This range
showed a little more variation, with 97.8 percent of rural under 75,
93.2 percent or rural /5 or over, 91 percent urban under 75, and 82.9
percent urban /5 and over responding positively, The urban older group,
however, expresses the least concern with being a burden.

Over 90 percent in each category believe the elderly worry about not
being able to live independently. The range of responses showed
similarities for the groups under 75, with higher incidence (98.9%
rural, 95% urban) than for the groups 75 or over (92.7% urban, 90.9%
rural). Fewer of these respondents believe, however, the elderly worry
about being alone as they age. Responses range from 94.5 percent of the
rural under 75 to 68.3 percent of the urban 75 or over who believe the
elderly worry about being alone. The rural groups seem to believe that
elderly worry about that more than do the urban groups.

A high of 92.3 percent in the rural under 75 group believe this to
be a worry, while a low of 65 percent in the urban 75 or over group
agree. In the mid-range, 85 percent and 84.1 percent of the urban under
/5 and rural 75 or over groups, respectively, believe this is a worry.
The younger rural group believes elderly are quite concerned about this
problem which may reveal concerns about the future, living in an area
where they are dependent on their own ability to drive as a means of
transportation. The older urban ones may believe that most elderly have
other means of transportation available,

The pattern of response is similar to the question of whether
elderly persons worry about where they will be living in ten yvears.
Again, the rural under /5 group registers the highest incidence of yes
response (92.3%), with those in the other groups showing far less belief
that elderly worry about this (76% to 79.5%) (Table 30).




Table 30. Perceptions of Worries Older People Have by Age and

Location
Urban Rural
<75 75+ <75 75+
Being alone as they age 80.0% 68.3% 94 .5% 84.1%
Become a burden to 91.0 82.9 97.8 93 .2
their families :
Not being able to drive 85.0 65.0 929 84.1
Having health decline 95.0 973 996 84,1
Costs for health care 97.0 97.6 100.0 100.0
becoming too great
to handle
Not being able to live 95.0 92 .7 98.9 90.9
independently
Where they will live /6.0 76.9 923 79.5
in the next ten
years
Who will care for them 81.0 84.6 95.6 84 .1
if they become too
ill or disabled to
care for themselves
N (100) (41) (91) (45)

Percentages do not add up to 100.0% because each item was asked
separately with a yes-no response.

The children overwhelmingly believe that older people worry about
being alone (95.3%), being a burden (95.3%), not being able to drive
(84.4%), declining health (98.6%), cost of health care (96.3%), living
independently (96.3%), who will care for them (89.8%)., and where they
will live in 10 years (79.7%). The children do not believe that the
worry about where the elderly will live in 10 years is as great as some

of the other worries. The percentages are very similar to the way the
parents responded about what older people worry about except for being
alone as they age. The children believe the elderly are more concerned

about this than their parents do (Table 31).




Table 31. Perceptions of Events Older People Worry About

Older
Respondents Children
Being alone as they age 83.8% 95.3%
Becoming a burden to 92 .4 9573
their families
Not being able to drive 84.5 84 .4
Having their health decline 93.9 98.6
The costs for health care 98.6 96..3
becoming too great to
handle
Not being able to live 95.3 96.3
independently
Where they will live in 82.3 719.7
the next ten years
Who will take care of 87.0 89.8
them if they become
too ill or disabled
to care for themselves
N (277) (508)

Percentages do not add up to 100.0% because each item was asked
separately with a yes-no response.

In summary, the respondents believe the elderly worry about a number
of specific items. Concerns about health and independence are believed
by both parents and children to be more worrisome to the elderly than
place of residence, but there are variations apparent where the rural
elderly persons are more concerned than are the urban elderly persons.
Specifically the rural younger age groups believe the elderly are more
concerned about who will care for them if they become ill or disabled,
where they will live in the next ten years, not being able to live
independently, cost of health care, becoming a burden to the family,
being alone as they age, and not being able to drive. The rural older
age groups do not express the same level of concerns generally. It
would appear that the beliefs of the younger group in rural areas are
demonstrating concern over the future when the loss of a driver's
license and the lack of public transportation will impede their efforts
to live where they are currently living. The sparsity of health related
services and migration of their children certainly may fuel their fears.




Health Status.

The largest percentage of each of the four groups rate their health
as "good;" rural respondents under 75 years are most likely to choose
this category (65.9%) (Table 32), with about half of each of the other
groups choosing this response. About the same numbers of respondents in
both the urban and rural groups under 75 years rate their health as
"fair" or "excellent." In the urban group 75 or over, two to four times
as many respondents report their health as "poor," compared to the other
three groups.

Table 32. Health Status by Group Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 157 <15 75+
Poor 5.0% 12.2% 3 &4 4%
Fair 19.0 24 .4 15 .4 A3
Good 56.0 46 .3 65.9 5 |
Excellent 20.0 i L i 15.4 1L, 1
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100 .0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)




About one-half (46.7%) of the rural 75 and over group respond that
chronic bad never limits their activities, and about one-third of each
of the remaining groups choose this response (Table 33). About half of
both urban and rural under 75 years respond "seldom"” to this item. Only
respondents in the 75 or over groups indicate that activities are
limited "all" the time by chronic bad health.

Table 33. Bad Health Limits Activities by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Never 35.0% 34 .1% 350.2% 46 .7%
Seldom 44 .0 24 .4 48 .3 1
Some of the time 18.0 S H 16.5 2apdy
Most of the time 30 TE e 0.0 8.9
All of the time 0.0 2.4 0.0 2.2
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)

About half of each of the four groups responded that handicaps
never limit their activities, with larger numbers in the rural groups
choosing this response (Table 34). There are some members of each group
indicating that handicaps limit their activities "all" the time; the
largest group is the urban 75 or over (7.3%).

Table 34. Being Handicapped Limits Activities by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 75+ 75 75+
Never 45.0% 46 .3% 54.9% 57.8%
Seldom 32.0 AL 28 .6 el
Some of the time 11.0 17.1 13.2 17.8
Most of the time 8.0 12, 2 242 i Ie) Gl
All of the time 4.0 743 T, 202
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (100) (41) () (45)




Large majorities of each of the groups report using no aids for
walking either inside or outside their homes. Ranges for using no aids
inside the house are 80.5 percent (urban, 75 or over) to 98.9 percent
(rural, under 75): and ranges for outside the house 75.6 percent (urban,
/9, or over) to 98.9 percent (rural, under 75) (Table 35). The
respondents were also asked what assistance, if any, they needed to walk
up or down stairs. The majority of each of the groups likewise report
‘none" to this item, with 96 percent of the urban under /5, 78 percent
of the urban 75 or over, and 100 percent of the rural under 75 groups
and 89 percent of the rural over 75 glving this response.

Table 35, Aids to Walking by Age and Location

—

Urban Rural
<7 754 <75 75+
Aids to walk inside
No help 97 .0% 80.5% 98.9% 86.7%
Cane 2550) 1.2.2 1.1 s ! |
Four-pronged cane 0.0 2.4 0.0 252
Walker 1.0 4.9 0,0 0.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100, 0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)
Alds to walk outside
No help 96.0% 75.6% 98.9% 84.5%
Cane 3.0 14.6 150 hs B i
Four-pronged cane 0.0 4.9 0.0 AAS
Walker 1.0 4.9 0.0 22
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (100) (41) (91) (45)

Based on the percentages of persons needing no help with the
activities of daily living, the rural group under 75 are the most able
to manage the activities and the urban and rural groups /5 or over have
about the same percentages who are not as able to manage without help
(Table 36). In only one activity (housework) do any of the rural group
under /5 require assistance. Assistance in dressing is needed by only
6.6 percent of the rural 75 or over group, but by none of the other
groups. Getting out of a chair requires assistance by respondents in
the urban (4.9%) and rural (6.6%) groups /5 or over,; and getting out of
bed requires assistance by respondents in the urban under 75 (1%) and




rural 75 or over (2.2%). The most assistance is required for shopping,
with 3 percent urban under 75, 13.3 percent rural 75 or over, and 24.4%
urban /5 and over reporting need for assistance. Data were also
gathered for assistance in eating (none in any group), toileting, and
bathing.

Table 36. Assistance Needed to Perform Activities of Daily Living
by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Prepare meals 0.0% 7.3% 0.0% 6.6%
Eating 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Dressing, grooming 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7
Using toilet 0.0 2.4 0.0 2.2
Bathing 2.0 LA 0.0 4.4
Get out of chair 0.0 4.9 0.0 6.6
Get out of bed 1.0 0.0 0.0 e
Housework 2.0 19.6 gy | 11.0
Shopping 3.0 24 .4 0.0 L3 .3
N (100) (41) (91) (45)

Percentages do not add to 100% because each item was asked separately.




Health was further assessed by asking respondents whether they had
an illness listed in number of general categories. This is summarized
in Table 37. Arthritis, which limits mobility, is reported by the
largest numbers of respondents: urban 75 or over (61%), rural 75 or
over (55.6%), urban under 75 (53%), and rural under 75 (42 .9%) . Heart
problems rank second, with 40 percent of the rural 75 older age group
reporting problems. This percentage is quite different from the other
three groups, with a range of 22 percent to 26.8 percent reporting heart
problems.

Table 37. 1Incidence of General Illnesses by Agé and Location

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Arthritis 53.0% 61.0% 42 .9% 55.6%
Heart condition 22 26.8 22.0 40.0
Deafness 7.0 34 .1 6.6 26.7
Blindness 6.0 22.0 R 17:.8
Respiratory condition L0 L7 ol Lol 15.6
Stroke 5.0 4.9 Lo 2.2
Neuro-muscular condition 2.0 2.4 Lk 6.7
Amputation 1.0 0.0 [0 | 2.2
Other 38.0 26 .8 22.0 37.8
N (100) (41) (91) (45)

Percentages do not add to 100% because each item was asked separately
with a yes-no response.

The data show that both urban and rural groups 75 or older report
higher incidence in all illness categories than for the under 75 age
groups. None of the remaining illnesses are experienced by a majority
of the respondents. Sensory problems rank third and fourth. Deafness
1s reported by 34.1 percent urban 75 older age groups and by 26.7
percent rural /5 older age groups, and by only 7.7 percent and 6.6
percent under /5 by the rural and urban younger groups respectively.

Lung and respiratory problems are reported by the 75 or over group
for 17.1 percent of the urban sample and 15.6 percent of the rural
sample; and in the under 75 group for 11 percent urban and 7.7 percent
rural respondents. Stroke, neuromuscular difficulties, and amputation
are reported for very few respondents. Highest incidence in these three
areas is: stroke - 5 percent of both urban groups: neuromuscular - 6.7
percent of the rural 75 or over group; and amputation - 2.2 percent of
the rural 75 or over group. Responses to an "other" category of health
problems elicits similar rates for the urban under 75 (38%) and rural 75
or over (37.8%) groups and for the urban 75 or over (26.8%) and rural
under /5 (22%) groups. Diabetes and high blood pressure are mentioned




More of the urban respondents 75 or over than the other three
groups respond that they never feel sad or blue for no apparent reason;
specifically, 53.6 percent urban and 40.9 percent rural (Table 38). 1In

the under /5 groups, "never" is given by 37 percent urban and 33 percent
rural. The responses of "seldom" follow a similar pattern. For those
under /5, 50.5 percent rural and 48 percent urban give "seldom;" while

for those 75 or over, 36.4 percent rural and 22 percent urban give the
"seldom" response. The range for the response "some of the time" is a
high of 22.7 percent in the rural 75 older group, to a low 14 percent in
the urban under /5 group. "Most of the time" is reported by 4.9 percent
of the urban 75 older group regarding feeling sad or blue.

Table 38. Feeling Sad, Blue by Age and Location

Urban Rural
<70 75+ <D 715+
Never 37.0% 53.6% 33.0% 40.9%
Seldom 48 .0 22000 50.5 36.4
Some of the time 14.0 19. 5 16.5 22.7
Most of the time 1.0 4.9 0.0 0.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (100) (41) (91) (45)




The persons who responded anything but "never" to the previous item
were asked how often those sad feelings limited their activities.
"Never" 1is elicited in a majority of each group, with 73 percent in the
urban under 75 and in the rural 75 or over groups giving this response,
and 5/.5 percent rural under 75 and 50 percent urban 75 and over giving
a "never" response (Table 39). "Seldom" is reported by 31.1 percent of
the rural under 75 group, which is twice as often as the urban group of
this age, four times as often as the rural 75 or over group. Members of
all four groups report that their activities are limited by sad feelings
"most of the time:" 11.1 percent urban 75 or over, 3.8 percent rural 75
or over, and 1.6 percent rural and urban under 75.

Table 39. 1Incidence That Feeling Sad, Blue Limit Activities by Age
and Location for Respondents Who Report Feeling Sad, Blue

Urban Rural

<715 15+ <75 715+
Never 73.0% 50.0% 57.5% o i ]
Seldom 15.9 27.8 < iy U3 | Tl
Some of the time 9.5 ) b 0 | 9.8 15L8
Most of the time 1.6 I, I 1.6 3.8
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (63) (18) (61) (26)

The majority of each of the groups have not put off any treatment
for physical or emotional problems, but those 75 or over tend to seek
treatment more frequently. Those who do put off treatment in the 75 or
over group include 9.1 percent rural and 4.9 percent urban respondents:
and those in the under 75 group include 14 percent urban and 13.2
percent rural. The reasons given most frequently for putting off
treatment include: "don't like to (seek treatment): too busy; no money;
and feel there is no cure (for problem)."

In summary, most of the respondents report they are in good to
excellent health. As a group they are not often limited in their
activities by their health or handicaps, though sometimes they may be.
Most require little assistance in moving about or with their daily
activities. Arthritis followed by heart disease are the most serious
chronic diseases with the older groups in both categories experiencing

the highest incidences of illnesses. Most of the respondents experience
little emotional distress although some do but it is usually not enough
to interrupt activities. Most of the respondents seek treatment for

their health related problems and do mnot tend to put it off.




CHAPTER 4. EXTERNAL AND INTERNAL SUPPORT

The purpose of Chapter IV is to discuss the external and internal
supports of the older respondents. The supports are divided into three
categories. The section on family supports describes both the elderly
respondents’ views of their family support and interaction and the views
of the elderly respondents' adult children to the same items.

The second section examines the elderly respondents'’ pattern of use
of various services found in the community or county in which they live.
The use, level of satisfaction with the service, and ways of getting to
the service are described.

Some ways of providing a certain measure of psychological support
are discussed in the last section of the chapter. Both the elderly
respondent and the adult children'’s replies were included on certain of
these 1tems.

Family Support

The next section describes the interaction and relationships on the
family support system between the older parents and their adult
children, from both the parents' and children’s views.

Parents. When the respondents were asked how often they visit
their children, the most common response (36-40.6%) is several times a
year for the four subgroups (Table 40). For respondents who are under
75 years of age, little difference occurs in the distribution of their
responses. For the older group, 32.3 percent of the urban group visit
their children in their home at least once a month compared to only 21.1
percent of the rural group. Conversely, 16.1 percent of the older urban
group visit their children at least once a week; 31.6 percent of the
older rural group visit their children at least once a week, suggesting
that the rural group visits their children more often than does the
urban group.




Table 40, Parents Visit

Their Childrens'’ Home by

Age and Location

Never

Less than once a year
About once a year
Several times a year
At least once a month
At least once a week
Daily

Child lives at home

Total

N

Urban

<75 75+
2.2% 3.2%
6.7 0.0
7.9 » I
36.0 % b or o
2 o, s 32.3
16.9 16k
3.4 0.0
4 iy Y2
.100.0% 100.0%
(89) (31)

Rural
<75 75+
3.7% 2.6%
¥ 0.0
TR )
40 .6 36.8
19.8 2lol
19.8 31.6
377 2.6
) 0.0
100.0% 100.0%
(81) (38)

This contrast within the older sample by residence does not extend
to the respondents’ answers to how often their children visit them.
distribution of responses is similar for the two older subgroups (Table

41) .

Table 41. Children’'s Visit to Their Parents’ Home by Age and

Location

Never

Less once a year
About once a year
Several times a year
At least once a month
At least once a week
Daily

Children live at home

Total

N

Urban
<75 75+
0.0% 0.0%
5.6 0.0
6.7 3.9
21.3 22..6
23.6 iggu
25.9 42 .0
1530 12.9
3.4 3.2
100.0% 100.0%
(89) (31)

Rural

<75 75+
L 0.0%
255 0.0
6.2 2.6
39 .4 26.3
18.5 132
185 44 .7
9.9 13,2
2.5 0.0

100.0% 100.0%
(81) (38)
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The difference in responses between the age groups, however, is
Interesting. For the response, "at least once a week," the younger age
groups in both the urban and rural samples have a lower frequency of
response, 25.9 percent and 18.5 percent respectively, as compared to the
older age groups, 42 percent and 44.7 percent respectively. Table 41
also indicates that children of the younger rural respondents visit
their parents less often than do the children of other three groups.
Only 28.4 percent of the respondents say that their children visit their
home at least once a week or daily. In summary, the respondents
indicate that their children visit them more often in their home than
they (the respondents) visit their children in their children’s home.

To obtain in-depth information concerning the relationship between
an older parent and his/her adult child, the respondents were asked a
number of questions about the amount and type of relationship that they
have with one of their children. If the respondent has only one child,
information was gathered about that child. If the respondent has two or
more children, the interviewer selected a child through a random
selection sheet. The sample size for this section is 238: 39
respondents are omitted from the analysis because they have no children
or have refused to answer this part of the questionnaire.

Of the children selected, over 50 percent are the oldest or the
only child. Twenty-seven percent of the selected children are the
second oldest child, with a percentage range of 18.4 percent-29 percent
across each of the four groups (Table 42). The birth order of the
remaining 20 percent of the selected children ranges from being the 3rd
born child to the 10th born child.

Table 42. Birth Order of Selected Child by Age and Location

Birth Urban Rural

Order <75 715+

A\
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Overall, the most frequent response to the question "how often do
you talk on the telephone with the selected child" is "at least once
week;" 35.0 percent answer in this way, but the percentage varies
between age groups (Table 43). For the urban and rural respondents
under 75 years of age, 35.2 percent and 39.6 percent respectively, talk
to the selected child" at least once a month; 31.8 percent and 29.6
percent, respectively, talk to the selected child at least once a week.
For the older age group, however, about 25 percent of both the urban and
rural respondents talk to the selected child at least once a month,"
48.3 percent and 42.1 percent, respectively, talk to the selected child
"at least once a week" suggesting that people 75 or over talk more often
to their children than do those under 75, particularly if they live in
an urban area.

Table 43. Telephone Interaction with Selected Child by Age and

Location
Urban Rural

<75 75+ <7 715+
Never 2.,3% 6.5% 1.2% 2.6%
Less than once a year 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
About once a year f 1 0.0 6.2 0.0
Several times a year 2 | 6.5 8.6 18.4
At least once a month 35.2 25.8 39.6 26 .4
At least once a week 31 .8 48 .3 29 .6 42.1
Daily 1255 9.7 12,3 10,5
Child lives at home 8.0 S T 2.5 0.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (88) (31) (81) (38)




The most common response for the questions regarding the sending to
and receiving mail from the selected child several times a year (Table
44): "never" is the next frequent response, with 19./ percent receiving
letters and 30.7 sending letters. The respondents are more likely to
receive mail from the selected child than to send mail to the selected
child. About 50 percent receive mail from the selected child several
times a year. Almost one-third never send mail to the selected child.

Table 44. Mail Exchange with Selected Child

Receive Send

mail mail
Never 19 .7% 30.7%
Less than once a year 2.5 45,2
About once a year 8.0 63
Several times a year 90 ;5 3307
At least once a month 10.9 14 .3
At least once a week L 4.6
Daily 0.0 0.0
Child lives at home 4 .2 4.2
Total 100.0% 100.0%

N (238) (238)




In response to the question how often they see the selected child
face-to-face, 18 percent of the respondents say they see the child,
face-to-face at the most about once a year, 26 percent of the
respondents see their child several times a year, 17 percent see them at
least once a month, 27 percent see them at least once a week and 8
percent of the respondents see the selected child face-to-face everyday.
The urban residents see the selected child face-to-face more often than
do the rural residents; 40 and 45 percent respectively, of the young and
old urban respondents see the selected child at least once a week or
daily. Only 27 and 34 percent of the young and old rural respondents
see the selected child at least once a week or daily (Table 45).

Table 45. Face to Face Contact with Selected Child by Age and

Location
Urban Rural

<75 715+ <75 75+
Never 1.1% 3.2% j 2.0%
Less than once a year gl 0.0 6 2 0.0
About once a year 10,2 Qe 14 .8 13,2
Several times a year 2358 29,8 AN, 26,3
At least once a month 4] 55 1200 2110 2
At least once a week 30.7 38.7 18, 5 263
Daily 9.1 6.5 8.6 7.9
Child lives at home 8.0 ;i 2058 0.0
Total 100.,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (88) (31) (81) (38)




About 70 percent of the sample say that the selected child does not
help them with any everyday tasks. A series of five questions concerned
with different types of tasks were asked to the 73 respondents who
reported that the selected child does help them with everyday tasks.
Most (95.9%) of the respondents do not receive any help from the
selected child with bathing and dressing tasks (Table 46). Overall,
about /4 percent of the 73 respondents do not receive any help from the
selected child with fixing meals. Over half of the 73 respondents never
receive help from the selected child in doing light tasks. The
respondents are much more likely to receive help from the selected child
in doing heavy tasks; 34.3 percent receive help several times a year
with heavy tasks and 16.4 percent receive help at least once a week or
daily. About 30 percent do not receive any help from the selected child
with doing heavy tasks. The respondents report that the selected child
takes them on errands; 12.5 percent are taken on errands at least once a
week, 16.7 percent go on errands with the selected child at least once a
month, and 20.8 percent are taken on errands several times a year.
About forty-six percent never go on errands with the selected child.

Table 46. Assistance with Tasks by Selected Child

Takes
Bathing, Fix Light Heavy on
dressing meals tasks tasks errands
Never 95 .9% 73.9% 52.1% 30.2% 45.8%
Less than once a year 0.0 1.4 1.4 4.1 & h
About once a year 0.0 1.4 4.1 D ¢ 1.4
Several times a year 2l 9.6 157 34.3 20.8
At least once a month 0.0 DD 12 .3 6.8 16.7
At least once a week 1.4 8.2 i 16.4 12 .3
Daily 0.0 0.0 2.7 il 0.0

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




Approximately 43 percent of the respondents never receive advice
from the selected child (Table 47); 25.2 percent say that they have
received advice several times a year from the selected child. Most
respondents (91 1%) do not receive any financial
children. When asked how often the selected child helps in an
emergency, 50.8 percent respondents report never; About 22.3 percent
receive help less than once a year or once a year; 21 percent receive

help several times a year.

assistance from their

Table 47. Assistance with Additional Tasks by Selected Child

Gilves

advice
Never 43 . 4%
Less than once a year 8.4
About once a year 6.7
Several times a year 25,2
At least once a month 7 |
At least once a week 8.4
Daily 0.8
Tatal 100.0%
N (238)

Gives
lends money

91.1%

4
4
el
3
b,
.0

OO F WO WM

100.0%

(238)

Helps in
emergency

50.8
118
10.5
2150
5
1
3
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A majority of the respondents (85%) respond "a great deal" to the
question "how much does the selected child trust you?" (Table 48). A
large number of respondents also believe that the selected child cares
about them "a great deal;" the percentage is 85.

Table 48. Quality of Relationship with Selected Child

Child Parent
Child cares Parent cares
trusts about trusts about
parent parent child child
Not at all 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
A little 1553 0.0 0.8 0.0
Somewhat 0.4 S0 | 2 0.4
Quite a bit 1:2 22 12.6 8.0 4.6
A great deal 85 .3 8353 89.:1 95.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (238) (238) (238) (238)

A majority of each of the groups (89.1%) responded that they trust
the selected child "a great deal." The largest percentage is in the
"great deal" category in response to how much the respondent cares about
| the selected child (95%).




The majority of respondents in each of the four groups either agree
or strongly agree that their relationships with the sclected child is as
they hoped it would be (Table 49): about half of each group agree. More
variation among the groups is seen in the response category, "strongly
agree,"” with the two urban groups showing the greatest gap: 30.7 percent
for those under 75, and 54.9 percent for those 75 or over. The rural
groups show similar responses: 47.4 percent for those 75 or over and
40.7 percent for those under 75.

Table 49. Relationship with Selected Child as Hoped by Age and

Location
Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 / 5+
Strongly disagree 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 2.6%
Disagree 6.8 .2 3.4 0.0
Neither 3.4 0.0 3.7 0.0
Agree 55.7 41.9 51.9 50.0
Strongly agree 30.7 54.9 40.7 47 .4
Tetal 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (88) (31) (81) (38)
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The majority of each of the groups agree that their views are
similar to those of the selected child with lowest frequency reported by
the urban 75 or over (58%) and rural under 75 (59.2%) groups (Table 50):
the highest "agree" percentage is from the rural 75 or over (76.3%), and
the urban under 75 group at 60.2 percent. The second most frequent
response for the urban under 75 group is "disagree" (17%), followed
closely by "strongly agree" (14.8%). For the other three groups, the
second most frequent response is "strongly agree," with a range from
13.2 percent to 24.7 percent.

Table 50. Views Similar to Selected Child by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 15k <75 15+
Strongly disagree 2.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2.6%
Disagree 15750 16y 1 9:9 79
Neither il 6.5 6.2 0.0
Agree 60.2 58.0 39, 2 76.3
Strongly agree 14.8 19.4 24,7 15702
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

N (88) (31) (81) (38)




Over half of both urban groups and the rural, under 75 group and
only 42 percent of the rurai 75 or over group report that the selected
child would not be the child they would turn to first in an emergency.
The respondents who report "no" were then asked who is the child that
they are most likely to turn to., Table 51 presents a summary of the
birth order of the child that the respondents are most likely to turn to
ln an emergency.

Table 51. Birth Order of the Child Respondent Turns to in an
Emergency by Age and Location

Urban Rural
<75 75+ <75 75+
lst 39,9% 67.7% 48.3% 63.2%
2nd 7 A7 . 6.5 29.6 237
3rd 15.9 22 .6 9.9 7.9
4th T4 0.0 4.9 246
5th 2.3 U0 [, 0.0
6th I | 0.0 0.0 0.0
/ th L 0.0 L 52 0.0
8th Lyl 0.0 0.0 0.0
9th 0.0 3.2 0.0 0.0
Refused to choose 5.6 0.0 4.9 2.6
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
N (88) (31) (81) (38)

The child that is most likely to be chosen first is the oldest
child (this includes only children), particularly for the 75 or over age
group. The second oldest child is the next child most likely to be turn
to for both rural groups and the urban under 75 years group,; for the
urban, 75 years or older group, the 3rd oldest child is the second most
likely child to be chosen.
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Five percent of all the participants strongly agree with the
statement "children should take care of their parents, in whatever way
necessary when they are sick"; 52 percent agree; 7 percent neither agree
nor disagree; 31 percent disagree; and 5 percent strongly disagree. The
older respondents, 75 or over, have a higher percentage of persons that
agree with the statement (Table 52). About sixty-five percent of the
urban and 73.3 percent of the rural older groups either strongly agree
or agree. The urban and rural younger respondents, 54 percent and 50.5
percent, respectively, agree or strongly agree with the statement.

Table 52. Children Take Care of Parents by Age and Location

Urban Rural

<75 75+ <75 75+
Strongly disagree 7.0% 4.9% 4. 4% 0.0