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AESTMCÏ

ADULÏ CHILDREN AS CÁREOIVERS T0 ELDERLY PARENTS: A l'ltNNONlTE EXPL0RATION

Reæorch shows that the famlly ls the môin sourcs of support for the elderly

(tJlærelll ,1982r, Due to the multl-cultural nature of the Condlan populafion, the

impæt of ethnlcity on the famllial support systsm hæ emerged æ ôn ôræ worthy of

lnvætigatlon. Thls study examlnæ tfp porental support system of a llennonlte

p$pulation in a small Southern llonitoba tsvrn in terms of the type of support prorided

to the parent by an odult chlld, the quantity of ærvfces that are provided, the guolity

of the lnterçnsrational relatlonship and the strain ôssffil6tfr wlth the carqlver role,

A group of 37 ræpon#nts, lncludlng 15 dult chlldren, lS porents ond T

children- in- law , were interviswd separately to &term lne the different peræptions

0f' the ærqivlng sltuatlon. A æparote group of 14 members from ô mors

00nservatlva church, lncluding I adult chlldren and 6 parents, were lnterviewd æ on

sdult children ponel and a porent panel.

Ræults lndlcatd that the majorlty of dult chlldren proviffi both affætlve and

lnstrumental support to thelr parents. Emotlonal support wæ vlewd by both parents

and adult children æ valued and vital. The low le'rel of car4iving straln reported by

dult children is partially ottributd to strong affætlve tiæ which were both in

evidenæ and expressed by both çneratiuns.

The relative homryneity of the findings wæ attributd to both methffilogical

consi&ratìons and cuìtural and religious fætors æsæiated with the llennonlte belief

system. Thæa fætors incluù the norms of filial ræponsibilitV; strong fomily tiæ;

mutuaì aid and serviæ for others. l'lethoùlogicol ænsiderations inclu& the limitd

siæ and nonrÊpresentativenass of the mmple population,
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CI.IAPTIR I

INÏRODUCTfOH

Ïraditionally, the el&rly have lmkd to their familfæ for æsistanæ in timæ of næd

(Hsnk, 1983), Although the famlly æntlnuæ to be the funftmental souræ of support

for qlng menrbsrs (Arbms, 1970; lgT l ; Brot, lg70; 1978; floronvy, lgï1;Rffivr,

1967: $hanm, 1973; $llverstone, l97E watson & Kivett, t976), ræent demqraphlc

chonps sugæt that a serlous problem ls dweloplng Thls problem lnvolvæ the growing

proportlon of el&rly ln our sælety.

Lifeexpætanry in cana& hæ increM from 6l yærs ln lgJl toabout 74 tffiy, ln

l92l , 5S of the Côndlan populatlon wæ orrer the ôF 0f 65 wherffis l0ß of the

populatlon is currently ln thls w group, Furthermors, from lg76 to lgS l there wæ a

17,9fr inreaæ in the number of elderly over the ry of 65 (statistiæ canú, lgs?r.

Ïhe increôsg ln the proportion of the @ in our sæiety hæ also bæn due to a &cllne

in natollty during the læt æntury, wlth the exæpilon of an incrme durlng the "baby

b00ñt" the birth rate ln canú hædropped from 28,5 per 1000 in lgsg to ls,J per

1000 in 1980. Canffi's fertllity rate which now stands at 1.8, is well belsw the 2. t

næded to mointoln the natlonal populotion (Statlstics Csnú, l9S2), As life expectancies

æntlnue to rise and l$y birthratæ decrw the proportlon of the young ln our society we

foæ a potentially serious population expansion among the @,

Furthermore, the fætæt rate of inre¡se in populatlon is omong the el&rly over the

ôge 0f 75 snd partlcularly thw over 85 (Brotmon, lgs0), ln 1976,7s0,000

üanadÍans were 75 yærs of æ 0r ol&r and by the yær 2000 this number is expætd to

truhle. For those @ 85 and over, the predlctd lnmæse ls from I 42, 000 ln I g82 to

351,t00 in theyær 2000 (Coln, 1982). Espælollyvulnerobletohælthond&pendency
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probloms, these fndividuals are the mæt likely to ned supportive ærvicæ. An

unfortunate conquênce of the proportional incræse ômong the @ moy be o groning

population of potentially êpen&nt el&rly ( Broúy, I g8 I ; Brotman, I gS0),

Old ry retirement programs were ræted by the gvernment wlth the bæt of

lntentlons. Although mæt indlvlduals now vlew these prqrôms æ a natlonal rlght they

were originally intenffi æ o sofety net for those in næd (Boumhorer, l9S2). The

attitu& that it ls the pvernment's ræponsibilf ty to provi& what is neeffi to care for the

qed ls bæomlng more ond more prevôlent ln this sælety (Horrls & Cole, 1980; Tr00s,

te7-î),

Changæ in the social structure hffe also contrlbuted to the shift ln the role of the

family ln the support of el#rly members. The wolution of the fomily from a

multlgteratlonol unlt to o nuclmr unlt came æ a ræult of the smlal and gqraphlc

mobllity which mmpanlæ industriallætion, ln the trditionol extended famlly,

lndlviduals were ralsd to bellwe that f'ornlllsm oremuld lndlvlduallsm. This ldeolryy

lmtllled o powerful sense of obllffitlon to the fâmlly whlch halped to ensurs the côre of

elûrly members (somerville , 1972r. Hovvsr¡er, a charæteristic fæture of the pæt few

tutÚs hæ bæn the dæire to æhiwe in#penúnæ ond privøy within ths nuclmr family

clrcle (Woræh-Kardæ, lgEJ), Now, mamled couplæ obllptlons ars to eæh other and

theìr children first and then to thair kin ( Brsdy, I g7S).

Deqite thæ ffis there is substantlaì eviftnæ that the el&rly have not bæn

abandond by their kin (Atrms, 1970; lgTl; Broûy, 1970; lgZB; Cantor,lgTga;

Kempler, 1976; R0s0w, 19671 $hanæ, 1979a; l g80; Shanæ, Townsand, \treffirburn,

Frìis, l'lilhog &, $tenhouwer, lg68; sussman, 1965; Trolì, rliiler &, Atchley, l9z9;

Watson&Klvett, 1976). Acomplexpatternof interpnerational exchonpexlsts amgng



family members which is charæterid by an early florr of ærviæs from parents to

children. The flow is rweræd when the younpr pneration ræches mifile-ç and the

parants bæome elderly (Adams, I 970; $hanæ et. al., I 968; Watmn &, Kivett, I 976).

lnùpenùnæ is hlghly valued by the yuung and old olike. The maJority of elûrly would

like to remain in cloæ æntæt with their children but thay alæ want to maintain

inftpenfrnt houæholde for æ long æ pæsible (Klvett, 1976; Shanæ, 1980¡ $ussman,

1976: Treas, 1977 , Troll, l97l), whsn ths/ ûre n0 lonpr able to remaln indepenftnt

theel&rlyturntothslrfamlllæforæsistanæ(Glclrellt, lgEl;Roblnmn&Thurnher,

1979: shonæ, lg80; wæks & cueller, lgsl). Brsúy ond her æsociatæ fig7s)

propoæd the i&s of a ærial availobility of carElvers. ln ths went thot supportive ære

bmmæ necessary, the spouse bmmæ the first rnsumê æreglving ræponslbilities,

Adult children ôre swnd in thls hierærchy and other relotivæ third, When the spouæ is

not avallable or able to prurl& c6rs, ô mltrle-@ chlld çnerally æsumæ the role of

primary æregiver (Neuprten, I 976; Shanæ, I gTgb).

Usually mupylng the æcond llneal pæition ln a thræ or four generotion famlly,

porental carqivers often find themælvæ caught betwæn the competing and often

conflir:ting&mandsandn#ofyoungondoldfamilymembers(Broúy, lgSl;Neugarten,

1979b; $chwart¿, lg79; Shanæ, l9E0), Kirschner ( lgSS) polnts out that stræs ls

often the rmult of confllct betwæn famlly loyalty and indlvidualism. For instance, the

famlly life cycle may not coinci& wlth lndivldual transitlons. The emotlonal ensrglæof

adult childrÊn mõ/ be hearily invætd elssv{here at the time when their parents are mmt

in nesd of support, Thls &mand rnö/ come of a time when the cor4lvers ore themælvæ

learning to cope with the potentlal strsssÊs of their own qing, tulf ning hælth status, and

retirement, At thlstime thqymey, therefore, be forcd to mntendwlththepotentiol



&monds uf a Job, spouss, children, gron&hlldren, el&rly parents, and perhaps,

parents-in-law (Johnson & Spenæ, lgL?:Ward, lgTS),

Research indiætæ that ærtain ßmqrophic varfablæ influenæ the type and guantíty

of support prorlffi by adults to 4ing parents, Theæ varlablæ, which æn apply to both

the caregiver and the care rælplent, lnclude: ôF (sengtæn, lgTg: cantor, lgzs),

gen&r (Adams, 1970; l-loruwltz,lg8l; Roblnsn & Thurnher, lgTg), morital status

(Atchley, Pignatiello, & $har, 1975; Shanæ et. al., 1968), ond employment status

(Broúy, l9ûl). Generally, belng ol&r, female and unmamid is assæratd with a

greater provision of support, whereæ employment status of the female caregivers may

not affæt the prwision of care to a græt extent, 0ther fætors known to affæt the

cùarmteristiæ'of the familial support q¡stem includa çoqraphic proximity (Clcirelli,

l98l); inæma lwel (Archbold, l98lh Èpanùncy lwel of the parent (Clcirelll,

1981h and motìvation (Horovritz, 19Sl). Flnaìly, saveral studiæ on parantal

cnregiving have pointed out the lmportanæ of assaælng the qualltatlve æ wall æ the

quantitativa nature of the intergenerational relatlonship (Conner, PfryÊrs, &, Bultena,

1979; Llang, Dvorkln, Kahana &, llælan, 1980; straln & chappelì, lgEZ; Troll et. ol.,

197e).

ïhe lmpæt of ethnlclty on the famlly support system hæ ræently emerçd æ ôn are6

of intsræt in sæial prontology (Bengtson, lg79 Cantor, lgTgb; Fanútil & frlfand,

1976; &lfond & Fsndsttl, 1980; Holzberg, l98l ; Roænthol ,1982). The mæt common

definition &sribæ an ethnÍc group æ ô group of individuols with a shored ænæ of

pæplehood bæd on ræ, rellglon, or nationol orlgln (0ordon, 1964), llanual ( lgsz)

polntsout that ethnlcity may be impoædupon,0r attributed to fndividuals or groups, in

the way they are reprded by others. tthnicity is pnerolly viewedæon immigrant



culture which hæ bæn brought from the country of origln and transplantd into North

Amerlæn llfe wlth minimal modlfiætlons (0slfônd & Kutzlk, 1979), lmpltctt ln the

mnæpt of ethnicity is the vi$r that ethnicity bmmæ læs fmportont for sucæssive

generatlons and thot components of the cultural heritaç such æ langury, style of dress,

fod preferenæs, ônd other such customs beæme weokened or læt, being replaced ry thg

æunterparts in the &minont culture (Ræenthal, lgSZ),

However, ethnlcity may also persist, at leæt to sme extent, æross çnerations,

Ksllen (1977, usæ the term "sthnæulturs" to &crlbs o partlcular wey of vlewlngond

úlng thlnp shard by members of an ethnic group and transmlttd from ons pneratlon to

the next through the proæss of enculturatlon. Although the ethnic culture moy un&rp

changæ æ it pæses through generations, lt remains distinctlve (Holtzberg, l gSl ), The

cultural components of ths athnlc group mry chanp æ ô næesffiry ffiptatlon to tha wldar

environment but a bounüry betwæn in-group and outsi&rs remains.

This study is basd upon the premise that dult children are a vital and valud souræ of

supportive ære to elùrly parents. Although many lndividuals manry to lulfitl this role

it often entalls some @ræ of personal or famlllal wrlflæ (Robinson & Thurnher,

1979; cicirelli, 1981; Hororritz, 19s2). The mqnituft of the særifiæ is likely

influenffid by an individual's expætations conærning the role of the family in caring for

eltrrly members. Ihe stuS ttnüBrns tha famillal support system of a sæio-rallglous or

'ethnæultural" group ln which tha trudltion of support based on family tiæ silll exlsts æ

a cultural norm. $pælflcally, the purpuse of thts stuüy ls to examlne tha parentat

support gystem of a rural llennonite population in tarms of the type of support prwlffi

to the parant by an dult chTld, the quantity of ærvlæs that ore provìÈd, the quality of

the lnterpnerotional relotTonshlp and the straln assælatd wlth ths corqlver rolu,



ct{ÁPTtR il

OVTRVIIW OF STEIHBACHAHD THE IIENNONITIS

Profile of Stef nhæh

Hanitoba is a larp provinæ spanning more than 250,000 square milæ. Acærding to

ths l98l csn$us, over half of the approxlmately l,û?6,000 Hanltobans live ln

WinnlpE,llanitoba's major city. With the exæption of Brantn, which hæ a population

0f a littla over 40,000, tha ræt of the provinæ is larçly rural. l1æt llanitobans live in

tha sûuthern part of the provinæ whera, outsl& the maJor citlæ, the prlmary æcupation

is farrning. ln 1981, 11.98 of the population of Ìlanitoba was over the aç of 65

( Statlstiæ tanatr, I 9S2).

Læated about 38 milæ south-eæt of Winnipeg, Steinbæh is a præperous and growing

community. lt is known throughout llanltoba æ "The Automoblle City" becauæ of the

large number of cors sold there, With o population nonr exæeding 7,000 $telnbæh ssrvss

æ a regional tr* ænter for slx tlmæ that marry pæple ln southesstern llanitoba,

Approximately 80ff of the populatlon of $telnbæh is t'lennonite, Nlne of l4 churchæ

in tfp community are llennonite by afflliatlon. Thæe nine churchæ belong to eight

separoteconfersncss (OeneralConference; Evongellcal tlennonite Confersnæ; Evarpllcal

tlennonlte l"llsslon tonferenæ; Hennonlte Brethren; Evonpllcol tlennonlte Brethren;

Church of ffi in Christ, l'lennonite; Chortitzer and Bergthaler). Even the five

non-tlennonlte churchæ inclutr many members of tlennonite bækground,

From I874 to I 930, Steinbæh was hardly more than a small agricultural community

larply tsolated from the commercial life of the prouinæ. Regtonal trffi ænters were

usually læatd along roilrM llnæ and wBrB æsmopotltan in populatìon. Stelnbæh hd

neither of thæe charæteristlcs. $teinbæh's æmmerclal &velopment ìs parüally due to



resi&nts' ability to ffipt to their politlæl and physiæl environment and to uompensate

for rætrictions encounterd-both impmd upon tham and self-imposd, whan

neighbourìng towns with railway connætions drar buslnæs aï,üy from town, Plannonites

opend storæ in thæe tot¡rns and then mwd them to .$tsinbæh onæ thoy bæams

establishd.

Although llennonite businæsmen pionæred the eænomic &velopment of the tswn ths/

hare not inhibitd the partlcipation of non-l{ennonltæ, By 1898 two blæks of land neor

Steinbæh were ssttled by non-tlennonltæ, the Clearspring Settlement of Scgtch

Præbyterlans to the north and the Frldensfeld Sottlsment of German Lutherans to the

wuth. The 0erman Lutherans æme from eætern Europe and the Ukraine where the/ lived

æ neighbours to the llennonitæ and stlll compose a distlnct element ln the population of

$telnbæh.

Althouuh llennonltæ are sometlmæ fficribd ôs more of an ethnle than a dlsflncily

rellgl0us group, thelr læk of unlform ethnlc ldentlty ôrguss rylnst thls concluslon, At

the time of thelr origln ln the Anabaptfst movement the/ hd two preûmlnant ethnic

sûurcffi: Swlss/South frrman ond Dutch/North furman, Pllgratlon esstward ln Europe to

Prussia snd Russia 6ve them a somevrhot plurolistic cultural i&ntlty although oermon

remoined the úmlnont langu4e, After two world wars durlng which time preJudiæ wæ

dirætedat &rman-spæking lmmigronts, llennonitæ found it dvantryus toemphælæ

their ærller Dutch orfgins. During ænsus-taking most llennonltæ in $teinbæh l&ntify

their ethnic groupæ Dutch although mme reportit æ frrman and asmall minorlty

report lt æ Russlan. Among themselvæ thoy are known æ Russlan llennonltæ æ opp6

to Plennonitæ who come to North Ameriæ dirætly from turope, Certain cultural patter.ns

ffipted ln the Russlsn envlronment are stlll wldent ômong these groups ( Har&r, I 970),
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History of the llennonites

llennonítæ wolved æ part of the Anabaptist mo¡ement during the Protætant

Reformation of the l6th æntury, A small group of belieyers challen@ the reforms of

llartin Luther and Ulrlch Zwingli æ falllng short of bibllcal ituls for the church, ln an

attempt to recover New Tætament Christianity, Conrad Orebel led this group in bopilsing

one another upon confæslon of folth ln Jæus Chrlst at Zurlch, Swltzerland in 1525,

Flrd by thelr new falth, the belisvers bepn to evonçliæ, The mwement guickly spræd

dovrn the Rhlne to $outh @rmany and tfp Î-letherlands. Anoboptlsm, which mæns "t0

baptise ôgô|n", #nld the valldlty of infant boptlsm and rebaptlsd converts. ln the vlsw

of the church and stats, theAnabaptist pæition amounted to heresy æ in esænæ it #fid

the pvernment-run church, llarry Anabaptist le*rs wsre martyred snd wer the next

50 years thousonds mffe wsre tortured and persæuted, Theyærs of persæuilon flnally

forced the bellwers to æek havens where Anabaptlst survivors mlght llve thelr falth

mrdlng to thelr consslences (Shenk, I gEZ).

l"lennonitæ quired their name from Henno $imons, a Dutch Cotholic priæt who

renürnd0sthollclsm and bæsmea ls#r ln the movement ln 1536, Although nst the

founder of the mwement but rather o consolidator ond orpniær, llenno Simons wæ one of

the mwement's mæt slgnifiænt splrltual gulfts. Clæely tled to theAnabapilst mnæpt of

a voluntory believsrs' church wæ ân emphæls on æparotion from the world and the

lmpingments of pvernment, llenno Slmons bellevd that only ffi or Chrlst ls Lord of the

cÛnscienæ ond, therefore, the stote hd no right to úbble in matters of conscienæ, The

church must be a fræ church and not controlled by the state, This belief become the bæis

0f the llennonite futrlne of complete conformlty to $d's Word and complete

nonænformity to the world ( lYenpr, 1 977).



To murately follow the teæhings of the New Tastomsnt l"lannonites believd that thay

must withdrar from the law enforæment and wor-wqing functions of the state. The

l'lennonite faith involves a llfe of nonræistanæ. Warfare and violenæ in any form is

rejected, not becauæ violencs ls tæ ùnprous but rather bæauæ it ls t00 wæk, tæ

short-slghtd ond lnevltably ælf-defætlng (Au$burçr, I 983 ).

All members of the llennonite faith shard in the ræponsibiìity of spræding the

g0apÊ1. Thay baliwed that a follower of Christ æuld expæt to suffer for hls beliefs.

FerË€cutlon foræd the llennonltæ to mlgrate to northern &rmany, parttuularly to æst

and wæt Prussia æ well as the æuthern parts of Germany, Austria, and the Nethsrlands.

Lurd by military and taxotion exemptions and permiæion to found thair own æhool and

lmol pvarnmsnts, many llennonites immigratd to $outh Russla betwæn t 789 and

1889. But nar gumnment lars in the 1870's, lncluding æmpulsory military trainlng,

caus a wûve of emigration to the united states and canffi (Levy, lgzg).

Canffi promlsd milttary exemptlon and the right to ducate their chtldren in ffiiüon

tolarptrætsof landforfræhomesteûds. ln 1874, tlennonite immigrontsætabllshd

the æst and wæt re$rves ln southarn llanltoba. Thw reærvæ inclu&d elght townships

east of the Red River and 1 7 townships wast of the Rd River ( Ewert,l 932). The Eæt

Rsserve, noìil known æ the Rural lluniclpality of Hanover, hæ it's sæt ln $teinbæh.

Withln the larpr }lennonite 0rùr, smallçr l-lennonite qrstems ftveloped ranglng

from the ultra-conærvative oìd or&rs to prqræslve larçr &nominstions, Among the

more than twenty ftnominations of llennonites there exists a wi& diversity of trdtflon

and prætlæ. Hüilevgr, &splte thelr differenæs in culture and bækground, Mennonitæ

remain unitd in their fun&mental beliefs (Kauffman, lg77).
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Ths ¡lennonlte ûhurch System

The llennonlte Church sr¡stem is ængr@tional in which o number of ængrrytìons,

similar in charæter and purpose, group themsalvæ into ænferenæs. Thæs ænferenúBs

oftan lnclu& ængrrytions locotd in æveral provinæs and stotæ (Epp, 196g).

Althuugh there ls uniformity of falth arrrong the different ænferenæs, there are

ænsiderable differencæ in ottitufts toward affairs of life and interæt ln the sumounding

world. Wheræs some conferences æntinue to emphæiæ a life of æparation from the

world, mæt confersnffirs hð/e mwd torrard tha meptanæ of North Amerlæn culture.

There is a growlng tentrnuy to belleve that the church should strivs to ba relwant in

t@'s world, Differenæs 0m0ng ænferenffi exist in tha lnterpretatlon of ærtaln

PæWs in the Bibla and ln applying ærtain særaments. For instanæ, olthough all

conlerenc€s beliaúe ìn voluntary baptism, some prætiæ baptlsm by affuslon (pouring)

and some by immersion (Augsburçr, 1985).

The larpst group of North Americon tlennonitæ, known slmpty æ the llennonlte

Ghurch, ls often referrd to as the "ûld llennonltæ", Larçly of $wlss llannonÌte orlgln,

tha majority of thæa lTennonltes hara ættld in mtern Pennsylvanla and southern

Ontario . l'lembershlp in hna& numbers approximately 9,000. The hneral hnferenæ

wæ foun&d tn 1860 by John H.0berholtær, a progressive le*r tn the tlennonìte

Church in Pennsylvanla. This group is largely compriffi of llennonitæ from Russia who

came to North Americo in the 1870's, 1920's, late 1940's ond ærly lgs0's (wençr,

1977). Currently, there are approximately 25,000 members ln Canffi.
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History of the Steinbæh thurchæ

EvanFlical llannonite thurch. The Evançlical tlennonite Church or El1t, known

until 1952 æ tha Kleine hmeinÈ, is the oìtrst ængreptlon in Steinbæh fttìng bæk to

1874. The Klslne &mein& bryn ln 1812 æ a rena,r¡al movemsnt ln tha llolotæhna

llennonite ættlement in Russia. The entire grûup, ænslstlng of nlnety-six familiæ,

emigrotd to North Ameriæ in 1874. Thirty-six famlliæ mwd to Nebræka and slxty

familiæ sottlsd ln llanltoba. ln 1906 the Nebræka group relocatd ln Kanms but wæ

largely dissolvd by 1947. The llanitobû group dispersed betwæn two villqæ in the æst

reservs, one of whish wæ steinbæh, and five villrys in tha wæt r8ssrv8.

ln l88l , approximotely one third of tha Kleine [þmeintr ænvertd to tha Ameriæn

ranawal group ælld Church of 0od in Christ, l'lennonite. For tha remolning members,

the tutrine and church præticæ remalned æntlally unchan@ until after World War I

when the church experlenæd a perld of renewal wlth an lrrcreæe ln baptisms resulilng

in a membership more open to chanp (Harder, I g70).

The cmrdlnotlon of tha work of the church ls tha ræponsibllity of the thurch Councll

arul a Pætorol Commlttæ. The Pætoral Commlttæ mnslsts of the pætor,1routh pætor ond

thræ elæted members from the ængrrytlon who fttermlne the næds of the ængrepilon

and gìve spiritual gulünæ to the total church progrôm. The Church Council ænsists of

the pætor, tha youth pastor, chairmen of the Deacon Committæ, the Trustæ hmmìttæ,

the Hi$ions Commlttæ, and the Christian Educatlon hmmittæ, æ well æ thræ elætd

members from the congrrytion. Among other things, tha huncil prapôres the apnda for

membershìp mætings and cmrdinatæ the work of the æmmittæs. Præent mambership

of the EtlC is 580 (schellenberg, I gES).
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Steinbæh l"lenrronita Church. When the smnd maJor wave of Russian l'lennonltes

amivd in tsn* in 1923, on elftr in l"lanitoba orpniæd a larç church cnnsisting of

smaller ængreptions scatterd throughout the Eæt and Wæt Reærvæ. ln 1935, alght of

thæa famlllæ movd to Steinbæh ond formd the nucleus of a nerr¿ ængrrytlon. ln l94l

the first new church building was erætd and a ymr tater the group formally atpted the

name Steinbæh llennonlte Church and appììed for membership ln the ûeneral frnfsranæ.

The thÌrd and final wave of l'lennonite immigrations from Russia mured after World

War ll. Betwæn 1947 and 1950 thlrty famiìlæ ættld in Steinbæh ondJotned the

$teinbæh Ìlennonite Church. A few ¡ruars later more immigrants come via Paraguay.

Lar$ly due to thls ræh of immlgrations tha $t1C hæ shown the fætæt grmvth in

$telnbæh (Harftr, I 970), Præent membership of the SÌ1C ls 4J0.

Church of ffi ln Chrlst. llennonite. John l-loldeman, ths foun&r of the Church of ffi
ln thrist, llennonlte (Cæl'1) ænferenæ, wæ raisd ln the (0ltl) ]'lennonite Church in

0hlo. This group hæ ættld lnto a ænvantional type of ethnic church wlth lltile thought of

re/ival and mìsslon work and littla motivation for changing the ætablished patterns of

worship and church or$nlætlon. ln 1844, at the @ of l z, Holùman experlancd a

radical spirltuaì rebirth and ot the ry of 20, consæratd his life to renewing the church.

He flrmly beli€vd tn the nææslty of splrltual reblrth, a nonrælstant stanæ, plaln

dres, discipline of unfoithful members ond conftmnatlon of "worldly churches", He wæ

convinced that he hd bæn colld to the minlstry diræily by ffi. when Hol&man's

attempts to ìnitiate chanps in the Ìlennonite Church proved unsuæessful he separated

himself from the church in 1859 orul orpniæd a small group of followsrs ìnto the Church

of Gd in chrlst, llennonite (Hartrr, 1970). T@ thare are approximately 4,300

members in the Candian CtCl'1 ænferenæ.
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Ths $telnbæh ængrqation initlally met ln homæ and then shard the æhml building

on olternata $un@s with the Kleine hmslnù. ln I gl 1 tha first church building was

erectd. This ængrrytion hæ become one of the more prqræsive ln th-e CGtIl ænferenæ

bmuse of ths urban charæter of ths Steinbæh group. Pressnt membershlp of tha

$telnbæh church is 130.

Plennnnite Faith anrf Culturp

The rallgious ffilgnatlon of llannonTte enæmpææs a ænsl&rable ranp from

"tonservative" t0 "liberal" wings of the llennonite spætrum. Dæpite differencss in

culture and bækground, llennonitæ rgmain unìtd in their fun&mental beliafs.

Extramely Blble-æntarad, Plennonites live by thræ words: obdlenæ, slmplictty and

love. ln the l'lannonite itulqy, the key to living a Christian life is disciplæhip. This

involvæ following Christ in obdienæ by patlernlng onr's lifa after Hls ln a llfe-long

fournry of ssil-sscrtfiæ. ln other worß, dlsclplæhtp rquiræ *lf-ünlal (Panner,

198Ð, Tradltionolly, the prætiæ of mutual aid, which to the fellowship wæ a natural

part of true diæiplæhlp, extendd to all pæple includlng those outsl& the fellowshlp.

Denial of indlvlduallsm ond afflrmation of the communlty wæ enæur@. Noboüy ln the

mmmunlty of falth was more lmportant than arryone elss, for all wers slgnlflcont. Livlng

tha christian life lnvolved love and çnuine caring for all ( Brown, I 976),

One of the kgf elements in the malntenanæ of a sælety is the ætabìishment of the

norms of mutual obli$tion and a high lnterætion rate (Erickæn, Erickæn & Hæteiler,

1980). The consêrvatlve groups of llennonltæ utiìiæ other powerful tþvicæ to maintain

miul bounÈriæ batwæn in-group members and outslùrs. Thesa prætlcæ inctutr use

of the Low krman longuap, proscrlptlons rylnst lntermarrlry wlth outstftrs and the
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pratti0e of excommunication of deviant msmbers. The purpæe of exæmmunicailon ls to

maintain a "purs thurch" by insulating the church from ths "wil" world (Hiebert,

1973r. Just the thræt of the wial and spirituol ætræism involved in sxcommunication

remains a tremenúus foræ ln malntalnlng group membershlp, Chanp ls difflcult to

æhelve bæaus the members bellÉrye thst ths tæhln6 of lea&rs are sôncflond by 0d

md arry propæition of rdfæl chonç amounts to hersq/ (Kauffman, lg77'),

The lifætyle of the conærvotlve llennonite extreme æsentíally runs counter to the

norms and valuæ of the larçr sæiety. Ilembers llve prlmarily for the "Kingffm 0f 6d"

rather than "eôrthly" purposes. Aæeptsd norrns of the larpr wlety such æ geqraphlc

and æclal mobillty, materialism, imperænol seærubry relatlonships, intellætuollsm and

b00k knowledæ and the value of dvanæ ônd chonç have bæn bæiælly rejæted. A græt

smphæls ls plffi on humlllty ln all æpæts of llfe . The effinomlc system ls basst on

ryleulture ond relat€d raftsmamhlp in which the profit motlve is consisten¡y

thwn-orffi. Relatlonshlps wlth outslders, which are rryrdd æ frlvolous, are græ¡y

rætrictd (R*fop & Hætetlsr, 1977'),

Ïwo æpæts of the trdltlonal llennonlte value system hove portlcular relwonæ to the

focus of this stuúy bæau* they ensured an extensive support ystem for fomlly members,

Thess ore the lmportanæ of kinshlp tlæ and the ldæl of fomlly farming æ an mupation,

Ïhe Hennonite ethÍc includæ a strong moral obligatíon to others, mæt particularly, one's

fsmily. Trditionally the duV of children ordinand an unconditional and absolute

system of filial piety (Kauffman, lg77), ln this ifulgy ons nwsr outgrew the command

to honour and obøy one's porents, $imllarly, the rotionale behind the prefsrenæ for the

trditionol 4rarian lifætyle includd the dvant4e æ a setting for a strong family life.

Larp familiæ ond the graphicalstability connætd with the farming mupotion
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tþsrs€ssd the probability of ægreptlon or abanúnment of ol@r family members. The

wide variety of tæks involved in farming ensurd thoi wery family from the oldæt to the

¡'uunçst hd an important role in the maintananæ of the family's Tifætyla ($toltfus,

1977).

Among the conærvative l{ennonite conferenæs such æ the ml1, haditional bellefs

ûnd præticæ ore lntentlonally preserved, Trdltlonol llennonits ffitrlne lnclutrs a

belief in æring for thelr own pmple without trpending 0n wsrnment support, ln ths

cæe where the lmmedlate famlly hæ dlfflculty, kln ond the æmmunlÇ of nelghbours {ìre

expæted to pltch ln, ln thls mllieu the el&rly hove præilp, complete wurlty ond a

ætisVing role (Hiebert, 1973).

The liberal llennoníte groups such æ the the General Conferenæ and the llennonite

Brethren Conferenæ have essÊntiolly ffipted the norms and valuæ of the larpr wiety.

l1æt members of thæ conferencffi æpt the cultural Fals of succsss and efflclenoy and

conform to the behsvloral patterns of the larpr sælety. No lonpr wlshing to be æparate

from the world llennonite princlplæ are interpreted through a contemporary fromework

(f'lrykovfch, 1976), Although rellglon contlnuæ to play a rucial role in prwldlng

integrotion ond cohæion to families of læs conærvative conferences, urbon standards snd

v0luæ ore incrsæingly lnfiltratlng the essentlally rurol llennonite llfætyle. There ls a

&finltetrendtowardûmæratlætion in thefamily structure. Authorlty ondstrictnæs

ln chlld-rearing prætlæs hove rel$(ed and, wlth the ønerpnæ of the rylltarlan famlly,

sex rolæ are changing. (Anderson & Dri@r, lgS0).

ln the llberal llennonlte communlty, æ ln the larçr society, old ry mmes abrupily

wlth a sst ffi for retlrement wlth retfros hovlng little control ovsr ffcompanylng chan6

in lifestyle. ln the ænærvative llennonite E/stem, famllism ls ætæmed ond prætiæd; in
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the liberal llennonite environment, individualism mqy be becoming the norm (Andersûn &

Dri@r, l9E0). lt hæ not yet bæn ßtermind whether the emer$næ of the llennmite

nuclær family and the aæomporrying æparatlon betwæn exten&d family members

complicate the absorptlon of the el&rly lnto the kinshlp support system. Knowl@ of the

lmpllætlons of these trends on the tlennonlte elúrly ls æpæially llmltd, Wlth the

valuæ of the larçr wiety præsing clæer to rural llennonite towns, it hæ bæome

inffeæingly important to explore the nature of parental carqlving within thls changing

culturalsystem,
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CHAPTER III

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

The Dapenrhnt Variables

Type of Support

A wide voriotion exists in the nature and amount of ærvices provi&d by dult

chlldren to qlng parents in terms of the @ræ of lnvolvement, ræponsibility and

tlme lnvêstment, Whereffi the provlslon of emotlonol support ls the most lmportant

and often mæt prevalent æreglving role (Horowltz & Dobrof, lgEZ; Robinson &

Thurnher, 1979r, the majorlty of dultsalso provl&varylng lwelsof lnstrumental

assistanæ to their porents (Eroûy, lg70; Broúy, poulshæk & l1æloæhl, lgTE;

Clcìrelli, ï979;Horowitz, I 978; 1982; $hanæ, l gS0). The more common typæ of

instrumental help offerd lncluù æslstanæ in the aræs of transportatlon, shopplng,

housahold uhoræ and repairs, yard maintenanæ and manqlng financæ (Horowitz,

1982; Klvett & Lærner, 1 980; $hanæ, 1979b; $ussman, I 977).

Dobrof and Litwsk ( 1977) supt thot the family is best quÍpped to perform the

n0nroutlne ond ldlosyncratlc æreglvlng tæks, Dutlæ becoms routlne by nsture of the

time, frquenry ond nd for expertiæ lnvolved in thelr performanæ (sivby a

Fl4ener, l9E4). whlch tæks becoms routine úpen6 on both the nêffi of the

eldgrly lndividual and the resourcæ of the carqiving family (Dobrof & Litwak,

1977).

Extent of Support

Substôntlal wi&næ supports the pæltlon that the maJorlty ol dults maintoin

frequent contæt with their parents (A&ms, l96E;Johnson & Burke, lg77;Johnson

&Catalono, 1982; Horowitz, lgEl; l9E2; Kivett&Leorner, l9E0; $hanæet.al,,
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1968;Trollet. al,, 1979; Sherman, Horowitz & Durmækin, lgg?), For instanæ,

Hormvit¿ (l9sl) reportd thai gsE of the dult children in her æmple æmple

talkd with thelr parents at leæt twiæ a wæk and 69ß vlsitd them at least onæ a

week. ln a slmilar stu@ Horowltz ( 1982) found that her somple spent an orer4e of

lE hours a wæk involvd in ærqlvlng tæks anú l2ß reportd &voflng at leæt JS

hours a wæk to parentol ære. ln an Austrollan stuf, Kendig and Rowland ( lgs3)

found that the adults ln the sample ælled and vlslted their parents an averry of l0

tlmæa month.

Patterns of caregiving shlft ln ræponæ to the changing n# and æpæitiæ of the

lndlvlduals lnvolved, Although el$rly porents often rælprmts ln the exchanp of

ssrvlces wlth thelr chlldren, ry and moblllty tend to be slgniflænt fætors ln the

extent of thelr lnvolvement (Contor, 1975; Hamls & Assoc. , 1976), Sfmllarly,

dult shlldrens' potentlal to ære for el&rly parents depen6, in part, on the number

0f oompeting rhmonG on thelr time, energy and ræouræs, Thæe æmpeilng

æmmittments often ænter on the n# of their own nuclær familiæ, their

æcupatlons or smial obllptlons (Johnson, l9s3). ln a study of ftughters and

elürly mothers, Lang and Brot ( 1983) lound that marriap, ftpen&nt children and

employment outside ths home were Essæiated with Ècræd levels of support

provision. The charæteristics of sharing a household wlth tha mother and being over

the ry of 50 were æsûclotd wlth the provision of more hours of care. (Lang &

Bruúy, lgt3).

Quat itative espæts ot Support

The næesslty of meæuring the subJætlve dlmsnslons whlch contrlbute to the

gu0llty ofcore æ wellæ thetype ond extent of support hæbænwellestablishd
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(Bengtson & Treæ, l9E0; wM & Robsrtson, lgTs). l.larry argue that rt is the

guality of a relationship that is important, not the guantity or type of interætion

(Conner, Poryers & Bultena, lg79: Liang, Dvorkin, Kahana, &, plazlan, lgg0;

shanæ, 1979b; strain & choppell , lg8¡z). Furthermore, when studylng the

subJective æpæts of a relationship, soreral studlæ conflrm the dvant4æ of

mthering lnformatlon from both membsrs of the pnerationol dyd to æntrol for the

differentiol peræptions ræulting from the varying nds and invætment le/els that

eæh member hæ ln the relatlonshlp (Eengtson & Cuilsr, lg76; Johnson, lgTg:

1982). Studlæ in which the lnterpnerationol relationshlp wæ subJætlvely rotd by

both çnerations indiæte that both members of the dyod rate the relationship more

pæitively than dult chlldren (Bengtson & cufler, lg16:Johnson & Bursk , lg77),

ln these studiæ, the ôdult children's ratlng scoræ ælnclffi more clossly wlth the

intervlewer's subJætive rotinp than did the parent's scores. This finding supts

that parents may overætlmate the lwel of affætlon ln the porent-chlld relailonshlp

(Johnson& Bursk , 1977), ln a reloted study Brown ( rg74) found that only 7ß of

the el&rly in his æmple dmitted to arrythlng læs than very ætisfylng relationships

with their families. Brown trypothælzerf that perhops intergenerational relotions

wsrs $ important to el#rly parents thot they could not conælve of the relatlonships

æ belng onything less than perfæt,

Varlous studlæ hare explord dlfferent gualltative æpæts of the lnterpnerational

relatlornhlp. Sussman and tsurchlnal ( 1962) report that close lntergeneratlonal tiæ

&pend on mutual affætion, inter&pen&næ and ræfpræal giving, shanæ and her

æsoclotæ ( 1968) supt that satisfying relationships betwæn dult chlldren ond

their porents &pend on the quality ond extent of communiætion betwæn pnerotions.
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Horowltz ( l9S2) found that cloæ affætive bon6 betvræn adult children and parents

were slgnifiæntly æsæiated with a strong æmmitment to æregiving on the part on of

the offspring. This strong committment, however, may well be the ræult of the sl0s0

affætive ties, Johnson ond Bursk ( 1977) found that @ porents who were in @
health and who wers relatlvely æilve and ln#pendent perælvd thelr

interpnerational relationships more pæitively thon the more physlcally rætrlctd

el&rly. Thæe roffirchers found thot flnonclalstatus may also have an effæt on the

guallty of lnterpnerational relationships. R4ardlæs of ætuol income level, the

more @uate income ls peræived to be by the parent, the more pæiilvely the

relatlonship is peræivd. ln thls str¡t both pnerations also peræived the

relatlonship more pæitlvely when thell shored similar vôluæ, had rælistic

peræptlons of the other and when the relatlonshlp wæ baæd on mutuol trust and

rmpæt, Lowsr subJectlve ratlng$ûres were ffilated wlth lower lsvels of contæt

and fewer shared valuæ,

The support provlslon of on dult chlld moy not qual that of a spouss ln guallty or

guontlty (Johnson & Cstalano, l98l ), a flndlng whlsh mey explaln wlry the el&rly

are more satlsfied with the ære thuy ræeive from a spouse (Johnson, lgs3),

Throughout the family llfe cycle the morltal relatlonshlp ræelvæ &mlnant valus

emphæls. A spouse ls &penffi upon to at leôst partlally fulfill both instrumentol ond

emotional næds. ln æntræt, children are expected to bæome and remaln in&pen&nt

from thelr parents ( Rmenmryer , lg72), Acærding to crork & An&rson ( lg67) o

@ parent-dult child relatlonshlp depends upon the autonomy ond ln&pendenæ of

both pnerotions. Expætatlons are ill-&flnd ond diffuæ in terms of obli$ilon to

parents. The ræultsofon Austrslian study offomily supportsystemsimplythata
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belief in family ræponsfbility is W n0 meôns universally held (Kendig &

Rowland,l983). Being the ræipient of fanilial support æn conflict wÍth fælin6 of

in&pendenæ and self-rellanæ. Other Australlon studiæ conflrm a wi&-spred ond

strongly felt reluctanæ to bmme &pen&nt on others ln æceptlng the mntrol of a

carer (Pollitt, 1977; Rusell, lgSl). When a porent is ln need of support, the

lnængruenæ betwæn expætations of lnûpendenæ and fælln6 of obligailon to help on

the part of the æregiver mô/ ræult in valus conflict which æn dræilælly affæt the

Wollty of ths relotlonshlp ( Kendlg & Rowland, lgSJ),

Johnson ( lgs5) ottributæ the græter dimtisfæilon with ofþrtng æ

carqlverstothechanp ln the nsture of the parent-childrelationshlp. When o

parent bemmæ ill or inæpable of independent functloning the næd for support often

involvæ o æmplete reversal in the ærlier porent-child &pen&ncy. The rela¡vely

qualltarlan ond mutually in&pen&nt interpneratlonal relationship of dulthM

shlfts t0 the more depen#nt and authorltarlan relatlonship of ærer and ære

ræipient ( Fisher, I 9S I ), The final vætips of parental authority are relinquished

when ræiprælty cæm ($toller, lgSS).

Although pæsæsing fælins of affætion for the care ræipient is generally a

precusor to aæumlng the dutlæ of careglver, Contor ( lgSJ) found on lnveræ

comelatlon betwæn closenæs of the relationship and the ability to pt along well on a

dally bæls. Frlsnß ond nelghbours who ætd æ prlmory car4iver for on el&rly

indfvidual reportd getting olong bæt (gzß), followed by other relotívæ (s6ß).

0nly 608 of spouæ ærqivers reportd wtilng along weìl with the care ræiplent,

and among dult chlldren thls proportlon droppd to 53ß, $pouses ond dult chlldren

were mæt likely to fæl that they un&rstood anrl træted the ære ræipient better than
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they themselves were treated. Cantor ( lgSJ) alæ found that for all four groups of

ffir4ivsrs interpnerational differencæ and differences in expætation and rælitiæ

un&rmined thequolityofthe caregivingrelationship. Thisffnding ærræpondsto

Blau's ( I 973) argument that chlldren and parents ( by definltion) connot be quals.

Accordlng to Blau, frlenßhlp ræts on mutual cholæ and mutual need and lnvolvæ a

voluntary sæiol exchon$ ômong 4uals, therefore it sustains an individual's senæ of

self-ætæm more effætlvely than fomilial relatlonships. As W00d and Robertsgn

( 1978) polnt out, the obllgatory noture of kln relstlons ms/ &træt from the guallty

of the lnterætlon. Furthermore, kin may be straind by intergsnerational

dlfferences ln interæts ond experlenses, resulting in relatlvely symbolic and

ritualistlc lnterætions (Adams, lg69; word, Lahry, sherman & Traynor, l9s I ).

lmpæt of Carqiving Situation

$tudiæ lndicate that some famlly members find ærElvlng to be bur&nsome and

stressful (Roblnson & Thurnher, lgTg; clslrelll, lgE0; Horowltz, lgEZ) whlle

othsrs report mlnlmal 0r n0 burftn and, ln fæt, fælin6 of sailsfæilon from

caregivlng (Sælbæh, l97S), ln the ærly reæarsh on carqlving, burden Træ

meffiursd ôs ôrry cæts to the family (Grd &

Salnsbury, 1963), Later a dichotornous ænæptualiætlon of bur&n was rocqniæd ln

which the events which æcurd æ a ræult of æregivlng (objæilve mæsuræ of

bur&n) wBru sÊporotd from the fælln6, atütufts and smotlons of carrylvlng

(subJætlve mffisures of burftn) (Hænlng &, Hamllton, l 967). One study found that

the bæt predictors of subjætive burden was as and inæme of æregiver, while the

best predictor of obiective burùn was lnvolvement ln tæks that cnnfine the coreglver

either temporally or qrophiælly (l'lontpmery, hnyæ & Hrymon, t 98?). Thæe



23

rffieûrchers disævered that the type of tæk may be a better predictor of objætive

bur&n than the totaì number of tæks or the amount of time spent in carqiving.

sussman (1976) points out that familiæ no longer hare ths structural,

organiætional, and æonomic resources to provl& extensive parental ære and that

willlngnæs to æsist elderly parents ænnot be equotd wlth competenæ to mæt the

sometimæ orerwhelming demsnds of the æregiving role. ln o stut of women

car4ivers, Archbold ( 1983) found that æregiving to a chronically ill elderly persgn

ls usually a progresslvs, all-consuming undertaklng whlch hæ o slgniflænt lmpæt on

ô w0môn's senss of ælf , time, freffim, côrær and relailonshlps with others. unllke

chlld-rærlng, ln whlch carqlvlng demanG ond &pen&næ grduolly dlmlnlshæ,

parent-carlng lnvolvæ the carqlver ln mæting the sustolned or inmeffilng physlcal

snd emotional needs of a &pen&nt parent. Furthermore, Archbold ( lgûJ)

æknowlaÛæ, women æsuming parental-caregiving dutiæ 6 æ with littlesconomic

or sælol support.

Stræs is alæ felt by familiæ torn betwæn the dælre to care for porents and the

recEnltlon thot parents nd and &slre thelr ln&pen@næ. The paln of watchlng a

parent deteriorate may be æmpoun&d W ones own fær of illness and dæth, when

adults fæl thot the/ hd not rmlvd @d parenting æ chlldren, they may fæl anpr

ond reæntment at being æked to provide æsistanæ and subsequent guilt for not

wantingto help (Klræhner, lgSS). Bæærmerryi-Nryy& $psrk ( lgTJ) tucribea

transpnerational bmkkæping qystem wlth unwritten æts ln whlch loyalty ored

parents bmmæ o &bt that con nwer be fully repald, Oullt can be a græt wuræ of

stræs to corqivers, guilt at never quite fulfilling one's obliption to parents

(Kirschner, 1985).
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ln a stuf comparing the impæt of parent-caring on côre mônqsrs and ære

provi&rsArchbold ( 1983) found that fewer ære providers than manryrs identified

beneff ts related to their role. Prori&rs ten&d to fæus 0n ô sÊnse of mtisfætion and

flnanclal 6ln æ the pmltive conssgugnces, All manryrs i&ntlfled benefits from

coregiving whish incluffi ætisfætion, increM knowl@ obout ælf and 4ing,

lmprovement ln the lnterpneratlonal relationshlp and o senss of mæning ln the

experienæ, Provl&rs were oftsn m orerextsndd wlth the physicol æpects of

coreglving that the/ hd little time or energy for sæial or emotionally supportive

interætion wlth the parent,

Archbold ( 1983) found that both prwiftrs and mônryrs experiencd marital

ônd sibling relationship difflcultiæ which were attributed to coregivlng. The time

and energy rEuired by ær4lving exæted s toll on the carElver that wæ felt by

spousss and othsr family msmbers, The m0st prwalent mts of carqlvlng to care

prwi#rs ln thls stuÛ were &reæerl fræthm; læk of privæy; ænstant daily

imitotion and guilt. Læs of freúm wæ i&ntified æ the mæt æmmon ond severe

cæt 0f parent-ærlng; low of frffim ln the ûlly *nse ond lm of the ablllty to make

long-range plans, The maJor problems identifled by csrs mônqprs focuwd on ilme

llmltatlons, ffiresr lnterruptlons, flnanclol problems and gullt, 0verall, the mts

were much m0r0 sêvere for ære proviftrs than manaçrs (Archbold, t gEJ).

Along the same linæ, hntor (1983) reports that the grætæt &privation of

ærElving 0æurs ìn the spheræ of personal èsìræ, individuolity, ond sæialiætion.

l1æt carEivers protæt thair lamily and work but at ænsiftroble permnal expenæ in

l.he amotlonal orm. ln caæs or hþh nffi the cæts to the uarqtver msr outwelgh the

æncrete rewards or the internal gratlficotlon of fulfilllng flllat obllptions, and



25

Wnerally speaking, outsift rwnitlon for fulfilling filial obll$ilons is not

wiffipræd (Johnmn, 1 9S3).

The ln&oen&nt Varlôblæ

Aæ

It ls æsumed that individuals plaæ on increosing fmportonæ on familial tiæ æ

they æt ol&r (Bengston, 1'979: carp, 1968; Roænthal, llarshoil & synge, lggl;

shonæ & streib, 1965). Nve (1973) sugmted that æntæt wtth porents ls

contingent upon qÐ, &clining up to a point and then lnsreôsing æ both porent and

chlld aF, This pæltlon hæ galnd support from stutllæ whlch report that lncreôsed

contæt with famlly members ffirophically dlstont ls common in the later stry of

the llfesycle (Trollet. al., lg79;Welshaus, lgTg').

A high peræntry of primary carElversare themælvsôpproæhing theyears in

whlch they are llkely to experlenæ growlng hælth problems and other dlfflculilæ

which maf ìmp# the provision of parental support (hntor, 1990. Johnson, l gg3).

Nwerthelæs lt ls pnerally the cm that as the W 0f the careglver, and therafore,

the aæ of the parent, inmæsas, s0 ftes the amount of servlcæ that are both offerd

and requlred ( Broty, I 981 ; Fulcomer &, Attìg,l 980; Kivett, r 9BS; Lang & Bruüy,

1980). Long and Broúy ( l9S0) found that &ughters betwæn the 6 of 40 and 4g

spent an ôverw of thræ hours a wæk lnvolved in parentol ærqivlng ætivitiæ,

whereæ daughters betwæn the 6 of 50 and s9 invæted 6n ôverqp of ls,6 hours a

wæk and thæe wer the ry of 60 spent ôn ô'/erôæ of zz.7 hours a wæk in carqivlng

dutiæ. Similarly, the ol&r the mr4lver the more likely that the porent andchlld

ræl& in the sôme houæhold, ln thls stuúy only 9F of the dult chlldren un&r the ry
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of 50 ræiftd wlth a parent, wl'¡eræs J4ã of those over E0 yærs 0f æ shared

æcomuþtion.

(lenrbr

The literature provl&ssubstantlol e'/l&næ that women prúminote ln the role

of parentalæreglver(Adams, lg70;lgTl;Bro,t, l98r;Horowltz, I9gl;Horovritz

& Dobrof, 1982; Lsichter & llitchell, lg67: Lurie, lgSl; Neuprten, lgTg;

$hanæ, lg6?; 1'979a; I 980; $hanæ st, ol., I 968; Tobfn & Kulys, I g80; Townssnd,

1968;Treos, 1977; 1979:Troll, lgTl;Troll et. al,, lg79). ln theabænæ of an

oble spouæ lt ls the daughters and &ughters- ln- law who assume the primary role of

support prorislon (Archbold, lg83;Broúy, l98l; Hoys, l9ü4; Horowitz & Dobrof,

l9E2: lleugorten, 1-9791, Horowltz ( lgS l) propææ thot in the cæ whsre a son

æts æ princlple careglver to a parent, he most llkely inheritd the role by defoult.

ln thls stuff, 88ß of the male primary carElvers had no female slbllnp. Devoted

though sûns mE/ be, the maJor ræponsibility for the psycholqlæl sustenanæ and the

physical maintenanæ of tha @ hæ follen traditionally to &ughters (Træs, l gTT).

Hûwevsr, although ftughters prwl& parents wlth the malorlty of dlræt sorvlffi,

s0ns play a mûre substantial role in the provision of finanuial æststance and ffilsion

making (Horaroitz & Schintrlman, 1981 ).

l"lany studiæ attributa the prevalenæ of famale coregivers to tha stronçr

mothar-&ughter tte bElnnìng ln adulthM æ æmpard to the mother-son or

father-son tiæ (Atrms, lg68; Alftus, 1967; Haringhurst, lgzs; Lopata, rgTS;

1979; Troll, l97l; Watson & Klvett, lgTJ), ln contræt t0 msn, women arÊ

generally percaived hoth by thamslvsÊ and others to be emotlonalty clusar to their

parents(,{trms, 1968;Johnson&Bursk, 1977). Parentsmayrelymorehærrilyantl
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Ðtpffit morË in the way of carEiving from a trughter than from a son (Aftms,

1970; Hrystd, 1977; $hanæ, 1962; Tobin, lg78; Troll, lgTl). This

æsumption is reflætd in the finding that when forcd by circumstanæs to lìve with

an dult chlld, the parent çnerally chm to llva with a &ughter (Bernard, l gZS;

l,lì€, I 973; Roænmryr, I 978; Stærns, l97Z).

A study trsignd to explore the charæteristlæ of tha offspring of mæt æntæt

with an elftrly parent reveold that a son wæ æ likely æ o &ughter to be in thls

pæition ( Klvett, l9S5). This finding wæ attributed to the proximity fætor, that is,

the offspring of most æntæt wæ the chlld æo0raphlcally closest to the parent.

Alth0ugh æntæt with the parant wæ equal for sons and ftughters, in æntræt to sons,

ùughters prwìtrd m0r0 caregiving sarvicæ to their parents. $pælfiælly,

ftughters provl&d morê asslstanæ than sons ond sons-in-lar provltrd more

æistanæ than &ughters-ln-lar¡. Kivett ( 19S5) supsted that thls result may be

dua t0 tha fæt that the maJorlty of thesa spouæs ars marrld to the chlltl ( usually a

ftughter) fn the prlmary car4lver pæltion ond are therefore counterparts in the

flllsl æts. Thls observotlon may be relstd to the ræults of a stuff by Lopata ( I g7g)

whish found that children-in-law (Fr¡erally sons-in-lavy) are æcond to offspring ln

importance ln the helplng network of the elftrly. ûther studlæ ænflrm the findlng

that role obligatlons wæken æ the relailonship mwes away from thot of the

porent-chlld úyôd (Streib & Bæk, I 980; Trolt, l97l).

ln a stuS condustd in Australia, Kendig & Rowland ( l gs3) found the

mother-úughter relationshlp to be æpælally strong. Daughters ln this study were

consi&robly more likely than sons to be c0nfl6nts of the ffid and to see porents on a

frquent bæls, Thæe reæarchers concluffi that married men apprently molntoln
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strong fomily tiæ through their wivæ but if wiúwd or divoræd often become

emotionally distand from other family members,

As "kin-kæpers" within the famfly (Firth, Hubert & Forge, lg70), womsn âre

portlcularly vulnerable to the &mands of parentol carqlvlng, A shared funcilonlng of

the caregiving role sæms to be æmmonplaæ only when a son is in the primary

æregiver pæltion (Johnson, lgSJ). Hororyite ( l9S I ) found that momied sons who

ôssumO the role of parental ærEiver tend to expæt and ræeive an sxtensive amount

of asslstonæ from thelr wlvæ, A slmllar expætotlon of husbonß ls rarely shared

(or ræll¿ed) by daughters, Furthermors, Johnson ( lgSJ) and others have found

thot sons ffe more likely to enlist formal support ærvfcæ in the provision of &ily

tæks such æ houækæpìng, mæl preparation and personal care (Johnson, lgs3).

Kendig & Rowland ( l9S3) report that the majority of flnancial oid and ñiæ ts

prwiffi by sons whereos ftughters ûre more involvd tn providlng housahold help

and emotional support (Johnæn &, spenæ; Lopata, l97J; hlye, 1976; Townssnd,

1957). Daughters and trughters-in-law performd the majority of trditionolly

fe¡nale ætlvltles such æ mæl prepersilon, houækæplng and shopplng, whereôs sons,

and to lesser extent æns-in-law, prorlded help in traditionally male ætivlilæ such

æ æslstonæ ln home-repalrs and yard work.

l'larltal Stntrrs

llsrrld el&rly rely prlmorlly on eæfr other for carqlvlng asslstanæ (Csntor,

l98l;Júrnson, 1983, shanæ, lg7gb) ond thesupport network pnerally increnæs

ln scope ond slæ when the functional æpæity of either spouse slgnlficanily fureôs6

(Stoller & Earl , l98Z), $hanæ (lglga) proposd a ,'princfple 
of substitution,,

whichpreænts thesvailobillty of famlly members ln a ærlalor&rso thatifone
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indiviú,¡ol is not ovoilsble to provi& ærvices the next will step in. one child

(often the daughter ryraphicolly clossst) Fnerally ôssumss the majority of

ræponsibility of provlding care while sibllngs and others remain relatively inætive

(Johnson, 1983, Lopata, l97s), when nslther spo{Jsê nor chlld ls avollabls, other

lndlvlduals sush æ frlenß, slbllnp or nelghbours share ln the provlslon of care

(Johnson & Catolono, I 98 I ).

Ïhe primary carqiver is usually the family member with the leæt competing

dutiæ or obll$tlons ( Horovrltz, l9E I ). vorlous studlæ suryst that single wgmen

ôre m0rs lnvolved in parental care than thm that are marrld (Rtcnle/ et. al,, I 97s;

Schulman, 1975; Shanæ et. al., I 96S), Johnson ( l gSJ) observsd thot in æntræt to

nonmorrld offspring momied children are not æ llkely to share acmmffition with a

parent and are more llkely to uæ formal support servicæ to assist in æreglving tæks

thot rquire immdiote proximity such æ housekæplng ond mæl preparation.

The marltal status of the parent may also affæt the charæterlstlæ of support

prwislon, Kohen ( lgs3) found that el&rly wlftrvd msn wsrs more wllllng to æk

children for æistanæ in a crlsls sltuotion thon el&rly morrled men whereæ

marltal status hd very llttle effæt on the willlngnes of elderly rvomen to requæt

ælstonæ. studlæ report that dult chlldren prwl& fewer ærvlæs to marld

parents æ compared to a wiônad parant in&pen&nt 0f @ (Johnson &' Catalano,

198?; Rwnmayr, 1978). Johnson ( lgss) found that marrid eltrrly reffilve

intermittent ærvlcæ such æ æslstanæ with transportation and shopplng from dult

children, wheræs ærvicæ that require Èily involvement such æ mæl preparation

ond persnnalcora are ralotlvely lnfrquent.
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Employment Status

$tatlstiæ revæl a dramotic lncreôs ln the proportion of women ln the labour

forcs, particularly mamid women, ln lg4l , only 4ß of mamfed women ln canda

were employed; W l98l this flgure hd ræhed 42.6ß. l'1arry of theæ women ars

middle-@ or ol&r: by I 98 I , 58.6ß of women qed 4s-s4 yeôrs; sg,tß of thm

55-64; and 4.1ß of women wsr the ap of 6s workd outsi& the home (statistiæ

Cona&, 1982'l

As the amount of ærqlving ærvicæ provl&d to parents úæ not comelate

strongly with the 6ughter's emplryment status, employd womsn ôrs as likely to

be carqlvers æ wornen who rb not work outsi& the home ( Fulcomer & Attig, I gE0;

Horowltz, lg6l ; Lang & Brdy, lgs0). Theso women have simply ffi the role of

employæ ln the lobour market to the more trdiilonol femole rolæ (Broúy, lggl;

$hanæ, l9E0). 0enerally mlüle-4ed, ærqrvers ore llkely hlghly lnvolvd ln

their ærærs, a fætor whlch woulrl oonælvably lnreæe the straln of ærqlvlng

ræponslblitiæ. lt has bæn supstd that male involvement in the car4iving role

môy lncreæe ofter retlrement (Brorvn, lg74), although there fs lltile emplrlæl

evidenæ to support or refute this suppæition,

@raphic Proxlmfty

Ïhe type and extent of support avollable &penß on the availobility and proxlmlty

0f potentlal ær4ivers. l1æt famlliæ hove members who llve clæe enough to ruh

othertoexchongerssourcesandossistance(Hill et,al., lg70;Shanæ, lg7ú l9?9a;

su$$non, 1965). Although psycholqlæl and flnoncial support mn be provl&d at a

distanæ, the prwision of diræt support ærviæs such æ home and yard maintenônce,

transportatlon, meôl preparotlon ond personal core rqulre that on offsprlng llve
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rl0se en0ugh to the porent for daily or wækly æntæt to æcur, Kivett ( lggs) found

thot proximity of ræidencÊ was the fætor mæt conslstently related to the amount of

help that el&rly lndividuals ræeivêd from their kln. Assistanæ inmæsed wlth

proxlmlty æræs all lwels of kln, æpælally close kln such æ chlldren,

shildren-ln-law and gran&hildren. Howwer, the existencs of kln and their

geqraphiæl orailability ffi not guarantæ their willingness 0r abllity to provi&

assistanæ (Stoller and tarl, I 983).

The maJority of el&rly llve in clw proximity to of lesst one of thelr offspring

(Atchlsy, lg77 t Horowltz, lgS l ; Rlley & Fonsr, lg68; $honæ, rg60; shanæ et.al,,

l96S), Studiæ suffit that propingulty is one of stronpst prdtctors ln ûtermlning

which sibling will assume the major ræponsibility of parental care (Læ, l9g0;

Johnson &. $penæ, 1982). t1æt often the &ughter, and æcasionally the srn, who

livæ nærest tha parent is expætd to assume this tæk (Grollman & 0rollman, l9Z8;

Johnson & $penæ, l9E?; 0tten & $hellay, 1976; $llverstone & Hyman, 1976).

Hölls ( 1964) found that chlldren tendd tovyard græter proximlty thon did siblings of

the el&rly. ln thls study, nærly 54ß of offsprlng llved in the sôme metropollton

ôreô ôs parents; 58.5ß ræl&d wlthln 50 mllæ of the areâ; 16,2ß llved ln the same

or 0 bor&rlng state and 25.38 llved ln ô more dlstant locailon. lkels ( lgs3)

Ûbserved that &ughters wors more llkely thon sons to remain ln the parental distrlct

except in hlgh lncome areæ in which outmigratfon of úughters ond mns æcumd ot

approximotely the same rate. Perhaps úughters tend to remain in the parental

dlstrict more oftsn than sons bæauæ they often expæt, and are expætd to lmk after

qing parents ( Bldle, lg76; Læ & llo&ll, lg77r,
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A stut conducted in llontræl supsts that ryraphic cloæness ms/

&termine the type of ærvicæ that are exchon@ but not the extent of that exchange

(0stemeich, 1976), This stuff indicatæ that inrfividuals who ôre $q¡rôphlælly

stoblehore hlgher lnterætlon ratæwlth thelr kln thon lndlvlduals who oremoblle,

0n ths other hand, a stuff of Freneh candlans ln $t, Bonlfæ, s suburb of wlnnlp4,

æncluded that the mæt ritical fætor for the maintenanæ of cloæ kinship tiæ wæ

the @ræ of pnæl4lcol relotdnsss and personol preferenæ rather than graphlc

proxlmlty ( Plfrlngton, 1973'),

lncome Lwel

The elßrly ln upper fncome brækets may reælve more help from dult chlldron

than thg el&rly ln lower lnæma brækets(Jæksûn, lgTJ; Hltchell &

RElster,l984). Thls flndlng wæ explalnd in tarms of a græter ablllty to prwiù

support; that is, theæ elftrly mæt likeìy hove chlldren ln simllar mnomic pæiüons

and therefore have more resuræs avatlable to them to provlde assistanæ. 0ther

studiæ found that patterns of interætion and mutual aid are more extensìve among

lower income fomilies (AÈms, 1968; Alûus, 196z), a findlng attributed to a

græter nd for servlæs. frnerally, higher income famlllæ &pend more on the

exchanp of financial oid, wheræ lower inæme familiæ raly on the exchanç of

ærvicæ (Rita¡ & Foner, 196S). Klatzky (1972) noted that in æntræt to

non-qriculturat families, farm familiæ Èmonstrate a hlgher rate of interæilon and

exchange ol ærviæs, perhaps bmusa farm famllies usually liva closer to thaìr

parents than non-farm famlliæ.
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Health $tatus of Parent

Studiæ show that on el&rly fndividual's peræptlon of personol well-being is

closely related to peræived heôlth status (Larson,lglï; sni&r, l9g0; Tissue,

l98l) and ætivity lorel (Atchloy, lgTl; Stones, lgTg'). 0enerally, æ hælth

status dællnæ ætlvity lwels @reæe and depsndsncy lwels lncrÊoss (Læ,

1979), Kivett (19S5) found that the ôrnount of help reæfvd from offsprlng

inffæædæ hælth status of the parent &clined. She sugæts that altruistic fælin6

on the part of the ær4iver become more ôbundsnt æ the ræiplent ls ln græter næd

0r more likely to benefit from the prurision of æsistonæ.

Although the family ls mæt likely the primary source of ære when on elftrly

member bæomæ lll or dlsobled (Horowltz & $chlndlêrnan, lgSl; [1oronøy, lgg0),

reports dlffer æ to the extent of the fomlly's contrlbuilon to hælth nffi, some

maintaln that the majority of health ære ls prurlM by family members (Plffix,

1979; shonæ st, al., l96E), whlle others clalm thst the moJorlty of hælth n# sre

filld by instltutional souræs (Abrahams & Patterson, lgTE; $ni&r, lgs I ).
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ct-tAPTtR ty

TlITHOD

Reseðrch Dësign

ûbiætivæ

This stuúy is diræted towards thræ bæic objætivæ:

l. Ïo examine the charæterÍstiæ of individusls of a spæific sæio-religious group

ung@ in corqiving to el&rly parents.

2. To axplore the nature of the dult children's involvement in the mreglving

sltustlon.

3. ïo ætlmate the @ræ of bur&n of porentol ær4lvlng on the coreglver.

l'Vpotheses

Due to the exploratory nature of this stuúy, hypothesæ are nondirætional and of a

çneral level. Kæplng wlth the pnerol plan of the study, which is to preænt the

dlmensions and overoll sffæts of the cor4ivlng sltuotlon ômong llennonites, and bæd

0n the informatlon contalned in the literature revlsw, the followlng hypotheæswere

formuloted,

L Ïhe following charæteristlæ of the dult child are related to the type of support

which the dult chilJ is willing to provi& and úes prwide the elúrly porent;

(a) qe
(b) Wn&r
(c) maritalstatus
(d) empluyment status
(e) ffiraphlcal proxlmlty to the psrent
{f) income lwel
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2. Ïhe follovlng charæterlstlcs of the dult child are relotd to the extent of support

whlch the âdult child provÍús the parent:

(a) w
(b) ænær
(c) moritolstatus
(d) emplqfment stotus
(e) geographiæl proxlmlty to the parent
(f) income level

3, The following charæterlstlæ of the parent are relatd to the type of support whlch

the dult chilrl is willlng to provtde the porent;

(a) aæ
(b) pn&r
(s) merltalststus
(d) hmlth status
(e) income lovel

4. The followlng charæterlstiæ of the parent ore related to the extent of support

which the dult child provi&s the porent;

(o) æ
(b) æn&r
(s) marital status
td) hmlth status
(e) inæme lovel

5, Ïhe follmYlng varlables are relatd to wh of the follrt'lng lndlvlduals' peræpilon

of the corElving situotion: dult child, parent, dult child's spouse,

(o) extentofsupport
(b) peræived &pen&ncy lwel of parent
(c) valueoofissnsus

6, ïhe following varlablæ are relatd to the @ræ carqiving burden felt by the

dult child and spouæ;

(a) extent ofsupport
( b) peræptlon of the carElving situailon
(c) value consnsus



36

fieflnltion of Terms

For the sake of clarity and in or&r to oyoid confusion in &aling wlth conæptual

deflnitlons of terms found ln the ær4lving literature, the followfng operailonal

&flnltlonsare prwldd,

ïype of supoort, Type of support is &termlnsd ln a pnerol milìnsr by the dult

shlld's willingnæs to provide support in the following Ereôs: financial aid; dviæ;

help wlth choræ; emotlonal support and çneral avallablllty. An ObJæilve Support

Chæklist developed by Lopata ( 1979) is included to provide ô more fttailed ltst of

areæ of support. Thæe areÆ lnclu&: emofionsl support and æmponlûnship;

transportatlon; household repoirs; finonclal æsistanæ; help with housekæpfng;

shopping; yard work; &slsion making; business and finanslal matters; and ære

during timæ of illnæs.

Fxtent of supoort, Extent of support is meæured by the freguency wlth which

dutles on the 0bjætive $upport chæklist ( Lopata, lg7gl. , are performd by the dult

child æ well æ the arerry number of hours a wæk the dult chf ld ls involvd ln

porental carqiving tæks,

Percsotlon of Csrmlvlno Relatlonshlp. Peræption of the carqlvlng relationshlp

incluffi the @ræ of sotlsfætlon wlth the cument caregivlng situatlon from eæh of

ths thræ indlviduals' point of vieyr (dult child, dult child's spouse, parent), and the

dult child's roting of the o¡erall relotionshlp with the parent,

Deoree of csre0iving Bur&n. coreglving bur&n refers to the fælings ond

consÊguences which may ræult from porentol æregiving Asssed from the dult

shild's ond dult chlld's spous's perspætivæ, bur&n is meæured by un ffiptation of

ths "Burden lnterview" (Zarit, Resver & Eæh-peterson, lgsO), This æale inclu&s

tvvelve statements 6crlbing dlfferent æpæts of bur&n such æ: "t fæl stresæd



37

betwæn trying to give to my parents æ well æ to-other famf ly msmbers," and "l fæl

that my wial llfe hæ suffered beæuse of my lnvolvement wlth my p6rent."

Health Status of Parent. Physical hælth status of the parent is &termined by the

dult child's asæs$nent of the parent's hælth.

Dependsnry Lwel of parent, This variable rsfers to the parent,s lwel of

intlependenæ ln &ily functlonlng ond the extent to whlch the parent ls perælvd to be

depen&nt on the support providd by the child. Depen#nsy ls mmured by the dult

chlld's rotlng of the porent's æpabllitlæ on an lnstrumental $elf-llaintenonæ Form

døreloped by Bro,û & Lawton ( 197Ð,

lncÛmp Lwsl. lncome level is detsrmlned ry tho famlly's præent annual lncome,

Valus Cnnsênsus. Conænsus refers to the extent to whlch an indlvidual percelvæ

the othsr æ holding beliefs and valuæ simllor to hÍs or her uffn. Conænsus is

meæured with the quætion "00 you and your porent ôgros 0n i&æ and opiniom that

you oonsißr to be importûnt?",

satfsfætlon ï{lth carmlvlno sltuation. Ihe dult chlld's and spouse,s peræptions

0f @ræ of sotlsfætlon wlth the coreglving sltuatlon wsre 6termln€d by the

following guestion; "How sstlsfled are you regarding the type and amount of care that

yuu ãre providlng for your pôrent?". The parent wæ æked: "How ætisfied are you

re$rding the type and omount of care that you reælve from your son/úughter?',.

Potentlal responss varied from "vory sailsfld" t0 ',very dlsæilsfled",
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tlescription of Sample

Ïhe f'lennoníte churchæ in Steinbæh belong to csnferenæs which rango from the

fundamental, conservative snd relatively ælf-contoind to those whlch ore relotively

liberal and wially int4rated, The intention of the study wæ to ælæt particlpants

from tws csnferences repreæntatlve of both extremæ and one approximately miúrcy

betwæn the two, The two conferenæ extremæ were to be representd by ttnchurch

0f thd ln Chrlst, Plennonlte or "Holftmôn" 0onferenæ at the ænservatlve end and the

funeral Conferenæ at the liberalend. The conferenæ ropresentative of the midpoint

wæ the Evanpllæl llennonite Conferenæ. The sample wæ to lnclutr approximately

qual members from mh of the thræ conferenm. One $tainbæh church from each of

the thræ conferencæ wæ chmn to sarve æ a mmple bæe. Due to the exploratory

natr.lra nf the rs.sûrch and the spælflcity of the populailon, a non-rantrm sample was

cûnsiftrd oæeptobìe for thls study. For efficlency rÊffions the purposive sampllng

tæhnique was used. That is, mh of the pætors wæ informed of the study and, if

willìng to participatÊ, was rquæted to prwift nûmes of eligible church msmhrs.

EliUiblllty rquTrd that the indTvldual wæ at lmst 40 years of op and had a parant

llvlng wlthin a 30-mile rdius of $tsinbæh.

It bmme apparent that the members of the Hol&man ænferenæ felt a strong

reìuctanæ to be individually intervlrwËd. Alternatively, the pætor of the Holftman

thurch æsembled a panel of l4 Church Elftrs who were interviend in two groups.

Ths dult children panel consistd of five msn and thræ womsn rangìng in ap from

39-50. Theparent panel ænslstdof thræ men andthræ women who ranH lnaç

from 7û-73. Both groups were præant while tha other wæ being interviewd,

Bæausa the Holdeman &ta were coìlæted from a group of responftnts, the findings

wÌll ba discusM ssparotelìf and wlll not be lncluffi ln the analyrls.
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The sample from which ræults ware analyd, was drawn from the ramaining two

wnfarBnwÉ; tha Evanpìical Confarenc€ rÊprffientd by the Evanplical l'lennonite

Church ond the tsneral Conferenæ repreæntd by the $tetnbæh tlannonlte Church.

The fflteria lor salætlon of particlpant palrs wæ that the dult chltd was 40 pors of

W ff olftr and hd ot lmt one parent ìlvlng ln the $telnbæh aræ. The total number

of ræpon&nts in the study wæ 3z; l5 adult chlldren; l5 parents and 7

chtldran-in-law. Eight of the adutt chtlrlrsn arul parent palrs hold membershlp ln

the Evanpllcal llennonlts Church while the saven remalnlng parent-child polrs are

members of the Stelnbæh Church.

Ïhe dult chlldren subsample consisted of nine malæ and six femolês rorplng ln

4e from 40 to 63 with a mæn ôæ of 50.7 yeffs, Twelve of thæe particlpants were

maffied and living wlth thelr spousss, two womsn hd nwer mamled and one womon

wæ withwed. Ïhe eduætlonal level ômong the sdult children rançd from elght to lE

yeôrs, Elwen lndlvidusls wers full-fime empluyæs; one womôn molntalnd s

part-time pæltion and thræ womsn clssslfld themsslvæ æ homemakers. All twelve

of ths marld respon&nts hd chlldren currenily llvlng at home.

ïhe parent subæmple conslstd of elght males and sevsn femolæ ronglng ln w
from 68 to 99 wlth ô meôn ry 0f 79.7 years. flght of the parents were marrled and

llved with thelr spouæ and wen were wiúwed, tducôtlonol level ronpd from tryo to

ten ymrs. All of ths parents were retlrd wlth the exæption of one who wæ employed

on a part-tlme bæis.

The child-in-law subsample consisted of sevsn spousso betwæn the rys of 42 and

62 with ô mæn w 0f 51.7 yærs, Educationol lwel rangd from seven to l J yærs,

Ïhe employment stous of the spouse subsample incluffi thræ full-ilme workers, two

port-time employæs, one emplayed on an oæælonal bæis and one homemaker.
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lnstruments

Two intervlow/questionnofre forms were úveloped for this study (æe Appendix

A). One form wæ æparately dmlnistered to æh dult chf Id and spouss; the other

wæ dministerd solely to the parent, Ihe instrument for the dult chlld and spouæ

cÛnslsted of a quætlonnolre form ond on lntervlew form. The quætlonnolre form wæ

completed by the ræpon&nt prior to the ætual intervlew, This questionnaire form

æntalned En "lnstrumental sslf-malntsnanæ Form" (Brody & Lawton, lg7Ð an

ffiptati0n of "ïhe Burden lntervisw" (larlt, Reever & Bæh-peterson, rgg0); the

rwlæd form of the "Fsmllism $cûle" (Heller, 1976); snd a few quætions from the

"scoles for Elwen Religious Dimensions (King & Hunt, lg67), The dult child

verslon of the intervlew form oonsistd of o demographic and general information

mtlon; an ffiptation of a quætionnoire &velopd by Johnson ond her æsæiatæ

(Johnson, 1978);Johnson & Bursk, lg77): an 0bjæilve support chæklist (Lopata,

1979); anrl a quolltotlve $rtlon dwelopÈd by the reffircher,

Ïhe instrument for the el&rly parent consisted of on lntervlew form only.

Simllor to, but somevr¡hot shorter than the dult chlld vsrsion, the porent version

contalnd o &mqmphlc ond pnerol lnformrflon æcflon; revlsed form of the

"Fam ll lsm $cale' ; the Johnson quætlonnoire; the 0bjsctive support chæk llst ; ond the

qualitotive æction.

The interview forms obtalned lnformation on &mEraphlc charæteristiæ of the

ræpon&nts and lnformation about carqlvlng behûvlors and attttuh, @ræ of

burùn felt, ünd the respontrnt's beliefs and valuæ. To æsess the type and extent of

support proviffi, ræpon&nts were ækd a seriæ of quætions conærning their

involvement with the porent, lnformation wæ collæted re$rdtng geographlc

proximity, frquency of æntæt, snd the sxtent to whlch asslstanæ wæ provltrd in
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the follwlng arffi: tronsportation, househord herp, shopping, yard work, heolth

care, fuision-making, emotlonal support, and financial æsistance and manapment.

A meæure of tha subf ætlve alement of carElvlng wæ obtalned ln different waì¡s

for e6ch grouF. $ublætlve æpects such æ the sælal, emotional and familial

ffin$Êqusnr$ of æsumlng o æreglvlng role wers ossæ# by ræpon&nts rattngs of

how much they harc bæn affætd by situations ffiribed in the Bur&n lnterviar

(zartt et al., l9s0). ln ddlilon to thess thræ moJor depanùnt varlablæ,

lnformation wæ collætd regardlng religlous præilæs, tha parent,s func¡onal

abillty, and @ræ of ænænsus on valuæ and bsllefs.

Data hl lætion Procedure

After belng apprmchd and informd of the study, the pætors of the two churchæ

(ffi and Etlt) provi&d a ltst of namæ of eligible interçnerational pairs. Letters

*scrlbing the study and æsuring confiÈntlality wera malld to all of the dult

children and parents on theË llsts. Rætpiants of thesa letters were æked to return

an enclo'H ænsant form ln a pæt@-paid, self-dræsed return envelope if they

agred to partlcipate in the study. lf marrid, the dult chlld's sporrse wæ olso maild

a ænsent form and æked to partlclpate. ln the evant that the potentiol ræpon&nt

Èstrd dltlonaì information on the nature ff purpoÊo of thu stu$, the telephone

numbers of the reæarcher and the projæt supervisor were proviM ln the letter.

The indivlduals who ræpontrd were thsn æntæted by phona in orür to arranp a

cÛnvenient time for the interview. All subjæts were interviewd privately in their

homæ.

Data were collæted via in-úpth, structurd interviews. Four womsn, includlng

the zuthor, all of whom were similarly troined in tæhnigue, conductd the intervie'#s.
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ïhe dult shild lntervfew ônd guætionnaire tæk approxlmately I l/2 hours to

complete, Parent intervlews aver@ 50 minutæ in length,

l¡ata Analysis

Scnrlng ths ScûlÊs

I nstrumental Self- Halntenanæ Form. The I nstrumental $elf-flalntenanæ Form

(ISHF) ænslsts of ltems I to 7 ln the Ouætlonnolre for Adult Child. Thts Form

mntalns 7 ltems, wlth 3 to 5 ræponses, The t$HF ylel6 a æpobillty mre and wæ

usd æ 6 mffis{¡re of the porent's &pen&nry stotus from the dult chlld's perspæ¡ve.

Thepotential score rônges from æro to l8 ond ls thesum of abilltiæ ln soren úily

llving tæks including uæ of the telephone, shopplng, fod preparotion, houwkæping,

laundry, ræponslbf lity for rwn mdlætlons ond ablllty to hondle flnancæ. Eæh ltem

ls æore æparotely from "0" (total inabillty) toSto S (total in&pen6næ), The

*ols score is the sum of eæh item score, The sample scorgs ran@ from I I to lg

with a score of I I &pictlng a mffirotely æpable porent ond lE a hlghly æpable

parent. The tsrm capoblllty wlll be used to refer to the parent's l$HF score and will

be usd ôs û rneasure of the parent's dependenry lorel. The reliablllty mfflclent of

the l$HF wæ.86.

Burden lntervie$,. The Burden lntervievr, which consists of items 2l to J2 in the

0uætionnalre for Adult chlld, yialds a posslble æore ranging from æro to J6. lt

ænslsts of swen n4otlve bur&n items ônd five pæltive bur&n ltems, Eæh item wæ

ratedon o four-point scale from æro (not of all) to J (extremely) witn theburden

score being the sum of all the responsss, Lfiver scorss reflætd a low experienæ of

bur&n and higher $0r0s were æ$ociated with Eeater peræivd bur&n, Bæauæ of

on unææptobly low relloblllty score for ths dult child, lt wos neces€ûry to mdlfy



43

the bur&n scole to æntain only six of the original I 2 items, Theæ ltems incluffi all

but one of the bur&n items (*Zl, ZS, 25,28, J0, A J I ) on the quætionnaire form,

üuætion *26 wæ omttted from the Nqailve Burden $æle (NBs) beæuss lt

substonltally #rmed the rellablllty of the scôle, The reliabllity cæfficient of the

remalning six items of the NB$ wæ ,76,

0bJectlve support chækilst, The ObJæilve $upport chæklist (0sc) &vetopd by

Lopato ( 1979) conslsts of ltems 50 to 59 ln the lntervlew $chdule for Adult Chlld

and items 2E to 37 ln the lntervfslv $chedule for Parents. The OSC ælculotæ how

fr4uently eæh of ten car4ivlng ærvlcæ ore proviffi. The frquency scûre mnslsts

sf the sum of the ten items, Eæh of the ten items is særed from æro (nwer) to g

(el¡y), Ihe sum of the ten scûres is the Íiequency of support score, Posslble scorÊs

on the 0$c ranp from 0-80, The reliobllity mfflcient of the Osc were .BS for ths

dult children somple, ,64 for the porent sample and ,E? for the spoúse sample.

Statlstical Analvsis

Hon-porametric tæts were intenffi to avold the æsumptlons assoclotd wlth

parometric tæts rEardlng the distrlbution of the population and the charæterlsilæ

of the populatlon parometers, Porametrlc tæts were particularly lnappropriate

becouse of the nonprobobllity æmple collætion produre anrl the small sample siæ,

Cræstab analysis and other measures of æsociation, such æ chl EUôre snd the

æymmetrlu verslon of the lambda, were to be ussd ln the analysls of nominal and

orrflnal varlablæ. Ihe Phl Coefflclent wæ to be u$d ðs ð meôsure of ffiælaflon for Z

X 2 tablæ and Cramer's V for tablæ lorçr thanZl,Z,

As examination of the data prqressed it bæome apparent that the analyæs of the

results were compllcotdby the smsll slæ of thesample, Tocsnduct chi quore
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öffilysls, lt ls r4ulrd that fewer thon 20ß of the ælls have expæted frequencies of

læs than flve, and no ælls have expætd freguenciæ of læs than flìe (siryl,

1956), cræstab analysis rwæld thot the expætd frequenclæ tn æh æll were

bel0w thsse reguirements in the form in which they were originally collæted, To

increæe the expæted fr4uenciæ ln the ælls, dJæent æteprlæ with commsn

propertiæ were comblned, However, the requirement wæ still not met.

ïhersfore, frquenciæ and peræntffi ôre pressnted to examine the hypothess

lnvolvlng nominal&ta,

ln cam where both of the vôriablæ were ordlnol, Spærman comelafionol

anolysæ were uæd. ln mh cæe where the observed level of slgnlflcanæ wæ græter

than .tJS the hypothæis wæ reJætd.
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CI{APTER V

RESULTS

Findïngs from tha HolÈman Subsample

The church of tud ln chrlst, Ilennonlte (mH), subæmple wæ lntarvlewed æ a

gr0up dua to reservotions about the interviap procssr and the study in ænaral on the

part of a church membar. The group ænsisted of eight miüle-@ and slx el&rly

members of the $teinbæh congrrytion. The ìrounFr group, thræ of whsm were

women, ran@ tn age from 39 to 50. Thls group ænslstd of thræ husband-wlfe

palrsand two husbanù aìone. The elder group consistd ofthræ husband-wife pairs

who rangd in æ from 70 to 73, All of the ræponùnts were marrid and all hd

lived in the æmmunity all of their tife. Within the dult child group the men reportd

their æcupatlon æ farmers and the women homemakers. The interview was ænducted

in a church buildlng by two supervislng ræærchers of this study; the dult child

versi0n wæ dmìnisterd by a male and the parent version by a female. The dult

chÌldren were interviewd first. The questions werÉ pos to the appnoprìate group

who discussd the lssue, and ænænsually rmhd a group answer.

Overall qræment betwæn the parent and child groups wæ high. Atì of the

ræponÈnts reported sælng thelr family member at lmt a frrw timæ a wæk to every

fty and all reported very clæe emotional tiæ. turìously, members of the dult child

gr0up rep0rted being dismtisfid with the type and amount of ære that they prori&d

t0 their parent although parents reportd being very sotisfid with the care that thay

ræivd. The younpr pneration felt that thgf should be more giving to their

parents. Partiol explanation for this observation may be that the Biblical tmhing of

honoring parents is a major belief in the Hol&man sociaty.
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I$ith re$rd to expætatlons conærnlng parental support, a diærepancy exists in

the ôræ of financial æsistanæ. The dult children expæt dviæ, help with chores,

emotional support and pnerol arailobllity yet do not expæt financial ald from

parents, Howsvsr, the dult children inclu& financial ald in the typæ of support that

parentsshould expæt from their chlldren. The parent group rsported thot finansial

sid should be ræiprml betwæn parents ond children.

Wheroôs the dult chlldren qresd wlth the stotement that children of elderly

parents hwe æ much ræponsiblllty for the welfôre of thelr parents æ they hore for

thelr own children, the parent group rsmôined nuetral or dis4reed with this

stotement,

One of the Prlnclplæ of Falth of the Holúman group is thelr strong bellef ln

ælf-&nlol. The dult chlld group reportd virtually no fælln6 of bur@n ln the

areæ of a læk of personal tlme or lnterferenæ wlth sæial llfe, Nwertheless, the

6manß of æreglvlng seem to exæt some toll on thess ær4lvers æ well. sllght

fælin6 of bur&n wsre reportd by the odult children in the arms of trylng to

provi& for both parent and family, o læk of shorlng of the æreglving ræponslbili¡æ

by 0ther family members, and fæling that the parent wæ somelvhat depen&nt.

Although all of the dult chlldren felt that they coulrl do more for their parent ths/

also felt that the parents wsre vÊry appræloilve of ære that thoy were given,
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Hv+othffi on Côregivlng

The further results of thls stuúy Mræs the hypothæes æ examlnÊd ûmffig the 6C

and EflC conferencss.

Hypothesis rÊ I

Ïhe following choræterlstlæ of the dult child are relsted to the type of support

which the child is willing to provide and úæ provide to the parent:

(a) w
(b) ænßr
(c) maritolstatus
(tl) employment status
(e) æEraphlcal proxtmity to the parent
(f) inmme level

ôffi. To categrlæ the dult children into ry groups, a mdlan spllt wæ

performedyelldlng two æ groups. One group lncluffi the dult children betwæn the

rys of 40 and 49 yærs ( n=8) and the other incluffi thæe betwæn the ry of S0 and

64 yærs (n=7), Table I prænts the frEuenciæ and peræntffi of the adult

chlldren who were wllling to provi# the flve typæ of support to their parents, The

peræntry lndicate that there is very llttle differencs betrvæn the two ap groups in

their willingness to prsúi& the diffsrent types of support,

Ïhe typÊs of support ths dult chlldren provlffi con be found ln Table Z. The dôta

indlcste that there ôppær to be dlfferencæ betwæn the ry groups in the type of

support that they provlde to their porents, porticularly in the areôs of houæhold

repairs, household chores, and yordwork, There also may be some diffsrencss

betwæn the ry groups in the prorision of shopplng mistanæ, hælth ære, fuislon

making, financiol assistanæ and helpwlth businessmatters. ln allof theæcoæs,

more of the dult chf ldren in the ol&r group (s0 yærs and over) provi&d these

ærvicæ to their parents than dult children in the younær group (40-4gyears).
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Whereæ none of the indivÍduals in theyounpr ôge group prwi&d financial æistanæ

or help with houæhold shoræ, all typæ of support were proviffi by ærwivers @
50 or orer.

lnterætlngly, the dult chlldren were more willing to prwi& support ærvim

than thuy ætually report prwiding, exæpt in the area of emotional support. tlore

carqivers in the younær-@ grûup prwiffi emotionol support than thoæ who

indicated willingnæs to do so, This finding raiæs the pæsibillty that a proportion of

tha younpr group of careglvers fæl obllgated to provl6 a servlæ (emotional

support) that they ú not want to prwide. Howwsr, ln the other areæ of support,

there appærs to be a willlngness on the port of dult children to offer more support

ærvlæs thon thEf are supplying to their parents at the præent time.
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TABTE I

FRECü,JENCIES AND PERCEHTAGES OF ADUTT CHIIDREN, BY A6E,
WILLING TO PROVIDE TYPE OF SUPFOf,T

TYPE tr
SUPPORT

AGE OF ADULT CHILD flN YEARS)

4O-49 50 & OVER ROil TOTAL
fi-8) (N-7) (N-ts)

FINANCIAL AID
ADVICE

HELP V/ITH CHORES

EHOTIü{AL SUPPORT

TENERAL AVAILABILIW

5 (63)

6 (75)

I (100)

6 (75)

E (100)

5 fir)
5 (71)

6 (86)
7 (100)

6 (86)

r0 (67)

il (73)

14 (93)
15 (87)
14 (95)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indicate Þercentages.

TABLE 2

FREflJENCIES AND PERCENTAoES Of ADULT CHILDREN, BY AüE, PROVIDINGTYPE OF SUPPORT

A6E OT ADULT CHILD (IN YEARS)
TYPE tr
SUFFffiT N-49

fi-8)
50 & OVER Rü,v TOTAL
fi-7) fi-15)

TRANSPORTATIü'I
HqJSEHOI-D REPAIRS

HüJSEHOLD CHORES

SHOFPIN6

YARÐ \¡/ORK

HEÀLTH CARE

DECI5ICS¡ HAKIN6
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

THOTIü'IAL SUPPMT
EUSINES$ T,IATTERS

7 (88)

2 (25)

0
r fis)
r fi3)
4 (50)
4 (50)

0
7 (BB)

2 {25)

6 (86)

5 (7r)
5 (43)
5 (43)

4ffi7)
6 {86)
6 (86)

? (29)
7 fi00)
4 (57)

r5 (87)

7 {471
5 (20)
4 Q7)
5 (33)

l0 (67)
10 (67)

2 (t3)
r4 (9õ)
6 (40)

Note. ifurnbers in parentheses indicate percentages.
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ftnftl, The peræntaps preænted ln Tabls J su6st thot gen&r is inftpenftnt of

the type of support tha dult children wsre wllllng to provlft. Although both pn&rs

were Eually willing to offer financial aid, the women were slightly more wilìing to be

available, to prwi& adviæ and hetp with chores.

ïhe frequenciæ and peræntaçs for typa of support provi&d by 6nder are

prasantd in Table 4. The ræults suggæt that there may be some differenæ batwæn

æn&r irr the provlslon of assìstanæ in the aræs of shopplng, hælth cnre æsistanæ

and business matters, with more women providing help with shopping and hæìth care

and more men providlng assistanæ with business motters. Again, in cumparing Tablæ

3 and 4, there is the trend for both pnùrs to be willlng to provitr more support

sarvlæs than they are provldlng at the prasent ilme,
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TABLE 3

IREflJENCIES AND PERCENTA6ES OT AUJLT CHILDREN, BY GENDER

VJILLING TO PROVIDE WPE Of SUPPORT

GENDER tr ADULT CHILD
TYPE OT

SUPPORT HALE

fi€)
FEIIALE R0tur, T0TAI
0ú.6) (N-l5i

FlNAl,lClAL AID
ÀDVICE

HEIP IdITH CHORES

EHOTIOI'¡AL SUPPORT

6ENERAL AVAILABILIW

6 (67)

6 (67)

I (89)

I (89)

I (89)

4 (67)

5 (83)
6 (100)

s (83)

6 {r0r)

10 (67)

1t (73)
r4 (9S)

r3 (87)

r4 (94)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentages.

ÏABLE 4

FREOJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OI ÀDULT CHILDREN, BY ûENDER,
PROVIDINO TYPE Of SUPPORT

TYPE tr
SJPPORI

GENDER OF AÐIJLT CHILD

I"IALE FETIAIE

0.1.9) fi.6)
RO/ TOTAL

[N*tS)

ÏRAHSFOÊTATICÊ¡

HOT'SEHOLD REPAIRS

HüJSEHOTD CHOf,ES

SHOPPIN6

YARD IdORK

IËATTH CARE

DEClSlfi'l tfAl(lHG
FINANC'AL ÁSSISTANCE
ET{OTIOf{AL SUFFOftT

BUSIHESS I'IATTERS

I (s9)
4(4t
Ifir)
rilr)
2 t22t
s (56)

6 t67)
rilr)
I il00)
4U4)

5 (s3)
s (55)

2t22t
.ï (gs)
3 (33)

5 (83)

4 {67}
r il7)
5 (85)

2Qzt

rõ (97)

7 U7)
3 (20)

4 (27t
5 (33)

r0 (67)

t0 (67)

2 ilí)
r4 (93)

6 (40)

Note, Numbers in parentheses indlcate percentages.
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Flarital status. F{arÍtal status of the dult child consistd of the classifications of

"mÊff|Êd" tnd "unmôrried", Thg "unmarried" catepry included one wifuwd

ræpon&nt and two nsver môrried ræpondents. The ræults in Table 5 supt that

more unmffried ræpon&nts are willing to prori& financial aid and dviæ than

marrid ræpon&nts, At leæt in the w of financial aid, it is possible that the

maffld ræpon&nts have a læser amount of disposble inæme due to &mands of

potentially ftpen&nt spruse and chlldren.

From the ræults presented in Table 6, there ôppeors ts be o relationship betwæn

marltal status ond æslstanæ wlth yord work, with more unmarled chlldren

providlng help in thls aræ, There is alm a supstion of a relailonship betwæn

marital status and help with finoncial æistonæ and business motters, with more

unmarried than married individuals proriding this support. This mey be due to a læk

of næd for thsss servlæs on the part of the porents or to compeilng &manß on the

prt of the mamld chlldren, Demanß on the mamled children's time from their mvn

familfæ rnry prÊvent them from bæomlng more involved ln yord work ond busineæ

matters and deman6 on flnanæs may lessen ovallabls fundlng for the porents.

(ienerally, the dult chf ldren were wllling to provi& mors support than they

reported pr0vldlng exæpt ln the arm of emofional support. ln thls cæ0, rnorÊ

marrid ræpon&nts provl&d thls ærviæ than indlcatd the wf lllngnæs to provl#,
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ÏABLE 5

FREfrJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF ADULT CHILDRËH, BY IIARITAL STATUS,
WILLINo TO PROVIDE TYPE Of SUFPffiT

TYPE OF

SUPPOfrT

IIARITAL STATUS tr ADULT CHILD

UN TIARRIED HARRIED Rüil TOTAL(N=3) (N=12) (N-t5)

FII'IANCIAL AID
ADVICE

IELP WIÏH CHORES

EHOTICH'IAL SUPPffiT
GENERAL AVAILABILITY

3 {r00}
3 (100)

3 fi00)
3 fi00)
3 {r00)

7 (58)
I (67)

r r (9?)

r0 (83)

I I (92)

r0 (67)
rl(73)
14 (93)

r3 (87)

t4 (93)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indlcate percentages.

TABLE 6

FREqJENTIES AND PERCENTA$Es Of ADULÏ CHILDREN, BY HARITAL STATU$,
PROVIDINË TYPE OT SUPPORT

TYPE OT

sUPPORT

I-,IARITAL sTATUs OT ADULT CHILD

UN TIARRIED HARRIED

ß-3) fi-12)
Rüil TOTAL
(N.15)

TRANSPORTATIOI'I

HOTJSEHOLD REPAIRS
HüJSEHOI-D CHMES
SHOPPING

YARDVfffiK
HEALTH CARE

DECISIü,I-|'{AKlN6
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
ETIOTICI{AL SUPPORT

BUSINESS HATTERS

3 (100)

?{67t
I ßõ)
I Gõ)
2 rc7l
2 (67)
2 ß7ì
r G3)
3 (100)

2 (67)

r0 (8t)
5 (42)

2U7'
4G3)
3 (25)

B (67)
B (67)

r (E)

11 (92)
4ffi¡)

r3 (87)
7 ¡,47)
õ (20)

5 ß3)
5 ßõ)

10 (67)

t0 (67)

2 fi3)
r4 (9S)

6 {40)

Ì'lote. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentages
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Emplofmant Status. Employment status inclutrd the classificatlons of full-ilme.

employment and not full-tlme employment. The ætepry of "rìot full-ilme', lncludd

thræ non-worklng ræpon&nts ond one part-time employee. The freguencies and

peræntrys of the dult children's employment stotus and their willingness to provi&

the typæ of support are preænted in Table 7, These ræults lndlæte that there wæ

very llttle dlfferenæ bstwæn the peræntqe 0f æregivers ln the two emplryment

coteprlæ ln the type of support they were wllllng to provl& to thelr parents,

ïhe type of support that the dult children proviffi is preænted in Table g.

There oppærs to be some relationship betwæn employment status and the provlsion of

shopplng, yard work and hælth ære æslstanæ with a hlgher peræntry of

ræpon&nts who were not worklng full-time prwfdlng theæ ærvicæ, There ls also

soms suggsstion of a similar relationship ln the aræ of help with businæs matters,

with fewer full-time employeæ involved in proriding thls ærviæ to their parents

thm non-full-tlme workers,

l1ore ræpondents ln both empluyment cotryrlæ were wllllng to provlû varlous

typæ of support thon they were provldlng exæpt ln the cæe of emoilonal support. ln

this m, one full-tlme worker reported provlding thls servlæ while not lndico¡ng

the wllllngness to prwl& lt.
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TABLE 7

FREqJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF ADULT CHILDREN, BY EHFLOYHENT STATUS,
WILLIHG TO PROVIDE TVPE tr SIJPPORT

TYPE Of
SUPFORT

ENPLOYHENT STATUS tr ADULT CHILD

NOT FULL-TIHE FULL-TITIE RO,r/ TOTAL
fi=4) (N=ll) (N=15)

FINANCIAL AID
ADVICE

HELP V/ITH CHMES
EHOTIONAL SUPPORT

6ENERAL AVAILABILITY

3 (75)
5 (75)
4 fi00)
4 fi00)
4 fi0û)

7 (64t
8 Qzt

10 (91)

I (82)
r0 (9t)

r0 (67)
il (73)
r4 (93)

r5 (87)
r4 (931

Note. Numbers in parentheses lndlcate percent¿ges.

TABLE 8

FREüJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES tr ADULT CHILDREN, BY EIIPLOYNENT STATUS,
PROVIDINo TYPE OT SUPPORT

TYPE OT

SUPPORT

EHPLOYTîENT STATUS OT ADULT CHILD

NOT FULL.TIHE FULL.TIHE RO/ TOTAL
fi-4) (N-lt) fi-15)

TRANSPORTATIOT'I

HqJSEHOLD REPAIRS

HüJSEHOLD CHMES
SHOPPIN6

YARÐ ìrt/ORK

HEALTH CARE

DECtSltr¡-t{AKtN6
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

ETIOTIü'¡AL SUPPMT
BUSINESS HATTERS

4 (100)
2 (s0)
r (25)

3 (7s)
s (7s)
4 (100)

T ü5}
1 (25)

4 fiOûl
I (?5)

e (82)

s (4s)
2 (9)
t(7)
5 (27)

6 (55)

7 {64}
1fi)

10 (91)

5 (4S)

13 (87)
7 H7)
5 (20)
4(27)
5 ß3)

r0 (67)

10 {67)
2 fi5)

r4 (9õ)

6 (40)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentåges.
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Proxlmity. The &ta for proximity to tha parent ond willingnass to provitr the

typæ of support presented in Table 9 reveal that there may be some relationship

betwæn proximity and the willingnæs to proviÈ financlol ald and &iæ. The

number of ræpon&nts willing io proviù both these typas of support kreffiËd ûs

proximity to the parent trcræsed. Also, the number of repon&nts wllting to be

çnerally avallable to thelr parents &mmd as dlstanæ from the parent lncrmd

from o short drive to a long drlve,

The miotion betwæn proxlmity and the type of support provided is præented

in Table 10, AFln, the peræntw 0f durt children provldlng serviæs such æ

transportatlon and shopplng æslstonæ appeord to Mresss æ the dlstanæ betwæn

parent and dult child inreM,

Exæpt fn the case of emotional support, more dult chlldren in oll proximity

cateprles appêôr to be wllling to prwl& support than they ætuolly provlß,
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TABTE 9

FREqJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF ADULT CHILDREN, BY PROXIHITV TO FARENT,
IVILLINo TO PROVIDE TYPE OF SUPPORT

TYPE OF

SIJPFffiT

PROXII'IITY TO PARENT

WALKING SHffiT DRIVE tü,¡6 DRTVE R0À/ TOTAL
N.4) (N--S) (N.J) (N=lb)

FINANCIAL AID
ADVICE

HELP I¡/ITH CHMES
EHOTIOI-IÀL SUPPORT

GENERAL AVAILABILITY

4 fl00)
4 fi00)
4 fi00)
4 fi00)
4 fi00)

5 (63)

6 P5)
I (100)

6 (75)

B ft00)

r {33)
1ß3)
2(67)
3 fi00)
2(67'

10 (67)
rl(73)
r4 (93)
r3 (87)
r4 (87)

Nate. Numbers in parentheses lndicate percentages. lValking-1q mlnute walk or less. Short
driw{ to 10 mlnute drive. Long drlve-longer than l0 mlnute drive.

TABLE IO

FREüIENCIES AND PERCENTAGES Of ADI'LT CHILDREN, BY PROXINITY TO PARENT,
PROVIDIN6TYPE tr $UPPffiT

TYPE OT

SUPPORT

PROXIHITY TO PARENT

!ÚALKIN6 SHORT DRIVE LCF¡6 DRIVE Rü/ TOTAT(H-4) tN-8) W-g) (N-tF)

TRANSPORTATIü.I

HqJSEHOLD REPAIRS

Ht[rsEHortD CHoRE5

sHopPrN6
YÀRD l¡t/ORK

HEALTH CARE

DECtSt0l'¡+lAKtNG

FINÀNCIAL ÀSSISTANCE

EI'IOTIONÀI SUPPMT
BU5INE55 I'IATTERS

4 fi00)
2 (50)
r (25)

2 (50)
r (2s)
õ (75)

3 (7s)
1 {25)
4 fi00)
2 (50)

B fi00)
4 G0)
2 (2s)
3 G8)
3 ßE)
6 (75)

6 (7s)
0

7 (88)

3 G8)

r {33}
1ß3)

0
0

{55)
E3)
ß3)
ß3)

5 fioû)
1G3)

r3 (87)
7 {47)
3 {?0)
4 (27)
s F3)

r0 (67)

r0 (67)
2 (13)

r4 (93)

6 (40)

Note. Numbers in Parentheses indicate percentages, !{alking-1o minute walk or less. Short
drive-E to l0 minuüe drive, Long driw-longer than l0 minute drive.
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lncnma Lsvel. The fr4uency and peræntrys of dult children willlng to provitr

the typæ of support by lnæme group ürÊ presentd ln Table I 1. lt appffirs that thers

may be some relatlonship betwæn the higher inæme level and willlngness to prori&

financial aid.

lncome of the dult chlld by typa of support provldd ls præentd f n Table lz, lt
ôppsôrs thot more ræpon&nts ln the l0w0r annuol lncome group (96,000-24,g9g)

reported pruviding help with yard work thon ræpon&nts in the higher annual income

group ($25,000-40,000), lt may bs that the ræpon&nts ln the hlgher lncome

group srâ full-tlme emplüyÉss ffid therefors hûve less tlme avallable to provlft thls

ærviæ. 0n the other hand, the ræpon&nts ln the hlgher income bræket may hlre out

thlsærvlss or, alternaflvely, the parents of thæ respon&nts may not næd hulp ln

this aræ, Also, there is some suptlon of differsnces betwæn income groups ln the

aræs of hælth care and financial assistanæ, with more ræpon&nts in the highsr

lncome group prwlding thæe ærviæs than ræpon&nts ln the lower lnmme group,

Aæln, the pneral trend is for more dult ehlldren to be willing to prorl& the various

typæ 0f support than those who ætually provlde lt wlth the exæpfion of emoilonal

support, A small peræntage (i'4ß) of the lower income group prwi&s emotional

supp0rt without reportlng the wllllngness to fr so,
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ÏABLE I I

FREOI,IEIICIES AND PERCENTAoES OT ADULÎ CHII.DREN, BY ANNUAL INCSIE,
IYILLINO TO PROVIDE TYPE OF SUPPORT

ANNUAL INCtr1E

TYPE tr
SUPPORT

$6,000 -
$24,999
fi{)

$25,000 -
tqo,ooo
fi=6)

ROìd TOTAL
(N-l3a)

FINANCIAL AID
ADVICI
HELP V/ITH CHORES

ENOTI$'IAL SUPPMT
GENERAL AVAILABILITY

4(57)
5 {71)
6 (86)
6 (86)

6 (86)

5 (83)

s (t5)
6 (100)
6 fi00)
6 (100)

I (69)

r0 (77)
r2 (92)
1r (8s)
12{92J

Note. Numbers in parentheses lndicate percentages, aNo Response (n-p)

TABLE 12

FREEJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OT ADULT CHILDREN, BY ANNUAL INCCIîE,
WILLING TO PROVIDE TYPE OT SUPPORT

ANNUAL INC€IIE

TYPE tr
SUPPORT

$6,000-
$24,999
fi{)

$?5,000-
f40,000
fi=6)

ROIU TOTAL

fi=l3a)

TRANSPORTATIü'I
HOIJSEHü.D REPAIRS

HOJ EHOI.D CHORES

SHOPPIN6

YARD V{ORK

HEALTH CARE

DECtSlü,¡+lAKlN6
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

EHOT|ü'¡AL SUPPffiT
BUSINESS NATTERS

6 (06)

3 (43)

2 (2e)

2 (?9)

4F7)
4 (57)
5 (7l)

0
7 fi00)
3 (43)

5 (8õ)

5 (50)
r (17)

2 (53)

r {r7)
5 (83)

5 (83)
2 G5)
s (83)

3 {50)

r r (85)

6 (46)

3 (2õ)

4 ßr)
5 (õ9)
I (69)

r0 (77)
2 (15)

r2 (92)

6 (46)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentages, aNo Response (n=2)
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Summary. The ræults indlæte that there appær to be some relationship betwæn

ry and the provislon of aælstanæ with houæhold repaÌrs, household chores and yard

work, with more ræpon&nts in the oltrr group ( S0 )æars of oç & over) providing

these sarviæs than ræponftnts in tha younçr group ( 40-49 yærs). Theso findings

may be dua to a græter need on the part of the parents of this gl oup as thay are likely

thamælvæ olùr than the parents of the youngar group of dult chlldren. 0n the other

hand, the dult childrsn in tha ot&r group may houe more time wailabls to provitr

the$e sarvlæs in that thay may have alrffiy reilred from the workforæ or thay may

havs fewer depenÈnt chlldren llvlng at home who &mand of thelr ilme,

It appærs that the marrled ræpon&nts are lsss involved in provlding heìp wlth

yard work than thelr unmamld cohorts. Thls fTndlng may be due to a læk of næd of

this serviæ on the part of the parents or to competing &mands on the part of the

marrid ræpontrnts.

$imllarly, fewar ræpon#nts who are employd on a full-ilme bæis appær to be

prorift assistanæ with shopping, yard work , and hælth care. Again , this may be due

to the parents n# or to æmpeting &man6 such æ a læk of time due to the &mands

of the dult child's oæupation.

The ræpon&nts in the lswer annual fncome bræket ($6,000-24,000) appear to

prori& more æistanæ with yard work than ræpondents in the higher annual incsme

bræket ($25,000-40,000). A6in, thls may be due to the parents' næd for the

ssrvlæ or to the posslblllty that the lndivlduals ln the l$ryer lnæme bræket inclu#

those ræpon&nts who ore not full-time employæs and therefore hsye more

time potentiolly avallable to them to prori& this ærviæ,
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fn pneral, the dult children were willing to prwi# more support than they

ætually wsre provltllng whlch su6ts that there ls a ræerve of support on whlch the

parents æn draw lf næd be. The exæptlon to thls flnding wæ that the provlslon of

emotlonôl support sllghtly excesded the reported willingness to prorl& this ærviæ.

lVoothæis *r2

Ïhe following charæteristlcs of the dult child are relotd to the extent of support

whlch the dult child provtffi to the parent,

(o) ry
(b) pnør
(c) maritalstatus
(d) emplqfment status
(e) ruraphical proximity to parent
(f) inæme level

Extent wæ &flned æ the frEuency of ærvlæs provldd and wæ meæurd by

the ObJætlve support chækllst (Lopata, lg76j, whtch &termlnæthenumberof

timæ spælflc carqlving æilvltiæ are performed durlng one year,

sp. spærman anolysis rwæld no signlflænt relationship betwmn the æs of

the ræponûnts and the frEuency of support offerÊd ([=0.JJ, p=. I 4).
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Gen&r, The freguenciæ and peræntry of durt children by Fn&r and frquenry

of support ôre presented in Table I J, and suggæt that more women prwlde ô rnore

frequent ærqiving ærvlæs than men. whereæ over half of the malæ (62ß)

pr0viffi ærvlæs onrs a wæk to 0nc0 a month, 60s of the females proviffi ærvìcæ

several times a wæk to &ily. None of the rnalæ reportd providlng a hlgh frquenuy of

ærvices.

ÏABIE 13

FREfiJENCIES ANO PERCENTA$ES OT ADUTT CHILDREN, BY GENDER , AND
FREffJENCY OF SUPPOIRT PROVIDED

FREflJENCY OT

SUPPORT

GENDER OF ADI'LT CHILD

HALE FEHATE RO,I TOTAL

fi-8) (N-S) (N-lJa)

Lo\d
HEDIUH

HI6H

TOTAL

õ t38) I (20) 4 (3t)
5 (62) 1 (20) 6 (46)

0 5(60) 3(23)
I fi00) 5 (100) t3 fi00)

No[e. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentages. Low=less than once a month.
Hedium--once a week to once a month. High-daily to sevrral times a week,

aNo Response (n-2) " {s'
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llarital status. The data on frquenry of support provi&d by the dult child,s

môrital status are præented in Table 14. Although a mors or læs egual proportion of

mamied æ unmarried ræpondents prwiffi o medium fr4uency of support, there

ûPPærs to be some relotlonshlp betwæn belng momled ond provldlng a low frequency

of support, and being unmarried and prwiding o high frquenry of support.

ÏABIE 
'4

FRE€il.'EHCIES AND PERCENTAoES OF ADUIT CHILDREN, BY ADULT CHILDS I{ARITAL
STAruS, AND FRECfi.IENCY OF SUPPORT PROVIDED

FREflJENCY OT

SUPPOÊT

I{ARITAL STATUS OF ADULT CHILD

UNHARRIED I1ARRIED Rff/ TOTAL
fi+) ffi=l l) fi=t3a)

LüiU
r,lEDtut'l

HI6H

TOTAL

0 4ß6) 4ß1)
r (s0) 5 (45) 6 (46)
r (50) 2 (18) 3 (23)
2 fi00) 1I fi00) ls (r00)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentages. Low-less than once a month.
Hedlum-once a week to once a month. Hlghdally to several ilmes a week.

aNo Response (n-2)
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Emoloyment Status. The data for fr4uency of support and emplqyment status of

the dult chlld are præented in Table ls. Again, there appærs to be virtually no

dlfferenæ betwæn employment ætepriæ ln rEard to the prorision of a medium

fr4uency of support. Howevsr, full-time emplqyment appears to be relatd io a lsw

frquenuy of support and nonfull-tima emproyment (unempl@ & part-tima

employment) appærs to bs rslatsd to a hlgh frquancy of support prwision.

ÏABLE I5

FREflJENCIES AND PERCENTA6ES OT ADULT CHILDREN, BY ADULT CHILDS
EHPLOYNENT sTATUs, AND FREEJENCY OF SUPPORT PROVIDED

FREflJENCY OF

SUPPORT

ENPLOYI'IENT STATUs Of ADULT THILD

NOT IULL-TIHE FULL-TIHE RO\{ TOTAL
ftd) R-r0) fi-l3â)

Lüil
t,lEDtull
HI6H

COLUIîN TOTAL

0 4 (40)
r (5s)
2 (66)

s (50)

1 {r0)

4 ßt)
6 (46)
5 (23)

r3 (100)3 fi00) 10 fi00)

Note. Numbers in parentheses lndicate percentages. Low-less than once a month.
Ìledlum'once a week to once a month, Highdaily to sereral times a week,

fiNo Response (n-2)

Proximity. Spærman analysls indicatæ that no relationship exlsts betwæn the

frequency of support prwi&d by the dult child and proximity (walklng= l0 minute

walk or less; short drive=S-10 minute drlve; long drlve=lonpr thon l0 minute

drive) to parent (c= 0,36, n,s,).
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lncome Level. $pærman analysis supsts that o positive relationship exists

betwæn frequency of support provltld to parents and lncome lweì of the dult chlld

(c=0.56, p=,05).

Summary. The ræults suryst that a relotionshlp may exist betwæn frEuency of

support and pnûr, marital status, employment stotus and income level. Being

female, unmaffled ond not emplûyed on a full-tlme bæls ôppeôr to be relatd to the

provfsion of a high freguenry of support to porents, whereæ being male, morrid and

worklng full-tlme may be relsted ta the prwlslon of a low frquenry of support.

Also, income level of the adult child ôppeôrs to be pæitively related to frquenry of

support proviffi to parents.

l-Voothæis *3

The followlng charæterlsflæ of the el&rly parent are related to the type of

support which the chlld is willing to prori6 to the parent,

(a) w
(b) gender
(c) maritalstatus
(tl) hælth status
(e) income level
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$p, The fr4uencies and puræntrys for ths type of support that the dult child is

wllllng to provi& by the qe group of the parent are præented tn Tabte 16. The &ta

sugæt that no relationship exists betwæn type of support and parent,s ap,

ÏABIE 16

FREtrJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES tr ADULT CHIIDREN, BY A6E OF PARENT,
WILLING TO PROVIDE TYPE OF SUFPORT

TYPE Of
SUPPORT

A6E OF PARENT (IN YEARS}

68-75 76-85 86+ Rü/ IOTAL(N=5) (N-7) fi.3) (N=tE)

FTNANC|AL AtD 3 (60) 5 (7 1) 2 (67) t0 {67)ADVTCE 5 (60) 6 (86) ? (67) 11 (7õ)
HELP Vü|TH CHffiES 4 {80) 7 (r00) J (100) t4 (93)
EH0T|ü'|AL SUppoRT 4 (80) 6 (86) õ (100) t5 (87)
oENERAL AVA|LAB|UTY 5 (r00) 6 {86) 3 fi00) t4 (93)

Note. l'fumbers in parenthese indicate percentages.
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knùr. The frquencies and peræntaçs of the typæ of support the dult child is

wllllng to prwl& by the parent's pn&r ls shown ln Table I 7. There appsors to be no

relatlonship betwæn the çn&r of tha parent and type of support proviffi by the

dult chlldren.

ïABtE t7

FÊEfrJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES tr ADUTT CHILDREH, BY GEHDER Of PARENI,
WLLING TO PROVIDË TYPE Of SUFPORT

WPE OF

SUPPffiT

6ENDER OT PARENT

T4ALE FE¡IAI-E Rfr,t/ TOÏAI
ffi€) w-7) N=ts)

FINANC|AL AtD 5 (63) 5 (71) t0 (67)
ADVTCE 6(75) 5(71) il(73)
HEtp wtTH cHmES 7 (88) 7 ft00) t4 (9¡)
EH0TIS|AL SUppmT 7 (88) 6 (86) 13 (87)
GENERAL AVAILABILITY 7 (88} 7 (1OO) 14 (93)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentages,



6B

llarital status. The type of support the dult child is willing to prwift by

marltal status of the parent ts preæntd ln Table I E. Tha &ta sugæt that there may

be some relationship betwæn the wiüwd status of the parent and the provision of

aùiæ and emotional support by dult chlldren.

TABLE I8

FFETIJENCIES AND PERCENTA6ES tr ADULT CHILDREN, BY IIARITAL STATUS Of PARENT,
WILLINO TO PROVIDETYPE tr SUPPORT

TYPE OF

S1JPPORT

I1ARITAL STATUS OT PARENT

IIARR|ED l,llDüilED Rfi|/ ToTAL
fi-g) (N-7) (N=tS)

FTNANCIAL AtD 5 {63) 5 (7t) 10 (67)
ADVICE 5(65) 6(86) il(75)
HELP W|TH CHoRES 7 (88) 7 fi00) t4 (93)
EH0T|0'IAL SUppmT 6 (75) 7 fi00) 13 (87)
6ENERAL AVAILABILITY 7 (BE) 7 (IOO) 14 (93)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indlcate percentages.
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Health Status. Hælth status of the parent and the type of support the adult child is

willlng to provttÞ ls shown in Table 19. There appÊârs to be some relailonshlp

betwæn dult chlldren's willingnæs to provitr flnancial aid and hælth status of the

parent. llore dult children who rata their parant's hælth status æ falr were wilìlng

to provift financial ald than dult chlldren who rated their parent's hæìth æ gp¿.

TABLE 19

FREüJENCIES AND PERCENTAoES Of ADULT CHILDREN, BY HEALTH STATUS Of
PARENT WILLING TO PROVIDE TYPE OF SUPPMT

TYPE OF

SUPPOÊT

HEALTH sTATUs OF PARENT

FAIR 6OOD Rfid TOTAT

fi=4 H-tO) (N-t4a)

FTNANC|AL AtD 4 {100) 6 (60) 10 (7t)
ADVtCt s (75) 7 (70) I0 (71)
l-ELp h/tTH CH0RE$ 4 (100) 10 (100) t4 {10
EÌ1oT|C{.IAL suppffiT 4 (100) I (90) t3 (93)
GENERAL AVA|LABIL|TY 4 fi00) 10 (100) 14 fi00)

Note._ Numbers in parenthese indicate percen[ages.
aNo ResP¡¡5s ¡¡=1 ¡
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lncome Lwel, The ftta for type of support the dult child ls wf llf ng to provl# by

income lwel of parent, præentd in Table 20, lndiætæ that thæe two varfablæ &

not appeor to be reloted,

ÏABTE 20

FREfi.IEHCIES AND PERCEHTA6ES Of ADULT CHILDREH, BY INCtrIE LEVEL OF FAREHT
WILLINo TO PROVIDE TYPE Of SUPPORT

TYPE OT

SUPPORT

ANNUAL INCOTIE OT PARENT

UNDER $ IO,OOO

$ IO,OOO & OVER RO,v TOTAL

w-il {N-si (N-t2a}

FTNANCTAL AtD 6 (86) 4 (80) 10 (8õ)
ADVTCE 6 {86) 4 (80) r0 (83)
HELP WTH CHffiES 7 (100) 4 (80) 1r (92)
EfloTloNAL SUpp0RT 7 fi00) 5 fi00) t2 fi00)
GENERAL AVAILABILITV 7 (1OO} 4 (80) 1I (92)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indicate percentages.
aNo response (n=3)

summary. There appears to be litile to no rslationship betwæn type of support

that the dult childrsn wers wllllng to provi& to the parent and the ry, pn&r,

morital status, and fncome lwel of the parsnt. Howwer, the dôto supt that thsre

ôppsûrs to be some relatlonship betwæn hælth status of the parent and dult

chlldren's wlllingness to provitr flnanclal ald, llore dult chf ldren were wllling to

prÛvi# flnancial aid to parents wlth falr health than to parents with @ heslth,
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l-lypothæis *4

The followlng charæterlstlæ of the el#rly parent are relatd to the extent of

caregiving support which the child provitu to the parent,

(a) w
(b) ænrþr
(c) marltalstatus
(d) hælth status
(e) lnæme level

aË. I1æsured æ frequency of support proriffi, extent is not relatd to ry of

the parent (c=0.32, n,s.) æordlng to $pearman analysls.

Gender. The peræntws of the frEuency of support provi&d by the parent,s

pn&r are præented in Table 21. The results rwæl no apparent relo¡onship

bstw€Ên parent's pn&r and frequenry of support.

TASLE 2I

FREHJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF ADUTT CHILDREN, BV GEHDER OT PARENT, AND
FREEJENCY OT SUPPORT PROVIDED

FREqJENCY OF

SUPPORT

üENI¡ER OF PARENT

HALE FEHAIE R0\/TOTAL
fi=7) (N=7) (N=l4a)

Lüd
I1TDIUN

HIûH

6(86) s(7t) t109)
0 1fi4) t (7)

r (1r) 1 fi4) 2 fi4)
c0_uNN ToTAL 7 fi00) 7 fi00) 14 (100)

Note, Numbers in parentheses lndìcate percentages. Low=less than once a month,
Hedium=once a week to once a month. Hlgh-dally to several ümes a week.

aNo response (n-l )



72

llarltal status, The &ta for frquenry of support by the parent,s marital status

præented ln f able 22, f ndlcatæ that marltat status of the parent is unrelatd to

freguency of support.

TABLEzz

FRECüJENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF ADUTT CHILDREN, BY I"IARITAL STAruS OF
PAÊENT, AND FREfrJENCY Of SUPPffiT PROVIDED

FREflJENCY OF

SUPPOfiT

HARITAL STATUS OT PARENT

MARRIED WDCfuIED Rü,V TOTAL(N-7) (N=7) (N=l4a)

Lord
HEDIUH

HIüH

6tts6) 5{71) tlfig)
0 t(14) 1{7)

r (14) I fi4 2U4)
colrjr,tN ToTAL 7 (100) 7 (100) 14 (lO0)

Note. Numbers in parentheses indlcate percentages. Low=less than once a month.
Hedium=once a week to once a month. Hlghdaily to sevrral times a week.

âNo Response (n-l )

Health Status, $pearman comelational anolysis indiætæ a significant nqative

relotionship exlsts betwæn parent's hælth status and frquency of support

([=-0,53, p=.05),

lncome Level. Aæording to spearman analysls, parent's income level is not

related to the frequency of support provi&d by the adult chlld (r=-0. I g, n.s.),

Summary, The ræults lndicate that there is no apparent relationship betwæn

freguenry of support and the ry, çn&r, maritalstatus and income levelof the
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pôrent, H0wsver, it appears that health status of the parent is nrytively related to

fr4uenry of support servlcgs. That ls, fr4uenry of ærvlcæ lnræsss æ hælth

status of the porent tulinæ.

l-Vpothesis *5

The foll0wlng varloblæ are related to wh of the followlng lndfvlduals' peræp¡on of the

carqfving sltuatlon: dult chlld, parent and adult child,s spouse,

(a) extentofsupport
( b) depen&ncy level of parent
(c) valuecûnssnsus

Extent of support. spærman onalyses betwæn extent of support æ meæured by

the number of hours spent in caregiving ætivitiæ and æch individual's reported

satlsfætlon with the carqiving situailon 6re æ follows; dult chlld (r=-0,J 1 , n.s.);

dult chlld's spouse (f,=-0.64, p<.OS); and porent (c=0.3g, n,s.). The ræults

indicate a nrytive æsælation exists betwæn extent of support and the spouse,s

reportd satlsfætlon, That ls, the græter the number of hours that the spgusg spenß

ln corqlvlng, the læs satlsfled he or she ls wlth the ær4lvlng sltuailon.

ftependenß/ Le'/el of Parent. The results of the spærman analyses betwæn

satisfætlon wlth the ær4iving sltuotion and &penúnry lwel of the parent ôre;

dult child {r=-0,25, n,s,); dult chlld's spouse (t=-0.68, p<,0S); and parent

(E=-A,42,n.s,), Aæin the ræults su6t a nrytive relatlonship exists in the côse

of the spouse. The more &pen&nt the adult chlld's spouse peræivd the

parent(-in-law) tobe, the more dissatisfid the spouæ wæ with theærqiving
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situation. Depen&ncy level of the parent ffi not ôppeôr to be relatd to the dulf

child's or parent's @ræ of sailsfætion wlth the ær4lvlng situoilon,

Consenst,c on Valuæ and Beliefs, Spærman analysæ of satisfætion with the

caregiving situation and peræived volue conænsusyielffi the following ræults: dult

child (c=0,36, n.s,); dult chlld's spouse (r=0.61, p<.Os); and parent (f,=0,1g,

n.s.). The ræults for the dult chlld's spouss rwæl o signffiænt relailonship.

Therefore, value conænsus with the porent is related to the spouse's level of

mtlsfætlon ln the corqlvlng sltuotlon but not to careglvlng sstisfæilsn of the dult

child ond the parent,

summary, The ræults su6t thot the extent of support, ûpen&nry lwel of the

parent ond value consgnsus ore not related to either the dult child's or the parent's

reportd ætisfætion wlth the carEiving situation but may be relatsd to the (øult

child's) spouse's satfsfætlon wlth the careglvlng situailon.

l'Vpothæls *6

The followlng varlablæ are relatd to the @ræ of carqivlng bur&n felt by the dult

child.

(a) extentofsupport
(b) percsptlon of the caregiving situotion
(c) value consnsus

Extent of supoort, Ths ræults of the $peormon analysis betwæn bur&n and

fr4uenry of support were nonsignificant for the dult chlld (c=0.21, n.s.) and

signlficant for the spouss (f,=0.59, p<.0s), Further spærman anolysis betvræn
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burtrn and the number of hours spent ln caregiving alm reúæled no relationship for

the dult chllrl (c=0. 13, n,s.), and a slgniflænt reloilonshlp for the spouæ (Ë=0,6J,

p<.0S).

Peræotlon of the caregivlng Sltuatlon. The $pærmsn comelailons for burden and

satlsfætlon wlth the carqiving sltuation supst that a neptfve relationship exists

for the spous (c=-0.64; p<.05), but not for the dult chlld (c=-0,46, n.s.). That

is, satisfætion wÍth the æregiving situation is inveræly relatd to fælings of bur&n

on the part of the spouæ.

Value Conænsus, Again, the results revæl a slgnificant nrytlve relationship

betwæn bur&n ond value conssnsus with the parent (in-taw) ln the cæe of the

spouso (Ë=-0,60, p<,05) but no relationshlp for the dult child (c=-0, lZ,n,s,),

Summary. lt appeors that the frequency of support and the amsunt of time spent

in coregiving, the dult chlld's reported satlsfsctlon with the caregiving sltuation and

value conssnsus sre not related to the dult child's reportd fælin6 of burden.

Hûwerysr, the frEuency 0f support prwiftd and ths omount of time spent in

côrqlvlng, satisfætlon wlth the æreglvlng situation and value conssnsus with the

parent-ln-lôw ôppeôr to be related to fællngs of bur&n on the part of the dult

child's spouse.
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ct-tAPTtR vl

Þtscus$t0N

wheress the provlslon of emofional support wæ the mæt common æreglving

rols, the maJorlty of dult children ln this stuf were also involvd ln providing some

form of lnstrumental æsistanæ to porents. The findin$ 4ræ with Horowitz's

( l9E2) ob*rvotion that æregiving often involvæ a brsd ranp of ærvicæ rather

than concentratd help ln 0nÊ 0r two areæ, Assistanæ wlth transportation wæ the

most æmmon type of instrumental help glven to parents, cltd by g7ß af the dult

children. The prwlsion of flnancial airl reported W l3ß of the adult children and

help wlth houmhold chorgs (20ß), and shopping (27ß) wæ læs frquent. These

flrullns are slmllar to thm found ln the car4tvlng ltterature (Broúy, t970;

Horowitz, lg82; Kivett & Learner, lgS0),

l10re chlldren 50 yærs of W and aver provlffi æsistanæ ln houæhold repairs,

houæhold choræ and yord work than children un&r the ry of s0. contrary to

expætations based on the literature review, pnßr of the dult shild ond proximity to

the parent appærd to hove little relatlonship with the type of support proriffi to the

parent, flarriap appæred to be æsæiated with less involvement in helping parents

with yard work. Employment status shswed some relationshlp to type of support

proviffi in ths areô of shopplng, yard work ond herlth care æslstanæ, A proboble

explanation for this finding may be that pn6r of the dult child wæ not controlled

statlstically and 6nder ls likely a confounding varlable ln meæurlng the effæt of

employment ststus on careglving. The maJority of the full-time rvorkers in the study

wars male ( 82fr), wherÊûs only two of the slÊven full-time workers wsrs womên

( 18fr). As previously noted (and found in this stut), men pnerally provi& less

extensivesupport than women (Archbold, lgSJ; Brody, lgBl ; cantor, lgE0; Troll
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st, ô1,, 1979t, Perhaps hd pn&r bæn æntrolld, the employmsnt status of the

6ughters would not have bæn related to the extent sf côre. This would have bæn in

qræment wlth studiæ whlch have found that employed women mônffi to mæt filial

obllgtJons wen wlthln the contexts of full-ilme Job obllgailons (Brsry, tgEl;

Fulcomer & Attig, lg80; Horowltz & schin&lman, rg80; $hanæ, lgs0), lt ls
pmslbls that women who have full-ilme Jobs & less ln ærtaln areæ (such æ

shopping assistanæ) and do as much, or perhaps more, ín areæ such æ houæhold

repairs, fulsion making, health core ond helping with businæs matters,

The apparent relationship betwæn proxlmlty and the provision of transportailon

æsistanæ is not unexpæted æ studlæ have found that some typæ of lnstrumental

assistanæ require fr4uent contæt (Hill et al, lg70; shanæ lg73: sussman,

1965). The maJority of the dult children in this sample livd relatively closs to

their parents; 87ß lived wf thin thræ milæ and the remaining l3ß lived within 20

mllæ. The relative proximity of parent and child may be part of the ræsn for the

læk of a clear relationship betwæn proximity and extent of support provi&d and

betwæn proxlmlty and typs of support provlffi,

ïhs dlfferenæ ln the extent of support contrlbutd by daughters æ mmpored to

sons wôs not unexpæted. særæ on the 0ûJæilve support chæklfst (Lopata, l976)

indlmtd thot sons &voted læs of thelr time to the care of parents than dld daughters

particularly in the areæof transportation, houæhold chores andshopping. The

tenÈncy was for more ftughters than sons to be involvd in household chores,

shopping and hælth ære and more sons than trughters to be invoìvd in business

matters. '$ons proviftd finoncial oid and assistanm with household rapaTrs in about



78

the same proportion æ Èughters but were less tikely to hatp with instrumental,

hands-on services, a finding which ruræs with pra¿ious ræærch (Horowitz, t gôl ).

lnterætingly, the dult chlldren peræived the parents to be in better hælth thon

the parents perælved themsglvæ to bs. 0f the parent group, 7Jß ratd thelr hælth

status as falr and 27H ratd lt as gæd, wheræs 53ß of the dult chlÏdren ratd the

parent's hælth æ falr, and 408 reportetl tha parent's hælth as @. Although lit¡e

relationship was indiætd betwæn hælth status of the parent and type of support,

exæpt ln the cæe of flnonclaì ald, parent's hælth status appæred to be relat# to the

amount of time which the shild spent in carEiving, a finding which qrffi wlth others

( Horowitz & Schindleman, l98l ; l1ffix, I 979; Shonæ, I 979a). The ry, pn&r,

marltal status and lncame level ol tha parent were unrelated to ths typa and axtent of

support proviffi by the dult childrsn, a flndlng which untrnæoræ the æsumpüon

that offspring's carqiving rsspon$ to parents is primarily &termined by obJætive

nM (Ciærelll, l9E3; Horowltz, lgSl ).

The marital status of the parent wæ not apparently ossæiated with either the type

0r extent ofcare provlüd. Part of theexplanatlon for thlsflndlng moy bethat all of

the parents ln this stuW were Ìn relativaly @ hmlth and ræsonably inftpenftnt.

There wæ a tendeney for the widard parents io ræeive more suppgrt ærvicæ than

the momìd el&rly. This may be due to the obærvation that married elèrly who live

tryther reælve the maJority of mra from eæh other (thappell, I gBJ).

Resmrch has shown that an important fætor which influencæ the farnity's

ability to provift ære is their financial status (Archbold, l9S0). Wheræs those

with greoter flnancTol resurcs$ are abla to hlre sarviæs, those with lesser flnanæs
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have ts rely on their own rÊ$urcffi and their mlal network. ln this study, more

ræpon&nts in the higher income bræket proviffi flnancial aid and hælth care than

responftnts in the lCIrer inæme bræket, The income leveì of the parent appæred to

affæt neither the type or extent of support prwtfrd by the duìt child.

The ùpen&ncy level of the parent wæ relatd to &græ of satlsfæilon with the

coreglving sltuatlon only for the dult chlld's spouse and not for the dult chlld or

parent. l'lowBver, æ mæt dult chlldren prwltrd a low to mo&rote leval of support

at the time of the stuff, it mof be that æ CiærellT ( l gSJ) suggpsts, the rarards

lntrlnslc ln the interpneratlonal relatlonshlp sufflclently outwelgh any neptive

æpæts of care provision and &pan&ncy of the parent æ long as the total amount of

help rquired fus not bmme excæsive. 0n the other hand, the findings for the

sF0ust reflæt thosa found ln other studtÊs whTch su6st that batter quollty

relotionshlps exist when the parant is ralatlvely lnùpan&nt (Johnson & Bursk,

1977; Robinson & Thurnher, lg79; welshaus, lg7g). perhaps, os Horowitz

(19ðl) potnts 0ut, me naturB ano sptrtt 0f glvtng flffens ocúrrflng 10 tne

relationship and motlvation of the glver. That ls, the peræption of the olfspring Is

colourd by a history of exchangæ and affætive fælings with the parent, whereffi the

dult chlld's spouse's tie wlth the parent ìs relatively ræent and smndary.

An lnteræting findlng wæ the potential rÊsorve of support that wæ available to

the elftrly in this sample. The maJority of dult children reportd that they were

willing to provift morg support than thay cumenily wera giving, This surysts that

the adult children were not overexten&d or stralned ln thelr provision of carEivlng

ærviæs. The pneral læk of reportd fællngs of bur&n on the part of the dult

children appffirs to unftrsære this æsumption.
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The obs0rvation that the dult children's spousÊs reportd more carqivlng burùn

than the dult children raisos the quætion of whether the adult children ætually

expariencd less burftn in tha ærEiving rola or whether the spousus falt the fregüm

to be more candld in thein report of their experienæ of bur&n. ln light of the strong

affætive fælinç which wsre both in wiùnæ and expræsed by both parents and dult

children it appærs that this læk of reported burftn is a Fnuine reflæilon of the

dult children's fællngo. The spousa's grætr fælings or burtþn may reflæt

Horowltz's ( l98l ) suffistion that the spouse's primorily motivation for cor4iving

is marltol obligtion rather than strong affætive bonß.

ln or&r to probe motivation for ærqivlng, the adult children were ækd the

following guætion; "whôt fu you think motivatæ you to prori# ær4iving ærvlæs

for your parent?". The majority of adult children attributd their motivation to

strong affætlve tiæ with the parent, One ræpon&nt onswersd: "lt ls the natural

thlng to & bæause we love thsm," 0thor respondents citd thelr religlous falth æ

supplying the mænlng or moilvation for carqlving ond challenglng them to be

ræponsible for their parent's welfare; "(bec6us0)... it is æriptural.,, lt ls a

chrlstlan responslbfllty and prlvllry". $illl others referd to the noflon of

ræipræity for pæt help given to the child: "lt's a lsre for them and on appræiotion

for what thry've úne for me in the pæt", The remain&r of the dult childrens'

rsôsons for æregiving relatd to the notfon of obllption or duty, summd up by the

following: ".,.it is my duty to prwi@ assistanæ to an el&rly parent,,,

$lmilorly, the maJority of parents attributed their offspring's motivotion to

prÛvi& support to bonds of affætion or ChristÍan duty, Porental responsss inclu&dr

"ïhqy fæl a ræponsf bilíty and thoy love us.., The/ would help out of shær lore even
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without a fæling of ræponsibility"; (lt's) their Christian ræponsibility,'; ,,close

family tiæ,,. (ond a) love for family".

To better unßrstond the relative priority given todifferent typæ of assistanæ,

the dult chlldren were ækd to l&nilfy the mæt lmportant servlæ thry prwldd to

their parents. Emotlonal support continued to emerp æ an important ond fuird
ærqivlng serviæ. lt beæme wl&nt that chlldren and porents were very lmportant

to eæh other. Not only did mæt dult children provl& affæilve support, but the

maJorlty (70ß) clted ltæ the mæt important wey they helpedthelr porents. ln

ôn$ryer to theguætion, one&ughter replld: "Tr show her that we love her, Togive

her emotlonal support- to ( let her) knurv that she is wanted, Theæ ore more

important than the prætiæl things." Another trughter put it more simply: "(For us

to) come home...(Just) drop in (and visit)." 0ther lmportant ærvlæs menüond

irrulutrd: 'Availability - l'm hers when she nds me"; "(T0) orpniæ family

gatherings" and "...transpontation and dviæ". Financial aid was the leæt likaly to be

iÈntified as the most important type of support.

To gain lnslght Tnto the parent's perspæilve, the parents were ækd to nama the

mæt important ærvìæ which their offsprlng prwiÈd. The parental ræponsæ were

similor to the dult chìldren's rgspons$: "L0ve...thût's the mæt important,',

"Visiting...f ust even a little bit... that's important", "Companionship and wailability".

Thæs flndings qræ with Brdy's ( 1970) obmrvation that affætlon fr"om offspring

is more important to the el&rly than material things.

Resffirch sugests that one of the grætæt stræsæ of carqivlng lnvolvæ

emotional &privation (Cantor, l9S3). lnordertoasæssfælingsof ftprivationin
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thìs aræ the dult children were ækd ìl their orrn næds were *quately met, and if

nat, in what aræ was morÊ support næftd, One woman dmitted to mme emotional

strain: "(*y) emotional næds (haß) not bæn met in the last thræ yeors". Another

&ughter responffi: "lt sæms that sometlmÊs our rolæ are revsrsd and I am non

'her mother' and she ( ls) 'my chlld', I sometlmes fæl the nffi of a mothar t0 lffin 0n".

The remainder of the responses to thls quætion dæìt with rætrictions on personal

time and freffim; "(l) nM more time 0n my own", and "(l)"need more ræt (and)

more 1ræ tlme... ( l)næO more ilme for my Job".

To furthar unfrrstand the præsures æwiatd with providing core to an elûrly

porent, ræpon&nts were æked to iÈntify elements of the ærqiving situation that

theywere not sütisfied with . tuer half of the odult chlldren (58*) reported no

dissatisfætlon with the caregiving situation. 0f the dult children who reportd

dissatisfætlon, the majority stated experiencing guilt æ a ræult of fælings that he or

she should be ffintrlbuting more to the parent's cars- Reffins for not tlng more

lnulurhda læk of tlme and belngtm lnvolvedln mæilng other obll$üons. One

ræponftnt remarkd: "l would llka to t more but I ün't have the time." Another

cltd a dasire for privacy: "l haven't enough time bæauæ I ho¿e nine chlldren of my

nvn and we like to be by ourselvæ someilme$, 100".

BrsÚy ( 1985) supsts thot fælings of guilt may be the ræult of a disparity

between the stanftrds and expætatlons of the dult chlldren and the rælity of the

caregiving situation. $he points out thot mmt individuals fæl that the care and

&votion thot one reæivd from o parent æ an infant and child should be rælpræated

in kind when the parent, havingaged, becomæ&pen&nt, However, adult children
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cônntt ônd & ntt rsplicôte this total care to thelr el&rly parents; the rolæ of parent

ônd shild ænnot be rwer# in that ænsg, Henæ, the disparity betwæn expætation

and reality.

The (ault child's) spouæ æmple consisted of four wlvæ ( I homemaker, one

employed on an mæional bæis, & 2 part-time empluyeæ), ond thræ husbanß (all

emplryd full-tlme), Nons 0f the spousæ were extenslvely lnvolved fn ær4lvlng;

71fi #votd læs than thræ hours a wæk to the parent-in-law's ære and 29ß spent

thræ to six hours a wæk in æregiving ætivitles. lt hæ bæn noted that men are mgre

likely to dirætly involve their wivæ in providing côre to the parent than are

daughters to hove thelr husbands involved (Horowltz, lgSl). Although lt is beyond

the smpe of this study to explore the @ræ to which sons and úughters involve their

sp0use in coregivf ng, it would be of interæt for future resærch to spæiflcally fæus

on the in#pentrnt contrlbutions of the úughter-in-law and æn-in-law, ônd, ffi

Horu$/ft¿ ( I g0l ) statæ, the strains of providlng côre under conditlons of marltal

obliption rather than interçneratfonal bon6.

Perhops the mæt strlklng feature of this entlre invætl$ilon lles in the

homopneity of mæt ræults, The reæorcher believæ thot although methodologlcal

limitationsof the study can account for a portion of thls flndlng, the maJorlty of the

rosponse homryneity is due to religious and cultural fætors inherent in the

I'lennonlte culture ond belief system. Although Stelnbæh is clm to an urbon ænter

(Winnipeg) ond hæ experienæd industrializotion, ærtain trditional sæiol

structuræ and attituffi remaln. The lffil of filial ræponsibiliiy toward ol&r

porents still exists. Among thæe Î'lennonitæ, the core of porents is still viewed æ a
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duty and a privilep, Theæ pæple obærve and take literally the biblical teæhing, "lf

afiyone ffi not provÍ& for his relaiivæ, ond æpæiatty for his own family, he hæ

disowned the faith and is woræ than an unbeliever." ( r Trmothy s:8; RSV).

Trdltlonally, l'lsnnonite chlldren ore taught to dmlre, ræpæt and obay thelr

el&rs. Wlthin the tlennonite faith, marrlrys and famll'ies are bullt on the tmhinp

ofJæus. Jæus tæchæ through the Blble to love mh other wtth a Christ-llke lwe,

To be a Christian family mæns to commTt oneself to a life tryther, to be avallable ond

æring and to ansurs that all lnvolvd fæl voluable.

This responsibility extends beyond one's own family to others ln the Ellc

llinìster's llanuol, the chapter on Parent/thtìd Ddicatlon states the following ûs 'A

\tord to the Congregtiorì": "WÊ, topther wìth the parents, Êssuma responsibility for

the spiritual well-being of theræ children. We need to support tha parents in their

roleso that their tæk will beboth Joyful and fruìtful" (p. s?), Theprimary

ræponslbllity of the childrens' upbringing, hftrrwer, remains in the home.

l'lennonitæ belleve that slnære thristians should live out their foith ftily in a

way that ssts them apart from those who tr not profæs christ æ Lord, Therefore,

members of a church are ltrntlfioble by thelr lifestyle and ænnætion wlth the

pæplehood of Jæus Christ. As members of the boûy of Chrlst, llennonltæ fæl a græt

ræponsibility to care for the splritual, emotlonal and physicol hælth of other

members. ln the llennonite ifulqy, foith and ætlon are lnæparable. Wrote llenno

simon: 'All thoæ who are born of M are prepard by love to ærve their neighbours,

not unìy wlth monay and gffi, but oftar the axample of their Lord, in an evanplicol

monn8r, with life and blM. They shon mercy and love as much as thay can.,'
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Acwrdlng to I'lennonlte bellef, an lmportant guldllne for llvlng ls Jæus's teæhlng ln

Hatthew 5;44: ",..Lwe your enemlæ and prry for thæe who persæute you,,,

llennonitæ belisve that Christians should ræpæt the rights and mæt the n# of all

People. Bmuæ servanthmd for all g hand ln hsnd wlth the reJætlon of vlolenæ

4alnst arry, the ( hlstorlc) llennonlte pælflst stand exten# buyond oppmlng rrar to an

ætlye nonvlolent pursult of Jusilæ for all pæple ($henk, lgSZJ.

lmpllclt fn the foripturæ ls the promise of the rewarß for a life of serviæ to

sthers, Hebrevr 6: l0- I 3 re# " 6d ls not unJust he wlll not forpt your work ond

the love you hare shswn him by your serviæ, pæt and preænt, to his holy people,

Our dælre ls thot each of you show the same æôl tlll the end, fully æsured of thot for

which you ftope, Do not grow lo4y, but lmltote tho* who, through falth and pafienæ,

ore inherltlng the promlses,"

The llennonite elderly find ldentity ond an added rishnæs to life within their

bellef system through ths cultlvatlon of thelr Chrlstlan valuæ. Hope ls offered

through the promlæ of eternol llfe, The bgllef that the human bdy ls only a vehicle

ln llfe'sJourney encûurqeso&penûnæonsd. Through thehopeof eternal llfe, the

elderly derlve ô sonss of æntlnulty, comfort, securlty and æflsfæfl0n.

Ïhere is the pmibility that the homqenelty of the findinp may be the ræult of

unlntentional or unconscious ffiptlon on the port of the ræpon&nts, Because norms

guift but & not tþtermlne behô'/lor, ængnusnæ betwæn norms snd behôvior connot

beæurd, Homogenelty innorms of fllial obligation may not be motchd by

coffæponding homryneity in ætuol filiol behavior, ln a strl4¡ #signed to tæt the flt

bstwæn norrns and behavlor, lVe ( lg76) found that although there ls astrong
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tenúnry toword quality in famf ly roles, ætual enætment variæ consi&rably from

thes norms. Due to inreæd participation of women ln the labour market, maJor

chanps have mured ln the provi#r role olthough it remalns prlmarf ly a male role,

ïrditionally paired with provlder role is the houækæper role. The norms of

s4rrytion regardlng the houækæper role have chon@ evgn m0r0 than the norms of

the prorlder role. Nye found that olthough men were r@ to ææpt shard

ræponsÍbility in houækæping tæks, enætment of this role l@ far behlnd this

normatlve pæltlon; men shared ln the ætusl enætment of the role even lsss than

either gen&r felt opproprfate. Womsn contlnud to ftminate in the child core role

whereôs men wore more responsfve in the æxual role, Only in the ræræilonal role

dfdnorm and role enætment qrÊeoneguallty, ln both norm ondenætment, the

klnshlp role wos vlewd æ a Temals role.

There is no clear way of disærning how mush of the flndings of this study are due

t0 inænslstancìæ betwæn norms and behwlor. $uffiæ it to say that the resærcher

found no rffi0n to believe that the ræponftnts' actlons would not corraspond to thsir

tætlmony rryrdlng care of thelr parents. The lqlcol ûns:wer to thls dllemma ls to

mæsure ærEiving behavior through witnæs of the ætual behavior æ it murs.

Howa¿er, this approæh hæ lts swn shortæmlngs. Unlæs it coulrl be ensured that the

prestncB 0r knowl@ of a ressarchar messuring one's behavior did not ln fæt

influenæ the behavlor, this meffiure is also falilble. perhaps the mæt prætiæl

alternative ìiæ in a more sensitive meûsure of the peræptions of different indlviduals

involved in the ærqiving situatìon.
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The pæsibllity that the findin$ are due to intentional or systematic lying on the

part 0f the respon&nts is highly unlikely. The næpon&nts appæretl to be very open

and honæt during the interviews. l-lonæty, tæ ls orftind in the $criptures:

"Therefore, putting away falæhd, let B/ery one speak the truth wtth his neighbor,

for we are members one of another." (Ephæians 4:ZS; RSV). Nevertheless,

candldnæs wffi encouragd by præauüons takan to ensure the prlvæy and anonymìty

0f the responftnts, lnterviars were conductd separately and in private (exæpt ln

the case of the cffil1 æmple), Potentialty ænsitive quætions were posd to the

ræponftnt in the form of a quætlonnaire rather than ælced aloud by the intervier¡¡er.

Furthermore, nômes were not ræorffi and ræponm were iûntìfid by number

only.

Ïhe homopneity of the ff ndlngs mqy also be attributed to sample biæ. Certalnly,

the smoll sample size can biæ the ræults. Furthermore, although the pætors were

æked to supFly o llst of all church membsrs who met the regulrements of the stuff

(ie. ûver the ffi of 40 and hd of leffit one parent llvlng wlthin J0 mllæ of

$telnbæh) lt ls not known whether thes nsmæ were preselæted by the pætors,

l-lsvvw9r, this tm, sÊems unlikely æ lengtfry diæussions regarding the format and

methffilogy of the stuff were held betwæn the pætors and the ræearch dirætors

prior to somple ælætfon,

Finally, it msy be that the study methds did not @uately tap the voriation in

the dynamics of caregiving in thls sample. Thls consi&ration is not unreasonable ln

light of the fæt that the instruments were æmpoæd for this study and were bæiælly

untæted prior to data ællætion. Although o larp amount of informotion was ællætd
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from the ræpon&nts, not all of this information wæ incorporated into the preænt

study, Furthsr analysls of the &to mry provl& other insights lnto the car4fvlng

exper ienæ among l'lennon i tæ,

Reffins and SugFtlons for Further Rêsffirch

Prwlous rewrch hæ ænflrmed the assumptlon that mæt elderly lndlvlduals

hore at leæt some kln members wfth whom they hove contæt and who are either

provldlng some form of æistonæ or who are wllllng to provl& servlcæ lf and when

thoy are næ&d. Yet the fomlly is limlted in the amount of servlcss it can prwide for

el&rly members, Famlliæ are becûming smaller in siæ with fewer offspring to core

for el&rly parents than in previous decôdes.

sinæ mæt el&rly ôre n$'v llving lonpr, dult children will be apprmhing late

mlüle w ôs thelr parents reæh very old ry. Due to the conflnæ of thef r own 4lng

thæe mitrle-@ children ôr0 less able than before to care for porents. 0qraphic

and wial moblllty hæ contrlbutd to both physlæl and emotional distanæ betwæn

kln. The emphæls on personal freeftm and ln&pen&næ mæns that fomily members

mqy be less willlng to socrlfiæ personal pals to help the el&rly, and the elúrly

themælvæ mry be more reluctant to æk for help,

Although the pluralistic nature of Canadian society is often taken for grantd, the

llonltoban populatlon ls particularly unlque in lts high mncentration of tlsnnonitæ,

0f approximately 100,000 baptized llennonites in Conda, 50,000 live in llanltobo,

However, morry of the llennonitæ in l{anltoba ôrs n0 lonpr charæterlæd by high

lwelsof culturaldlstinctivenæs, Tovaryingextents, the iffilqfæof eglitarianism
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and individualism are replæing thoæ of mole authourity and familism, The emphæis

0n self-rællzatlon and lndivfdual rights are erdlng the trdltional norms of fllial

obli$tlon, The norms of pntrr-spæiflc ræponslbillty for vorious oreæ of family

llfe in pnerol, and porental ære ln partfcular, srs glving way to norms of

egalitarianism. lt hæ yet to be &termlned how thæe chan6 are affæting the valuæ

arul expætatlons rryrdlng côre for the el&rly æ well æ dJustment to old ry,

lheræults of thisstudyapplydfrætly to adultchildren ofelúrly parents lna

small mldnætsrn, and preúminently llennonlte, town, These llennonltæ tend to be

somewhat trditional and conservative in thelr attitu&s and valuæ. llennonitæ in

larpr, urbon populations may volue the relatlonshÍp to el&rly parents less and

peræive the costs of providing mre to them to be much græter. Furthermore, it is

not known what effæt the dlvoræ rate and ffireælng family siæ have on llennonite

caregiving behovior, Further studiæ are nffi to explore thæe issuæ,

Ïhe sample population often reôffirmed thelr rellglous folth and &voilon to thelr

familiæ in the sôme convsræfi0n, morry timæ expllclily llnking the two, Although

the relatlonshlp betwæn fomlly tife ond religlæity remalns a relatively unstudled

topic, there ls little úubt thot the lnstltutlons ôre intertwined (Bahr & Chadwick,

1985), The nature and intenslty of this ænnætion hæ yet to be &termined. The

potential diærepancy betwæn cultural norms and supportivs behôvior reprdlng

c0regiving ômong the llennonitæ would also be an lnteræting fæus for future

reæarch.

Ïhe main methdol4iæl contributlon of this paper involvæ a recqnf¡on of the

næd for meæurement strat4iæ which are ænsitive to ræponæ homryneíty that
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ofteil æmmpônles the stuS of spmlfic religlous or ethnlc populailons. Álthough thls

paper offers inslght into this area lt is not wlthout llmitations. The sample slzs wôs

tm small, The prætfcol dlfficultiæ of i&ntlfying lorp numbers of family carqfvers

ârevery reôl ond only exærboted in studlæ (llkethis) which fæuson aspæific

ethnic group. Ræults bM on small samples must be interpreted with cauilon,

ïherefore, future replfcatlon studiæ shoulrJ be glven a hlgh prlorlty.

$æondly, the preænt stuff ls ba# on û nonrepressntative sample wen though

there were attempts at repræentativenæs in that churchæ were chosen at ranúm æ

much æ possible, and subJæts were sslætÊd from shurch membershlp pæls. These

æreglvers, howwer, had to qræ to particlpate ln the stuúy and sinæ 4ræment to

participate is not a ranúm behavior, it msll affect thecomposition of the sample, lt

mry not be unreüsonable to su6t that we may be æeing, in at leæt sûme artrË, a

"bÈst tôse stenörio". Agaln, future studles should attempt to redress thls timltailon.

Finally, Mræ ond Owyther ( l9S6) hæe su6td o vtable alternailye to the uæ

of meosuræ of carqlving bur&n, prwious res€arch æ well æ clinlæl reports

supt that ærqiver bur&n mey have a nepfive lmpæt on physlæl and mental

hælth, social participation and financial resourcæ, lt issurysted that well-being in

the æregiver æmple be compard to norms from the larpr population to &termine

the @ræ to which ærElvlng le# to dærements in well-being relotive to rantum

community somplæ.

ln conclusion, the rætricted nature of the æmple nemsitate caution in making

pneraliætlons about the charæteristics of carqivlng ômong the lorpr llennonite

population, Due to the noture of the sample, the onolysis wæ lntsnffi to be
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Bxpl0rôtory and supstive rather than conclusive, A more repreæntative sample

must be studfed to more æcurotely l$ntlfy oræs where eduæfional ond supportive

efforts aimd at both the æregiver and the el&rly parent would be mæt beneficial,
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QUESTIONNAIRE FORM

FOR

ADULT CIIILD

On the following Pages you will find several series of sËatenents

and quesEions relating to your aEtitudes, values and beliefs. r would

like you to read each item carefully and indicate Ehe response whÍch

best applies to you by checking the appropriate ansvrer, or filring in

Ehe blank. There are no right or ürrong ansr"¡ers. LIe are only

interesEed in your opinions and behaviors concerning these matËers.



THE FIRST QUESTIONS CONCERN YOUR PARENTIS LEVEL OF CAPABILITY IN CERTAIN

AREAS. PLEASE CIRCLE THE LETTER THAT BEST DESCRIBES YOUR PARENT'S

CURRENT LEVEL OF FUNCTIONING.

1. ABILITY TO USE THE TELEPHONE:

A) OPERATES TELEPHONE T.IITH NO DIFFICT'LTY.LOOKS UP AND DIALS NTIMBER.

b) DIALS A FEW MEMORIZED NT'MBERS.

c) ANSI^IERS TELEPHONE BUT DOES NOT DIAL.

d) DOES NOT USE TELEPHONE AT ALL.

2. SHOPPING:

a) SHOPS ALONE IdITH NO DIFFICULTY.

b) NEEDS TO BE ACCOMPANIED ON SHOPPING TRIPS.

c) IS NOT ABLE TO SHOP.

3. FOOD PREPARATION:

A) MAKES AND SERVES ADEQUATE MEALS I.IITII NO DIFFICT]LTY.

b) MAKES MEALS IF SUPPLIED WITII INGREDIEMS.

c) PREPARES MEALS BUT DOES NOT MAINTAIN ADEQUAÎE DIET.

d) NEEDS TO TTAVE MEALS PREPARED AND SERVED.

4. HOUSEKEEPING:

a) CAN MAINTAIN HoUsE ALoNE ExcEPT FoR vERY HEAVY I^IoRK.

b) DOES LIGHT DAILY CHORES SUCTI AS DISH-T^IASIIING AND BED-MAKING.

c) DOES LIGHT DAILY cHoREs BUT NEEDS HELP WITH CLEANING TASKS.

d) NEEDS HELP I^TITH ALL HOME I'ÍAIMENANCE TASKS

e) DOES VERY LITTLE OR NO HOUSEKEEPING TASKS.

5. LAUNDRY:

a) DOES ALL PERSONAL LAUNDRY.

b) I^IASHES Sì4ALL ITEMS BY HAND.

C) HAS ALL LAUNDRY DONE BY OTHERS.

l.
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6. RESPONSIBILITY FOR OWN MEDICATIONS:

a) TAKES MEDICATIoN TN CoRRECT DoSAGE A1 CoRRECT TIME.

b) TAKES MEDICATION IF PREPARED IN ADVANCE IN SEPARATE DoSAGES.

c) IS NOT ABLE TO TAKE MEDICATION INDEPENDENTLY.

7. ABILITY TO HANDLE FINANCES:

A) }'ÍANAGES FINANCIAL I"ÍATTERS INDEPENDEMLY-DOES BANKING, PAYS BILLS.

b) MAKES DAILY PURCHASES BUT NEEDS HELP wITH LARGE PURcHASES AND
BANKING.

c) INCAPABLE OF HANDLING MONEY.

PLEASE TURN TO PAGE 3



THIS NEXT SECTION DEALS WITH ATTITUDES ABOUT FAI'ÍILIES IN GENERAL. FOR

EACH OF lHE FOLLOü¡ING STATEMENTS PLACE A CHECKMARK ON TIIE LINE I{THICH

BEST DESCRIBES YOUR FEELINGS ABOUT THE STATEMENT.

STRONGLY

AGREE AGREE NEUTRAL

111

STRONGLY

DISAGREE DISAGREE

B. A MARRIED PERSON SHOTILD

WÏLLING TO SHARE IIIS OR

HOME WITH A PARENT OR

PAREM-IN-LAI^I.

MARRIED CHILDREN SHOI]LD LIVE

CLOSE TO THEIR PAREMS SO

THEY CAN HELP EACTI OTHER.

IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF

MARRIED CITILDREN TO BE I^IITIT

THEIR PAREMS IN TIME OF

SERIOUS ILLNESS EVEN IF THE

CHILDREN HAVE MOVED SOME

DISTANCE AI.¡AY FROM TIIE

PARENTS.

CHILDREN OWE I1 TO THEIR

PARENTS TO PUT FAI,ÍILY

IMERESTS ABOVE THEIR OI^]N

PERSONAL INTERESTS.

T2. AS MANY ACTIVITIES AS POSSIBLE

SHOIILD BE SHARED BY MARRIED

CHTLDREN AND TITEIR PARENTS.

13. I,\THENEVER POSSIBLE TO DO SO, A

PERSON SHOI]LD TALK OVER HIS

IMPORTANT LIFE DECISIONS (SUCH

AS MARRIAGE & EMPLOYMEM) Í^TITH

FAI'ÍILY ME}fBERS BEFORE TAKING

ACTION.

BE

HER

9.

10.

11.



L4. CHILDREN OF ELDERLY PAREMS

HAVE AS MUCH RESPONSIBILITY

FOR THE I.TELFARE OF TIIEIR

PAREMS AS THEY HAVE FOR

THE T"TELFARE OF THEIR OI,]N

CHILDREN.

II2

STRONGLY STRONGLY
AGREE AGREE NEUTRAL DISAGREE DISAGREE

PLEASE TURN TO PAGE 5
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HERE ARE SOME STATEMENTS AND QUESTIONS ABOUT YOUR RELIGIOUS ATTITT'DES,

VALUES, AND PRACTICES. YOUR RESPONSES I4IILL BE KEPT CONFIDEMIAL.

15. ARE YOU A MEMBER OF A MENNONITE CHURCH?

Yes

I"]HAT CONFERENCE DOES THE CHURCH BELONG TO?

16. HOId I.IOULD YOU RATE YOUR PARTICIPATION IN YOUR CONGREGATION?

VERY ACTIVE

ACTIVE

SOMET^IHAT ACTIVE

INACTIVE

L7. DURING TITE LAST YEAR, HOW MAIIY SUNDAYS A MONTH (oN THE AVERAGE) HAVE

YOU GONE TO A WORSHIP SERVICE?

FOUR

THREE

ONE OR TI^IO

NONE

18. HOT^I OFTEN DO YOU READ THE BIBLE?

REGI]LARLY

OCCASIONALLY

SELDOM

No

NEVER



19. HOT^I OFTEN DO YOU PRAY PRIVAÎELY OTHER THAN IN A CHURCH SERVICE?

REGI]LARLY

OCCASIONALLY

SELDOM

NEVER

20. LAST YEAR, APPROXIMAÎELY T^IHAT PERCENT OF YOUR TOTAL FAMILY INCOI'ÍE

IIAS CONTRIBUTED TO THE CHURCH?

lOZ OR MORE

5"Á TO 9"Å

2"/" TO 4"Á

1Z OR LESS

PLEASE TIJRN TO PAGE 7
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IN TALKING WITH PEOPLE I^IHO PROVIDE CARE TO THEIR ELDERLY PARENTS, I^IE FIND

THAT MAI{Y EXPRESS CONCERNS ASSOCIATED WITH THE CAREGIVING SITUATION.

PLEASE INDICATE HOI.I MUCH YOU ARE AFFECTED BY THE FOLLOI.JING CONCERNS IN

YOUR RELATIONSHIP I.IITH YOTIR PARENT BY CHECFJNG THE MOST APPROPRIATE

RESPONSE TO THE FOLLOüTING STATEMENTS.

NOT AT ALL SOMEI.IHAT MODERATELY EXTREMELY

)t

I FEEL RESEMFI]L OF OTHER

RELATIVES I^IIIO COI'LD BUT I,IHO

DO NOT DO TIIINGS FOR MY

PARENTS.

DESPITE MY INVOLVN,ÍENT WITH

MY PARENT, I ITAVE PLEMY OF

TIME FOR MYSELF.

I FEEL STRESSED BETWEEN TRYING

TO GIVE TO MY PARENTS AS WELL

AS TO OTHER FAMILY MEM3ERS.

I FEEL THAT I DO AS MUCII FOR

MY PAREMS AS I COI]LD OR

SHOI]LD.

I FEEL THAT MY PAREM CTIRRENTLY

AFFECTS }fY RELATIONSHIP I^IITH

OTHER FAMILY I'ÍEMBERS AND

FRIENDS IN A NEGATIVE I^IAY.

I FEEL THAT ì,fY PAREM IS

DEPENDENT.

I FEEL USEFIIL IN MY INTER-

ACTIONS T^TITH MY PAREM.

I FEEL THAT MY PAREM SEEMS

TO EXPECT ME TO TAKE CARE OF

HIM/HER AS IF I I{ERE THE ONLY

ONE S/HE COI]LD DEPEND ON.

23.

21.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.
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I

NOT AT ALL SOMEI^]HAT MODERATELY EXTREMELY

29. I FEEL TTI,AT I A¡{ CONTRIBT]TING

TO THE I"TELL-BEING OF I,fY

PAREM.

I FEEL STRAINED IN MY INTER-

ACTIONS I^TITH I"fY PAREM.

I FEEL THAT MY SOCIAL LIFE

HAS SUFFER.ED BECAUSE OF I'fY

INVOLVEI{ENT I^IITH ì,fY PAREM.

30.

31.

32. I FEEL THAT

ATES T.¡HAT I
PAREM APPRECI.

FOR HIM/HER.

MY

DO



INTERVIET^T SCHEDULE - ADTILT CHILD VERSION

IDEIITIFICATION NI]MBER :

(FACE SHEET)

INTERVÏEI.IER:

DATE OF IMERVIEW:

TIME STARTED:

TIME FINISHED:

NTJMBER OF CALLS TO OBTAIN IMERVIE}I:

NUMBER OF CAI,LS TO COMPLETE TNTERVIEW:

GENDER OF RESPONDEM: MALE

CONFERENCE: CGCM EMC GC

FEMALE
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INTERVIET,I FORM

FOR

ADULT CHILD
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I

THE FIRST PART OF THIS INTERVIEI^I DEALS WITH DIFFERENT ASPECTS OF YOUR

RELATIONSHIP I^TITII YOUR PAREM.

33. HOI,J LONG ITAVE YOU BEEN INVOLVED IN YOUR PAREMS CARE?

(Co¿e in uonths)

34. I¿OIILD YOU SAY THAT THE AMOUNT OF SERVICES THAT YOU PROVIDE FOR YOUR

PAREM TIAS:

INCREASED DURING THE LAST YEAR?

, STAYED TIIE SAME DURING THE LAST YEAR?

DECREASED DURING THE LAST YEAR?

35. HOr,¡ CLOSE DO yOU LIVE TO YOUR PARENT? (GIVE R CARD #C-1)

SAME NEIGHBOURHOOD

WITHIN A TEN-MINUTE I^IALK

ÍIITHIN A FIVE-MINUTE DRIVE

I,TITHIN A TEN-MINUTE DRIVE

Í.TITHIN A TI^IENTY-MINUTE DRIVE

MORE TIIAN A TITEMY-MINUTE DRIVE

36. HOI^I FAR DO YOU LIVE FROM YOTIR PARENT IN ACTUAL DISTANCE? (SPECIFY

MILES 0R BLOCKS, ETC.)

37. HOI^T OFTEN DO YOU SEE YOUR PARENT? (GIVE R CARD {IC.-z)

EVERY DAY

MORE THAN ONCE A ifEEK

ONCE A ![EEK OR ONCE EVERY TI^]O I^TEEKS

ONCE A MONTH

LESS THAN ONCE A MONTH
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38. I4IOIJLD YOU LIKE TO SEE HIM/HER MORE OR LESS OFTEN THAN YOU DO?

(crvE R CARD #C-3)

MUCH MORE OFTEN

A LITTLE MORE OFTEN

YOU SEE THn{ JUST OFTEN ENOUGH

A LITTLE LESS OFTEN

MUCH LESS OFTEN

39. IN YOUR O""TOON, I.JHO INITIATES MOST OF THE IMERACTION BETT.TEEN YOU

AND YOUR PARENT?

40. HOW E},ÍOTIONALLY CLOSE DO YOU FEEL TOIÍARD YOUR PARENT? (GIVE R CARD I¡C-4)

EXTREMELY CLOSE

QUITE CLOSE

FAIRLY CLOSE

SOMEI^JHAT CLOSE

NOT VERY CLOSE

WERE YOU EI'IOTIONALLY CLOSER TO YOUR PARENT I^II{EN YOU I^IERE YOUNGER?

YES
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4L. HOI^T T.IOTILD YOU RATE YOIIR OVERALL RELATIONSIIIP $TITH YOUR PARENT?

VERY GOOD

FAIR

NOT VERY GOOD

WHAT THINGS DO YOU FEEL I"TOTJLD MAKE YOUR RELATIONSHIP BETTER?

IN I^iIIICH OF THESE AREAS, IF ANY, DO YOU FEEL THAT YOU CAN COT]NT ON

YOUR PAREM FOR HELP ITTIEN YOU NEED IT (.CNTCT ALL AREAS THAT APPLY).
(crvE R CARD #C-5)

FINANCIAL AID

43. IN I^IHICH AREAS, IF ANY, CAN YOUR PAREM COU}I:I ON YOU FOR ASSISTANCE

wsn¡¡ s¡/sHE NEEDS rT? (GIVE R CARD lfc-s)

FINANCIAL AID

ADVICE ABOUT A PROBLW

TIELP I^IITH CHORES

EI,IOTIONAL SUPPORT

GENERAL AVAII"A,BILITY

ADVICE ABOUT A PROBLEI"Í

TTELP I^IITH CIIORES

EI"ÍOTIONAL SUPPORT : .

., t_,"

GENERAL AVAILABILITY : J

oTHER (SPECTTY)

OTHER (SPECIFY)



r22

44. I,JHAT DO YOU APPRECIATE MOST ABOUT YOUR RELATIONSHIP I"¡ITH YOUR PARENT?

45. I^IHAT, IF ANYTHING, tr.iOULD YOU LIKE TO CHANGE IN YOUR RELATIONSHIP

WITH YOUR PARENT?

DO YOU FEEL THAT YOUR PAREM IS AS HAPPY

YOUNGER?

NOÍ^I AS T,IIHEN SHE/HE I^IAS

YES

NOT SURE

46.

I.IIIY NOT? (PROBE FOR REASON)
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47. HOW SATISFIED DO YOU THINK YOUR PARENT IS I,IITH HIS/HER LIFE TODAY?

VERY SATISFIED

SOMEI^]HAT SATISFIED

SOMEI,IHAT DIS SATI SFIED

VERY DISSATISFIED

I^JHAT DO YOU THINK IIE/SHE IS NOT VERY SATISFIED I^IITH?

DO YOU AND YOUR PARENT AGREE ON IDEAS AND OPINIONS THAT YOU CONSIDER

TO BE IMPORTAM?

YES, COMPLETELY

YES, TO A GREAT EXTENT

YES, TO SOME EXTENT

NO, VERY LITTLE

IN I^IHAT DON'T YOU AGREE?

48.
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49. DO YOU FEEL THAT YOU CAN DISCUSS THINGS OPENLY I.fITH YOUR PARENTS?

YES

MOST THINGS

SOME TITINGS

NO, NOT AT ALL

I,NIAT THINGS CAN'T YOU TALK TO IIIM/HER ABOUT?

PLEASE TURN TO PAGE 7



I AM GOING TO READ YOU A LIST OF THINGS THAT ADT'LT CHILDREN SOMETII"IES DO

FOR THEIR ELDERLY PAREMS. FIRST PLEASE INDICATE I^iHETHER OR NOT YOU DO

EACH OF TTIESE THTNGS FOR YOUR PAREM, AND IF SO, USING THIS CARD, TELL ME

APPROXI},ÍATELY HOT^I OFTEN. (GIVE R CARD IIC.6)

CODE FOR FREQUENCY:

Daily . .. .. .9
Several times a week......B
AbouÈ once a week. ........7
Several times a month.....6
About once a month..... ...5
Several tÍmes a year. .. ...4
About once a year.........3
Less than once a year. ....2
Never... ........1

FOR EACH OF THE FOLLO$TING ASK: ''DO YOU FOR HIM/HER?''

NO YES HOI.I OFTEN

50. PROVIDE TRANSPORTATION?

5I. DO MINOR HOUSEHOLD REPAIRS?

52. HELP I^IITH IIOUSEKEEPING CHORES?

53. HELP WITH SHOPPING?

54. TIELP IIITH YARD I^IORK?

55. CARE FOR YOU }THEN YOU ARE ILL?

56. ITELP !.IITII IMPORTANT DECISION-MAKING?

57. PROVIDE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE?

58. PROVIDE M4OTIONAL SUPPORT AND COMPANIONSHIP.

59. HELP I^IITH BUSINESS OR FINANCIAL MATTERS

(PROVIDE LEGAL INFORMATIoN, PAY BILLS, I"IRITES

CHEQUES? )
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60. ON THE AVERAGE, HOT\¡ MUCH TIME DURING ONE WEEK I^IoULD YoU sAY THAT YoU

SPEND DOING THINGS FOR YOUR PAREIüT? (GIVE R CARD IIC.7)

LESS THAN 3 HOURS A I.TEEK

3 TO 6 HOURS A I.IEEK

7 TO L2 HOURS A WEEK

13 TO 20 HOURS A T.¡EEK

21 TO 30 HOURS A I^IEEK

MORE THAN 30 HOURS A I,{EEK

6L. HOII MUCH DO YOU FEEL THAT YOUR PAREM DEPENDS ON YOU FOR HELP I^IIIEN

HE/SHE NEEDS IT?

A GREAT DEAL

A FAIR AMOUNT

NOT MUCH

NOT AT ALL

62. HOI.' MUCH DO YOU FESL THAT YOUR PARENT DEPENDS ON YOU FOR COMPANION-

SHIP OR ÐTOTIONAL SUPPORT?

A GREAT DEAL

A FAIR AI'IOUNT

NOT MUCH

NOT AT ALL

63. I^IHAT DO YOU FEEL IS THE MOST IMPORTANT SERVICE OR SUPPORT THAT YOU

PROVIDE FOR YOUR PAREI'IT? (PROBE FOR SPECIFIC AREA OF SUPPORT) .
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64. WIÍY DO YOU FEEL THAT THIS IS THE MOST IMPORTANI SERVICE THAT YOU PRO-

VTDE FOR YOT]R PARENT?

65. HOT^I SATISFIED ARE YOU üIITH THE PRESENT SITUATION REGARDING THE TYPE

AND AI,fOI'M.OF CARE THAT YOU ARE PROVIDING FOR YOUR PARENT?

VERY SATISFIED

SOMEI^]HAT SATISFIED

SOMEI.IHAT DISSATISFTED

VERY DISSATISFIED

I^IHAT TIIINGS ARE YOU NOT VERY SATISFIED I^IITH?

TIIESE NEXT FEI'I QUESTIONS HAVE TO DO I^IITH YOUR FEELINGS ABOUT FAMILIES IN

GENERAL.

66. FROM THIS LIST I^]HAT DO YOU THINK THE RESPONSIBILITY OF PARENTS

SHOULD BE TOWARD THEIR ADULT CHILDREN, THAT IS, I^IIIICTI OF THESE

THINGS SI{OULD PARENTS PROVIDE FOR THEIR ADULT CHILDREN. (CHOOSE

ALL THAT APPLY. ) (GIVE R CARD IIC-')

FINANCIAL AID

ADVICE

TTELP T^IITH CHORES

EMOTIONAL SUPPORT

GENERAL AVAII-ABILITY

OTHER (SPECIFY)
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67. FROM THE SAME LIST I^IIIAT DO YOU THINK THE RESPONSIBILITY OF ADTJLT

CHILDREN SHOULD BE TOIIARD THEIR PAREMS, THAT IS, IMICH OF THESE

THINGS SHOIILD ADT]LT CHILDREN PROVIDE FOR THEIR PARENTS? (CHOOSE

ALL THAT APPLY.) (CenO #c-5).

FINANCIAL AID

ADVTCE

HELP I"iITH CHORES

. EMOTIONAL STIPPORT

GENERAL AVATLABILITY

0THER (SPECTFY)

68. TùHAÎ DO YOU FEEL IS THE MOST IMPORTANI SERVICE OR SUPPORT THAT ADULT

CIIILDREN PROVIDE FOR ELDERLY PARENTS? (SPECIFY)

69. IN GENERAL, DO YOU FEEL THAT YOUR OI\TN NEEDS ARE ADEQUATELY MET?

YES

NOT SIIRE

IN I{IIICH AREAS DO YOU FEEL YOU NEED MORE HELP OR SUPPORT?
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70. IN GENERAL, DO YOU

YES

FEEL THAT youR pARE¡nb l¡usos ARE ADEQUATELv MET?

NOT SURE

rN I^IITAT AREA oR AREAS Do you FEEL yot R pennmb NEEDs ARE Nor

BEING MET?

7I . I^IHAT DO YOU TIITNK MOTIVATES YOU TO PROVIDE CAREGIVTNG SERVICES FOR

YOUR PARENT? I^IHAT IS THE MAIN REASON FOR YOUR SUPPORÎ PROVISION.
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HERE ARE SEVERAL REASONS PEOPLE SOMETIMES GIVE FOR KEEPING IN TOUCH I,IIITH

THEIR CHILDREN. FOR EACH OF THESE REASONS, PLEASE INDICATE T^IIIETHER THE

REASON IS VERY IIIPoRTANT, SOMEI^IHAT IMPORTANT, OR UNIMPORTANT IN YOUR O["JN

RELATIONSHIP WITH YOUR PARENT.

72. PAREMS HAVE AN OBLIGATION TO KEEP IN TOUCH I.IITH THEIR ADULT CHILDREN.

VERY IMPORTANT

SOMEI^]HAT IMPORTANT

. UNIMPORTAM

73. ELDERLY PARENTS NEED HELP FROM THEIR CHILDREN.

VERY IMPORTANT

SOMEÍ^IHAT IMPORTA}rT

I]NIMPORTANT

74. ADULT CITILDREN NEED HELP FROM THEIR PARENTS.

VERY IMPORTANT

SOMET,THAT IMPORTANT

UNIMPORTANT

75. IT IS SN'{PLY ENJOYABLE TO KEEP IN TOUCH.

VERY IMPORTANT

SOMEI^JHAT IMPORTAM

UNTMPORTANr
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tTERE ARE A FEI,I QUESTIONS ABOUT FINANCES. I.¡HAT YOU INDICATE IS CONFIDEM-

IAL INFORMATION.

76. T^IHICH CATEGORY BEST INDICATES YOUR ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME RANGE IN

T982? (THIS INCLUDES ALL FORMS OF INCOME FOR THE HOUSEHOLD)

(crvE R CARD #C-8)

UNDER $4,OOO

$4,000 To $5,999

. $6,000 To ç7,999

.$8,000 To $9,999

$I0,000 To $1I,999

$12,000 To $14,999

$15,000 To $19,999

$20,000 To $24,999

s25,000 To $29,999

$30,000 To $34,999

$35,000 1o $39,999

$40,000 To $49,999

$50,000 AND ovER

77 . HOI"I I,rrELL DO YOU THINK YOUR HOUSEHOLD INCOME AND ASSETS CURRENTLY

SATISFY YOIIR NEEDS (INCLIJDING THAT OF YOUR SPOUSE AND CHILDREN IF
APPLICABLE) ? (GIVE R CARD IIC_g)

VERY I{TELL

ADEQUATELY

I^TITH SOME DIFFICULTY

NOT VERY T^TELL

TOTALLY INADEQUATE
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78. HOI.I TTELL DO YOU THINK YOUR PARENT'S INCOME AND ASSETS CURRENTLY

SATISFY HIS/HER NEEDS? (GIVE R CARD IIC.g).

VERY I4TELL

ADEQUATELY

I"IITH SOME DIFFICT}LTY

NOT VERY WELL

TOTALLY INADEQUATE

79. DO YOU FEEL ÎHAT FINANCES CAUSE ANY PROBLE¡,ÍS BETWEEN YOU AND YOUR

PAREÌi¡T?

SOMETIMES

YES

NO
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NOI{I I WOULD LIKE TO KNOW A LITTLE ABOUT YOU.

80. IN T.JHAT YEAR Í^IERE YOU BORN?

(coon AGE rN YEARS)

8I. I^IHAT IS YOUR MARITAL STATUS? ARE YOU:

NEVER MARRIED

IN WHAT COUNTRY I^IERE YOU BORN?

HOI.I LONG HAVE YOU LIVED IN THE STEINBACH (WINKLER, ETC.) AREA, THAT

rs, I,TITHTN ABOUT 30 MILES OF THIS COMMUNITY?

ALL MY LIFE

82.

83.

MARRIED

SEPARATED

DIVORCED

T.TIDOüTED

HOI^I LONG HAVE YOU BEEN (coDE rN MONTHS)

20 YEARS OR MORE

10 TO 19 YEARS

5 TO 9 YEARS

LESS THAN 5 YEARS

I,I"HERE DID YOU LIVE BEFORE COMING TO THTS AREA?

APPROXIMATELY HOI^I LARGE I^IAS THE PLACE THAT YOU LEFT?

RURAL-FARM

RURAL-TOI^IN UNDER 1, 000

1,000 To 9,999

10,000 To 24,000

25,000 To l99,99g

ovER lgg,ggg
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84. T.IHAT LANGUAGE DO YOU COMMUNICATE BEST

ENGLISH

LO[.I GERMAN

HIGH GERMAN

0THER (SPECTFY)

85. TIOI^T ì,fAM YEARS OF SCIIOOLING DO YOU HAVE?
(coDE /¡ oF YEARS)

86. ARE YOU CIIRREMLY EMPLOYED?

YES, FULL-TIIíE

YES, PART-TIME

YES, OCCATIONAL

WHAT OCCUPATTON ARE yOU WORKING IN NOI"]? (SPECIFY)

87. Í^THAT T^IAS(IS) YOUR I,ÍAJOR OCCUPATION IN LIFE? (SPECIFY)

IN?

NO

88. DO YOU HAVE ANY LIVING CHILDREN?

NO

HOI^I MANY?

HOI.J MANY

IF RESPONDENT

89. DOES YOUR

ARE CURRENTLY LIVING I"TiTH YOU?

IS MARRIED, ASK THE FOLLOT.IING:

SPOUSE LIVE I^TITH YOU IN THE SAME HOUSEHOLD?

YES
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90. IS ANYONE (OTHER THAN SPOUSE, IF APPLICABLE) LIVING I.IITH YOU IN THE

SAME HOUSEHOLD?

YES

HOI.I

I^THAT

},fANY INDIVIDUALS?

IS(ARE) THEIR RELATIONSHIP TO YOU?

NO

9L. DO YOU HAVE ANY LIVING BROTHERS AND SISTERS?

NO

YES

IIOI,I MAÑY SISTERS?

IIOI^I T{ANT BROTHERS?

ASK THE FOLLOúIING QUESTIONS FOR EACH SIBLING?

IIOÍ^¡ OLD IS S/HE?

T^IITERE DOES S/HE LIVE? (GIVE R CARD /IC-IO)

HOW oFÎEN DO yOU SEE HIM/HER? (crVE R CARD #C-II)

RELATIONSHTP: i.e. BROTHER

AGE I.ITTERE LIVES FREQUENCY SEEN

CODE SAHE HOUSEHOLD NEVER

DIRECTLY _SAME TOr^rN ONCE EVERY 2 - 3 YEARS

IN YEARS. WITHIN HOURS DRIVE ONCE A YEAR

SAI'IE PROVINCE SEVERAL TIMES A YEAR

SAME CoUNIRY _ABOUT ONCE A MONTH

-OTHER 

COUMRY SEVERAL TIMES A MONTH

ONCE A I.TEEK OR MORE
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92' FoR YOUR AGE' t'IoULD YoU SAY' IN GENERAL YOIIR IIEALTH rS:
(crvE R CARD ltc-Lz)

EXCELLEM (NEVER PREVENTS ACTIVITIES)

GOOD FOR YOIIR AGE (RARELY PREVEMS ACTIVITIES)

FAIR FOR YOUR AGE (OCCASIONALLY PREVEMS SOME

ACTIVITIES)

POOR FOR YOUR AGE (VERY OFTEN PREVENTS ACTIVITIES)

BAD (HEALTTI TROUBLES ALL THE TIME, PREVENTS MOST

ACTTVTTIES)

93. FoR Hrs/HER AcE, I.lotllD You sAy, rN GENERAL, youR pARENT'S HEALTH rs:
(crvE R CARD lfl-tz)

EXCELLENT (NEVER PREVENTS ACTIVITIES)

GOOD FOR HIS/HER AGE (RARELY PREVENTS ACTIVITIES)

FAIR FOR ITIS/HER AGE (OCCASIONAI,LY PREVEMS SOME

ACTIVITIES)

POOR FOR HIS/HER AGE (VERY OFTEN PREVEMS ACTIVITIES)

BAD (HEAITH TROUBLES ALL THE TIME, PREVENTS MOST

ACTMTTES)

94. HOI^I rs YouR PAREtds uneltu coMPARED To Hrs/HER HEALTH LAST yEAR?

BETTER

sAt"fE

I,¡ORSE

TIIAT IS THE END OF THE IMERVIET.J. ONCE AGAIN, THANK-YOU VERY MUCH FOR

YOUR COOPERATION. I,IE I^TILL BE SENDING YOU A SUMMARY OF THE RESULTS OF

THIS STIIDY AS SOON AS IT HAS BEEN COMPLETED.
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INTERVIEW SCHEDULE - PARENT VERSION

IDENTIFICATION NU}ÍBER :

(FACE SHEET)

INTERVIETüER:

ÐATE OF INTERVIEW:

TI}ÍE STARTED:

TIME FINISHED:

NUMBER OF CALLS TO OBTAIN INTERVIEI,I:

NUI-IBER OF CALLS TO COI,IPLETE IMERVIEW:

GENDER OF RESPONDENT: MALE

CONFERENCE: CGCM EMC GC

FE}ÍALE
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INTERVIEW FORI"Í

FOR

PARENT
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THE EIRST QUESTTONS HAVE TO DO r.rITH YOUR FEELINGS ABOUT FAI,ÍILIES IN

GENERAL. AS I READ THE FOLLOI¡ING STATEMENTS PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER YOU

STRONGLY AGREE, AGREE, FEEL NEUTRAL, DISAGREE OR STRNGLY DISAGREE WITH

THE STATEMENT. HERE IS A CARD T,IITH THE RESPONSE CHOICES ON IT.

(PIACE CARE /iP_l IN FRONT OF R)

STRONGLY STRO}IGLY

AGREE AGREE NEUTRAL DISAGREE DISAGREE

I. A MARRIED PER.SON SHOULD BE

!ùILLING TO SHARE HIS OR HER

HOME WITH A PARENT OR

PARENT-IN-LAI^I.

2. MARRIED CHTLDREN SHOI'LD LIVE

CLOSE TO TITEIR PARENTS SO

THEY CAN HELP EACH OTHER.

3. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF

MARRIED CHILDREN TO BE WITH

THEIR PARENTS IN TIME OF

SERIOUS ILLNESS EVEN IF THE

CHILDREN HAVE MOVED SOME

DISTANCE AI,JAY EROM THE

PARENTS.

4. CHILDREIì OWE IT TO THEIR. i

PARENTS TO PUT FAMILY

IMERESTS ABOVE THEIR OWN

PERSONAL INTERESTS.

5. AS MANY ACTIVITIES AS POSSIBLE

STTOULD BE SHARED BY MARRIED

CHILDREN AND THEIR PARENTS.
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AGREE AGREE

140

STRONGLY

DISAGREE DISAGREENEUTRAL

6. I"IHENEVER POSSIBLE TO DO SO,

A PERSON SHOULD TALK OVER HIS

IMPORTANT LIFE DECISIONS

(SUCH AS MARRIAGE AND EMPLOY-

MENT) I"TITH FA}IILY ME}ÍBERS

BEFORE TAKING ACTION.

CHILDREN OF ELDERLY PARENTS

HAVE AS MUCH RESPONSIBILITY

FOR THE I{TELFARE OF THEIR

PAREMS AS THEY HAVE FOR

THE IfELFARE OF THEIR OI.TN

CHILDREN.

FROM THIS LIST !.IHAT DO

SHOULD BE TOI.IARD THEIR

THINGS SHOI'LD PARENTS

THAT APPLY.) (GIVE R

YOU THINK TIIE RESPONSIBTLITY OF PAREMS

ADTILT CHILDREN, THAT IS, mIICH OF THESE

ADIILT CHILDREN. (CHOOSE ALL

7.

8.

PROVIDE FOR THEIR

CARD /lP-z)

9.

FINANCIAL AID

AÐVICE

HELP I.¡ITH CHORES

EMOTIONAL SUPPORT

GENERAI, AVAILABILITY

OTHER (SPECIFY)

FROM THE SAME LIST I.JHAT DO YOU

CHILDREN SHOIILD BE TOT.JARD THEIR

THINK THE

PAREMS?

RESPONSIBILITY OF

(CHOOSE ALL THAT

ADI]LT

APPLY)

FINANCIAL AID

ADVICE

HELP I,JITH CHORES

EMOTIONAL SUPPORT

GENERAL AVAILABILITY

OTHER (SPECIFY)
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NEXT r I.¡OITLD LIKE TO ASK YOU SOME QUESTTONS ABOUT YOUR TNCOME. YOUR

ANST.TERS WILL REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL.

IO. IN I^IHICH CATEGORY I^TOI.'LD YOU SAY THAT YOUR ANNUAL INCOME FALLS?

(GrvE R CARD llP-3)
i

_$2,000 oR LESS

s2,00I TO $4,000

$4,001 To $6,000

s6,001 To $7,500

$7,501 TO $10,000

$10,001 To $15,000

915,001 TO ç25,000

ovER s25,000

PLEASE TURN TO PAGE 4
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I I. HOI.¡ DO YOU THINK YOUR INCOME AND ASSETS (INCLIIDING ÎHAT OF YOUR

SPOUSE I^iHERE APPLICABLE),CURRENTLY SATISFY YOUR NEEDS?

(crvE R CARD llP-4)

VERY I{ELL

ADEQUATELY

WITH SOME DIFFICI'LTY

, NOT VERY I,¡ELL

TOTALLY INADEQUATE

HOÍI MUCH MORE MONEY DO YOU NEED PER MONTH TO SATISFY YOUR NEEDS

ADEQUATELY? (GIVE R CARD #P_5)

LESS THAN $25.00

$25.00 ro $49.00

$50.00 To $74.00

s75.00 To $99.00

s100.00 0R MORE

rF YOU HAD SUCH ADDITIONAL TNCOME, I{OULD YOU SPEND IT ON ANY OF

THE FOLLO$IING: (COOS l-NO, 2-YES, 3-MAYBE; GIVE R CARD llP-6).

MORE OR BETTER HOUSING OR HOUSE REPAIRS

MORE OR BETTER FOOD

MORE OR BETTER CLOTHING

MEDICAL NEEDS (SPECIFY)

RECREATION AND/OR OTHER SOCIAL ACTIVITIES

TRANSPORTATION OR NEW CAR

TRIPS AND/OR HOLIDAYS

OTHER THINGS (SPECIFY)
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12. HOI,J DOES YOUR PRESENT ECONOMIC SITUATION COMPARE WITH I^¡HAT IT I.IAS

LIKE TTHEN YoU I.IERE AGE SIXTY. (GIVE R CARD IIP-7)

PRESENT ECONOMIC SITUATION MUCH BETTER

PRESEM ECONOMIC SITUATION SOMEI^THAT BETTER

PRESEM ECONOMIC SITUATION ABOUT THE SAME

PRESEM ECONOMIC SITUATION SOMEÍ^IIIAT I^IORSE

PRESEM ECONOMIC SITUATION MUCII WORSE

13. r.¡Hy rs THrs; (PROBE FOR REASON)

NOI.I I WOIILD LIKE TO ASK YOU SOME QUESTIONS ABOUT YOUR FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS.

L4. HOT.I OFTEN TO YOU SEE YOUR SON(OR DAUGHTER)? (GIVE R CARD #P-8)

EVERY DAY

MORE THAN ONCE A I^IEEK

ONCE A I.¡EEK OR ONCE EVERY TI,IO T{EEKS

ONCE A MOìüTH

LESS THAN ONCE A MONTII

15. I^IOT'LD YOU LIKE TO SEE HIM/HER MORE OR LESS OF1IEN THAN YOU DO?

(crvE R CARD llp-g)

MUCH MORE OFTEN

A LITTLE MORE OFTEN

YOU SEE THEM JUST OFTEN ENOUGH

A LITTLE LESS OFTEN

MUCH LESS OFTEN
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L6. IN YOUR OPINION, I,HO INITIATES MOST OF THE INTERACTION BETI.TEEN YOU

AND YOUR SON/DAUGHTER?

L7 ' HoI^I EMoTIoNALLY cLoSE Do YoU FEEL ÎOI^JAPJD YoUR soN/DAUcHTER? (çIVE
R CARD #P-10)

EXTREI,IELY CLOSE

QUrTE CLOSE

FAIRLY CLOSE

SOMEI{HAT CLOSE

NOT VERY CLOSE

I^TERE YOU CLOSER

YES

TO YOUR SON/DAUGHTER I{HEN YOU I^TERE YOI]NGER?

NO

18' Hol^I I4IOULD YoU RATE YOUR OVERALL RELATTONSHIP IùrTII yoUR soN/DAUGHTER?

VERY GOOD

GOOD

FAIR

NOT VERY GOOD

IIHAT THINGS TO YOU FEEL I.]OIILD MAKE YOUR RELATTONSHIP BETTER?
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19. IN r.rHICH OF THESE AREAS, IF ANy, DO yOU FEEL THAT yOU CAN COUNT ON

YOUR SON/DAUGHTER FOR HELP T^IHEN YOU NEED IT (CHECK ALL AREAS THAT

APPLY). (crvE R CARD #P-2)

FINANCIAL AID

ADVICE ABOUT A PROBLEM

HELP WITH CHORES

WOTIONAL SUPPORT

GENERAL AVAIIABILITY

OTTIER (SPECIFY)

20. IN I^IHICH AREAS, IF Añy, CAN YOUR SON/DAUGHTER COtiNT ON yOU FOR

ASSISTANCE r{rrEN HE/SHE NEEDS rT? (cM R CARD llp-z)

FINANCIAL AID

ADVICE ABOUT A PROBLEM

IIELP I.IITH CHORES

M,ÍOIIONAL SUPPORT

GENERAL AVAII-A.BILITY

OTHER (SPECIFY)

2L. I^IHAT DO YOU APPRECIATE MOST ABOUT YOUR RELATIONSHIP LIITH YOUR SON/

DAUGHTER?

22. WHAT, IF ANYTHING, WOULD YOU LIKE TO CHANGE IN YOUR RELATIONSITIP

WITH YOUR SON/DAUGHTER?
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23. ARE YoU AS HAPPY Now AS I.IHEN YoU ITERE YoUNGER?

YES

NOT SURE

WI{Y NOT? (PROBE FOR REASON)

HOI^I SATISFIED ARE YOU Í^IITH YOUR LIFE TODAY?

VERY SATISFIED

SOMEI,IHAT SATISFIED

SOI'TEI"IHAT DISSATISFIED

VERY DISSATISFIED

T.IHAT ARE YOU NOT VERY SATISFIED Í.¡ITH?

PLEASE TURN TO PAGE 9
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25. HOT.I SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE PRESENT SITUATION REGARDING THE ÎYPE

AND AMOT]NT OF CARE THAT YOU RECEIVE FROM YOUR SON/DAUGHTER?

VERY SATISFIED

SOMEI.IHAI SATISFIED

SOME',"TTIAT DI SSATI SFIED

VERY DISSATISFIED

I.JIIAT THINGS ARE YOU NOT VERY SATISFIED I.TITH?

26. DO YOU AND YOUR SON/DAUGHTER AGREE ON IDEAS AND OPINIONS THAT YOU

CONSIDER TO BE IMPORTAM?

YES, COMPLETELY

YES, TO A GREAT EXTENT

YES, TO SOME EXÎENT

NO, VERY LITTLE

TN I,JHAT DONIT YOU AGREE?
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27. DO YOU FEEL THAT YOU CAN DISCUSS THINGS OPENLY I.IITH YoUR SON/DAUGHTER?

YES

MOST THINGS

SOME THINGS

NO, NOT AT ALL

I,JHAT THINGS CAN'T YOU TALK TO HIM/HER ABOUT?

l0

PLEASE TURN TO PAGE iI
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I AM GOING TO READ YOU A LIST OF THINGS THAT ADULT CIIILDREN SOMETIMES DO

FOR THEIR ELDERLY PARENTS. FIRST PLEASE INDICATE I^IHETHER OR NOT YOUR SON/

DAUGHTER DOES EACH OF THESE THINGS FOR YOU AND IF SO, USING THIS CARD,

TELL ME APPROXIMATELY HOr.r OFTEN. (cM R CARD #p-11)

CODE FOR FREQUENCY:

Daily ... .. .9
Several Limes a week......8
About once a week.........7
Several tímes a month.... .6
About once a monEh...... ..5
Several Eimes a year......4
About once a year. ...3 -

Less Ehan once a year. ....2
Never ......0

FOR EACH OF THE FOLLOWING ASK: ''DOES HE/SHE FOR YOUR?''

NO YES HOW OFTEN

28. PROVIDE TRANSPORTATION?

29. DO MINOR HOUSEHOLD REPAIRS?

30. HELP WITH HOUSEKEEPING CHORES?

31. HELP I,TITH SHOPPING?

32. IIELP WITH YARD I"]ORK?

33. CARE FOR YOU I{IIEN YOU ARE ILL?

34. IIELP T{ITH IMPORTANT DECISION-MAKING?

35. PROVIDE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE?

36. PROVIDE EMOTIONAL SUPPORT AND COMPANIONSHIP?

37. HELP WITH BUSINESS OR FINANCIAI, MATTERS

(PROVIDE LEGAL INFORMATION, PAY BILLS, ITRITES

CHEQUES? )

II
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38. HOI.T MUCH

IIHEN YOU

DO YOU FEEL THAT

NEED IT?

A GREAT DEAL

YOU DEPEND ON YOUR SON/DAUGHTER FOR HELP

A FAIR A},IOUNT

NOT MUCH

NOT AT ALL

HOW MUCH DO YOU FEEL THAT YOU DEPEND

COMPANIONSHIP OR EMOTIONAL SUPPORT?

ON YOUR SON/DAUGHTER FOR

A GR¡AT DEAL

A FAIR AI'IOUNG

NOT MUCH

NOT AT ALL

40. T.JHAT DO YOU FEEL IS THE MOST IMPORTANT SERVICE OR SUPPORT THAT

ADTTLT CIIILDREN PROVTDE FOR ELDERLY PARENTS? (SPECIFY)

41. IN GENERAL, DO YOU FEEL TITAT YOU

YES

NEEDS ARE ADEQUATELY MET?

39.

NOT STIRE

NO

IN I.IHAT AREA OR AREAS DO YOU FEEL YOU NEED MORE HELP OR SUPPORT?
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42. I.¡HAT DO YOU THINK I'IOTIVATES YOUR CHILDREN TO OFFER YOU THEIR SUPPORT,

THAT IS, WIIY DO YOU THINK THEY DO r.rHAT THEY DO FOR yOU?

HERE ARE SEVERAL REASONS PEOPLE SOMETIMES GIVE FOR KEEPING IN TOUCH I,TITH

THEIR CHILDREN.' FOR EACH OF THESE REASONS PLEASE INDICATE I^IIIETHER THE

REASON IS VERY IMPORTANT, SOMEWHAT IÌtrORTANT, OR UNIMPORTANT IN YOUR OÍ,rN-

RELAÎIONSHIP I^IITII YOUR SON/DAUGHTER?

43. PARENTS HAVE AN OBLIGATION TO KEEP IN TOUCH I"¡ITII THEIR ADULT CHILDREN.

VERY IMPORTANT

SOMEI^IHAT IMPORTANT

UNIMPORTAM

44. ELDERLY PARENTS NEED HELP FROM THEIR CHILDREN.

VERY IMPORTANT

SOMEI.JHAT IMPORTANT

UNÏ}ÍPORTAM
' 

-..t' 
.

45. ADIILT CHILDREN NEED HELP FROM THEIR PAREMS.

VERY II.æORTAI{T

SOMEI.JHAT IMPORTANT

UNIMPORTANT

46. ITIS SIMPLY ENJOYABLE TO KEEP IN TOUCH.

VERY IMPORTAM

SOMEI{HAT IMPORTAM

t3

T]NIMPORTANT
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NOI.T I WOULD LIKE TO KNOI"¡ A LITTLE ABOUT YOU.

47. IN I,JHAT YEAR T^IERE YOU BORN? I,JHAT MONTH? Ì.IHAT DAY?

(Code year, month, day)

(Code age in years)

48. T.IHAT IS YOUR MARITAL STATUS? ARE YOU:

NEVER MARRIED

IN I^IHAT COUNTRY I{ERE YOU BORN?

HOI^I LONG HAVE YOU LMD IN TIIE STEINBACH ([^IINKLER, ETC.) AREA, THAT

IS, WITIIIN ABOUT 30 MILES OF THIS COMMUNITY?

ALL MY LIFE

49.

50.

MARRIED

SEPARATED

DIVORCED

T"TIDOWED

HOI"I LONG HAVE YOU BEEN (Code in nonths)

20 YEARS OR MORE

10 - 19 YEARS

5 - 9 YEARS

I^IITERE DID YOU LTVE BEFORE COMiNG TO THIS AREA?

APPROXIMATELY, HOI.I LARGE T^¡AS THE PLACE THAT YOU LEFT?

RURAL-FARM

RURAI_TOÍ{N UNDER I,OOO

l,ooo - 9,999

Io,oo0 - 24,999

25,000 - L99,999

OVER 199,999
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5T. WHAT IANGUAGE DO YOU COMMUNICATE BEST IN?

ENGLISH

LOI^T GERMAN

HIGH GERMAN

OTHER (SPECIFY)

52. HOI^I I'IANY YEARS OF SCHOOLING DO YOU HAVE?

53. ARE YOU CURREMLY EMPLOYED?

54. I^¡HAT I^TAS(IS) YOUR MAJOR OCCUPATION IN LIFE? (SPECIFY)

NO

YES, FULL-TIME

YES, PART-TIME

YES, OCCASIONAL

I^IHAT OCCUPATION ARE YOU I^IORKING IN NOI{? (SPECITY)

IF RESPONDEM

55. DOES YOTIR

IS MARRIED, ASK THE FOLLOWING:

SPOUSE LIVE WITH YOU IN THE SAME TIOUSEHOLD?

YES



L54

l6

ASK ALL:

56. IS ANYONE (OTHER THAN SPOUSE, IF APPLICABLE) LIVING WITH YOU IN THE

SAME HOUSEHOLD?

YES

NO

HOI^I

I^IITAT

(IE.

MANY INDIVIDUALS?

IS(ARE) THEIR RELATIONSHIP(S) TO YOU?

cHrLD, GRANDSON, AUNT, FRIEND, ETC.)

JUST

57.

58. HOI.J IS YOUR HEALTH COMPARED TO LAST YEAR?

BETTER

SAME

T^IORSE

THAT IS THE END OF THE IMERVIEW.

COOPERATION.

A COUPLE MORE QUESTIONS...

FOR YOUR AGE, I^IOIILD YOU SAY, IN GENERAL, YOUR HEALTH IS:

(GrvE R CARD {lP-t2)

EXCELLENT (NEVER PREVEMS ACTIVITIES)

GOOD FOR YOUR AGE (RARELY PREVENTS ACTIVITIES)

FAIR FOR YOUR AGE (OCCATIONALLY PREVEMS SOME ACTIVITIES)

POOR FOR YOUR AGE ( VERY OFTEN PREVEMS ACTIVITIES)

BAD (HEALTH PROBLEMS AT THE TIME, PREVENTS MOST ACTIVITIES)

ONCE AGAIN, THANK_YOU FOR YOUR
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: UNIVERSITY OF M,{NITOB.A F.A,CULTY OF HUM.Á,N ECOLOGY
Department of Family Srudies

Winnipeg, Manitoba
Canada R3T 2N2

(204) 474-9225

Dear Sir or Madam:

Pastor Neufeld has kindly provided your name as a possible participant ina project examining the care and support which Mennonite adult childrenprovide to their elderly parenÈs. I.Je believe that this study wil1 increase
the general knowledge of family life, and hopefully lead to an improvement
in the quality of family life for elderly Mennonites.

If you are r^¡illing to part.Ícipate in this study, it will involve one home
visÍE at a time that is convenienÈ to you. The interview r¿ill be conduc-
ted either by Mrs. Hildebrand or one of three interviewers and will 1ast
approximately one hour. You v¡irl be asked questions relating to your
health, your relationshiP v¡Íth one of your children who live nearby, and
the form and extent of help that your child provides in those areas r,¡here
you may need some assistance. Your child will also be intervi-ewed. He/
she will be asked for information regarding the form and exËent of support
that he/she provÍdes, his/her attitudes about the role of families in
general and other information such as occupation, income and health status.

Your parËicipation in this study is strictly voluntary; all information
that we receive Ís confidential and your name will not appear on any daËa
form. If you consent to be Ínterviewed, you will be contacted by tele-
phone within a few weeks in order to arrange a time and place conveníent
to you for the intervÍew.

If you have any questÍons or concerns related to the project, please feel
free to contacÈ any of us at 474-9225 (days), or Mrs. Hildebrand at -..r, . -,-:(evenings). rt Ís our intenËion Èo provide you and your church with
general suuunaries of the results of the study; we also would be willing
to meet with church members as a group to discuss Ëhe results of the study.

Enclosed !ùith this letter is a consent form and a stamped return
envelope. rf you agree to participate in thís study, please sign
the consent form and ret.urn it in the envelope provided at your earliest
convenience.

Thank you for your consideration.

Most sincerely yours,

\l i

-/onn n. Bónd, íJr., Éh.o.
Associate Professor

JBB: CHH: EH/dah

Enclosure

Carol H. Harvey, Ph.D".
Associate Professor

E1Ïzabeth Hildebrand
Graduate Student
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: UNIVERSITY OF M.Á,NITOB¿,

Dear Sir or Madam:

Pastor Thiessen has kindly provided your nâme as a possible parti-cipanÈ
in a project examining the care and support which Mennoníte adult child-
ren provide to their elderly parents. l.Ie are in agreement Ëhat this
study will increase the general knowledge of faurily life and hopefully
lead to an improvement in the quality of fanily life for elderly
Mennonites.

If you are willing to particípate in this study, iÈ will involve one home
visit at a time that is convenient to you. The intervieu¡ r¿il1 be
conducted either by Mrs. Hildebrand or one of three interviewers and will
last approximately one hour. You v¡ill be asked for infornation concern-
ing the form of care that you provide for your parent, the amount of time
whích you spend in caregivíng activities, your feelings about your
relationship with your parent and the difficulties which you encounter
in províding care to your parent. Your parent will also be interviewed.
He/she will be asked questions relatÍng to his/her health, the type of
assistance he/she needs and his/her relationships with fanily members.

Your parËicipation in this study is strictly voluntary. If you are
will.ing to be intervier.¡ed, you ane not, obligated to anslrerî all questions.
All infomatlon thaË we recei.ve i,s confidentÍal. and your name v¿iI1 noË
appear on any data form. If you consent to be interviewed you will be
contacted by telephone r¿ithin a few weeks in order to arrange a time and
place convenient. to you for the interview.

FACULTY OF HUMAN ECOLOGY
Department of Family Studies
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Winnipeg, Manitoba
Canada R3T 2N2

(204) 474-9225

If you have any questions or
free to contact any of us at

;:" . (evenings) . If you
the goals of the project, or
the interview questions). It
church wíth general sunrmaries
would be willing to meet hrith
results of the study.

concerns related to the project, please feel
474-9225 (days), or Mrs. Hildebrand at
prefer, Pastor Thiessen is willing to discuss
the questíons to be asked (he has a copy of
is our intention to provide you and your
of the results of the study; we also
church members as a group to discuss the

Enclosed with this letter are tlro consent forms and a stamped return
envelope. If you agree to participate Ín this study, please sign one of
the consent forms and reÈurn it in the envelope provided ar your earliest
convenience. Likewise, if your spouse agrees to participate, please have
hin/her sign the second consent form and send it along with yours.

Thank you for your consideration.

Most sincerely yours,

John B. .sond, Jr., Ph.D.
Associate Professor

JBB: CHH: EH/dah

Carol H. Hanrey, Ph.I
Associate Professor

E1iza'óeth Hildebrand
Graduate Student
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TEI,EPHONE CONTACT REQUESTING ORAL CONSENT TO PARTICIPATE

PARAPHRASE FOR ADULT CHILD

INTERVIEtr'IER:

"HELLO (Ìß.. /MRS. /UrSS) . MY NAME IS

I AM ASSISTING IN THE STT]DY CONDUCTED BY ELIZABETH HILDEBRAND, JOHN BOND,

AND CAROL HARVEY FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY STUDIES AT THE UNIVERSITY

OF MANITOBA. I^TE ARE INTERESTED IN TALKING TO PEOPLE I,THO MAY BE INVOLVED

IN CARING FOR AN ELDERLY PARENT. THE PURPOSE OF THIS STUDY IS TO EXPLORE

THE FORM AND EXTENT OF SUPPORT THAT ADULT CHILDREN PROVIDE TO BLDERLY

PARENTS AND THE POTENTIAL DIFFICI]LTIES THAT CARE PROVISION SOMETIMES IN_

VOLVES. I^IE HOPE THAT THE STUDY }TII,L RESULT IN A BETTER UNDERSTANDING OF

TITE NEEDS OF THE ELDERLY AS I^IELL AS THE NEEDS OF INDIVIDUALS }'IHO ARE

CARING FOR AGED FAMILY MEI'1BERS. THE FINDINGS MAY ALSO CONTRIBUTE TO

REALIZATION OF THE NEED FOR INCREASED RESOURCES AND HELP IN THOSE AREAS

I{HERE MORE SUPPORT IS NEEDED.

THIS STUDY INVOLVES AN INTERVIEIT AND THE COMPLETION OF A QUESTION-

NAIRE. TOGETHER THEY SHOIILD 
'O*U 

O"*OXIMATELY AN HOUR AND A HALF. ;

I^IILL ASK YOU QUESTIONS ON A VARIETY OF THTNGS SUCH AS YOUR OCCUPATION,

INCOME, THE TYPES OF ASSISTANCE THAT YOU PROVIDE FOR YOUR PARENT, YOUR

ATTITUDES ABOUT THE ROLE OF FAMILIES IN GENERAL AND SOME OF YOUR RELIGI-

OUS VALUES. ALL OF THESE QUESTIONS ARE IMPORTANT TO THE CENTRAL PURPOSE

OF THE STUDY.

YOUR NAME I,ÌIILL NOT BE RECORDED ON THE INTERVIEI^] OR QUESTIONNAIRE

FORMS. ALL OF THE FORMS I^IILL BE CODED IN ORDER TO ENSURE THAT EVERYTHING

THAT YOU SAY I^IILL REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL. THE RESULTS OF TIIE STUDY MAY BE

PUBLISHED IN THE FUTURE BUT ALL IDENTITIES I^IILL BE KEPT STRICTLY CONFID-

ENTIAL. ALL OF THE DATA I^IILL BE GROUPED SO NO INDIVIDUAL OR FAMILY COULD

POSSIBLY BE IDE}ITIFIED. T{E ARE INTERESTED IN GENERAL PATTERNS ONLY AND

NOT IN THE I^IAY INDIVIDUALS OR FAMILIES BEHAVE.
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P.{GE 2

PARAPHR.ASE FOR ADULT CHILD (CONTINUED)

YOUR PARTICIPATION IN THIS STUDY IS ENTIRELY UP TO YOU. I^]E IÀIANT YOU

TO KNOÏ^T THAT YOU MAY I,JITHDRAW FROM THE STUDY AT ANY TIME IF YOU DESIRE

TO DO SO. ALSO, DURING THE INTERVIEI,J, IF THERE TS ANY QUESTION THAT YOU

I'IOULD RATHER NOT ANSÌ'IER PLEASE DO NOT FEEL OBLIGATED T0 cfVE AN ANSI^IER.

AS INDICATED IN THE LETTER, I.JE I^TILL SEND YOU A COPY OF THE RESULTS OF THE

STIJDY AS SOON AS IT HAS BEEN COMPLETED.

HAVE YOU ANY QUESTIONS OR CONCERNS ABOUT THE STUDY? I'D BE VERY

HAPPY TO DISCUSS THEM I4IITH YOU AT THIS TIME. (ANSI^TER ANY QUESTIONS THAT

THE RESPONDENT HAS). (IF NOT,) IüOULD YOU BE I^IILLING TO PARTICIPATE IN

THIS STUDY? (IF YES,) I I,IIILL CALL YOU AGAIN I^IITHIN A FEI^I DAYS TO TELL

YOU IF YOU HAVE BEEN SELECTED TO BE INTERVIEI.TED. IF YOU HAVE I.¡E I,IILL SET

UP A TIME AND PLACE FOR THE INTERVIEI^I AT THAT TIME. THANK YOU FOR YOUR

COOPERATION. I WILL LOOK FORIIARD TO TALKING I^IITH YOU AGAIN. GOODBYE

,,. (IF NO,) THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION'ON'' (NAME)

THIS }IATTER. IT HAS BEEN PLEASÀWT SPNEKING I^IITH YOU. GOODBY " (NAME) II
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TELT]PHONE CONTAC@ CONSENT TO PAR'|ICII'ATE

PARAPHRASE FOR ELDERLY PARENT

INTERVIEI^JER:

"HELLo (¡m.. /uns. /l'frss) . MY NAME IS

I AM ASSISTING IN A STUDY CONDUCTED BY ELIZABETH HILDEBRAND, JOHN BOND,

AND CAROL HARVEY FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY STUDIES AT THE UNIVERSITY

OF MANTTOBA. I^]E ARE INTERESTED IN TALKING TO PEOPLE OF YOUR AGE !üHO MAY

RECEIVE HELP IN CERTAIN AREAS FROM TIIEIR ADULT CHILDREN. THE PURPOSE OF

THIS STUDY IS TO EXPLORE TIIE FORM AND EXTENT OF SUPPORT THAT IS EXCHANGED.

I^IITHIN FAì,ÍILIES AND THE ADEQUACY V.IITH I'iHICH THIS SUPPORT MEETS THE NEEDS

OF INDIVIDUALS SUCH AS YOURSELF. I,¡E HOPE THAT THIS STUDY I,JILL RESULT IN

A BETTER UNDERSTANDING OF THE NEEDS OF THE ELDERLY AND PERHAPS LEAD TO

INCREASED RESOURCES AND HELP IN AREAS I^IIIERE SUPPORT SERVICES ARE INADE-

QUATE.

THIS STI]DY INVOLVES AN INTERVIEI^I I^ITTICH SHOIILD TAKE APPROXIMATELY

ONE HOUR. I WILL ASK YOU QUEST,IONS ABOUT YOUR HEALTII, INCOME, ATTITUDES

AB.UT FAMTLIES ÏN GENERAL, Yo; RELATIONSHIP ïIITII FAMILY MEMBERS AND THE

FORM OF HELP YOU RECEIVE FROM FAMILY MEMBERS FOR ANY TASKS THAT YOU CAN-

NOT MANAGE YOURSELF.

YOUR NAME I^TILL NOT BE RECORDED ON THE INTERVIEI,ü FORM. THE FORM I,¡ILL

BE CODED TO ENSURE THAT I^IHAT YOU SAY I^IILL REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL. THE

RESULTS OF THE STUDY MAY BE PUBLISHED IN THE FUTURE BUT ALL IDENTITIES

T^IILL BE KEPT STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL. ALL DATA T{ILL BE GROUPED AS I,JE ARE

INTERESTED IN GENERAL PATTERNS ONLY AND NOT IN THE I,IAY INDIVIDUALS OR

FAMILIES BEHAVE.

YOUR PARTICIPATION IN THIS STUDY IS ENTIRELY UP TO YOU. I^IE I^IANT

YOU TO KNOhi THAT YOU MAY I,TITHDRAI{ FROM THE STUDY AT ANY TIME IF YOU
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PAIìAPHRASE I'OIì. ELDERLY PAIìENT (CONTINUED)

DESIRE TO DO SO. ALSO, DURING THE INTERVIEI^], IF THERE IS ANY qUESTION

THAT YOU WOIJLD RATHER NOT ANSI,üER PLEASE DO NOT FEEL OBLIGATED TO GIVE AN

ANSI,IIER. AS INDICATED IN THE LETTER, WE IdILL SEND YOU A COPY OF THE RE_

STILTS OF THE STUDY AS SOON AS IT HAS BEEN COMPLETED.

HAVE YOU ANY QUESTIONS OR CONCERNS ABOUT THE STUDY? I'D BE VERY

HAPPY TO DISCUSS THEM I¡IITH YOU AT THIS TIME. (ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS THAT

THE RESPONDENT HAS). IF NOT, I^IOULD YOU BE I^IILLING TO PARTICIPATE IN

THIS STUDY? (IF YES, ) I úIILL CALL YOU AGAIN I^IITHIN A FEI,T DAYS TO TELL

YOU IF YOU HAVE BEEN SELECTED TO BE INTERVIEI,üED. IF YOU HAVE, I^IE I{ILL

SET UP A TIME AND PLACE FOR TIIE INTERVIEI^I AT THAT TIME. THANK YOU FOR

YOUR COOPERATION. I I^IILL LOOK FORI^IARD TO TALKING I,{ITH YOU AGAIN.

GOODBY "____(NAME)__". (rF NO,) THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSTDERATTON

ON THIS MATTER. IT HAS BEEN PLEASANT SPEAKING WITH YOU. GOODBYE

:

" (NAME) ".
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PARAPHRASE T-OR ADULT CHILD

INTERVIEWER:

"HELLO (MR./MRS. /UISS¡ . MY NAME IS

T AM ASSISTING IN THE STUDY CONDUCTED BY ELIZABETH HILDEBRAND, JOHN BOND,

AND CAROL HARVEY FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY STUDIES AT THE UNIVERSITY

OF MANITOBA. I^IE ARE INTERESTED IN TALKING TO PEOPLE I"IHO MAY BE INVOLVED

IN CARING FOR AN ELDERLY PARENT. TIIE PURPOSE OF THIS STUDY IS TO EXPLORE

THE FORM AND EXTENT OF SUPPORT THAÎ ADIILT CHILDREN PROVIDE TO ELDERLY

PAREMS AND THE POTENTTAL DIFFICTILTIES THAT CARE PROVISION SOMETIMES

INVOLVES. WE HOPE THAT THE STIIDY tr{ILL RESULT IN A BETTER UNDERSTANDING

OF THE NEEDS OF THE ELDERLY AS I^IELL AS THE NEEDS OF INDIVIDUALS IÀIIIO ARE

CARING FOR AGED FAMILY MEMBERS. THE FINDINGS MAY ALSO CONTRIBUTE TO

REALIZATION OF THE NEED FOR INCREASED RESOURCES AND HELP IN THOSE AREAS

I{HERE MORE SUPPORT IS NEEDED.

THÏS STUDY INVOLVES AN IMERV'IEI.T AND TTIE COMPLETION OF A QUESTION-

NAIRE. TOGETHER TIIEY SHOI]LD TAI(E APPROXIMATELY AN IIOUR AND A HALF. 
.'

r,ùrLL ASK yOU QUESTTONS ON O U*rrry OF THTNGS SUCH AS YOUR OCCUPATTON,

INCOME, THE FORMS OF ASSISTANCE THAT YOU PROVIDE FOR YOUR PARENT, YOUR

ATTITUDES ABOUT THE ROLE OF FAMILIES IN GENERAL AND SOME OF YOUR RELIGI-

OUS VALUES. ALL OF THESE QUESTIONS ARE IMPORTANT TO THE CENTRAL PURPOSE

OF THE STI]DY.

YOUR NAME I,JILL NOT BE RECORDED ON THE INTERVIEI^I OR QUESTIONNAIRE

FORMS. ALL THE FORI.IS }üILL BE CODED IN ORDER TO ENSURE THAT EVERYTHING

THAT YOU SAY WILL REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL. TTIE RESULTS OF THE STUDY MAY BE

PUBLISHED IN THE FUTURE BUT ALL IDENTITIES I4IILL BE KEPT STRICTLY CONFID_

ENTIAL. AI,L OF THE DATA I^IILL BE GROUPED SO NO INDIVIDUAL OR FAMILY COULD

POSSIBLY BE IDENTIFIED. I^]E ARE INTERESTED IN GENERAL PATTERNS ONLY AND

NOT IN THE I^IAY INDIVIDUALS OR FA-I'{ILIES BEHAVE.
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PARAPHRASE FOR ADITLT CHILD PAGE 2

ALL QUESTIONNAIRE AND INTERVIEI^T FORMS T^IILL BE KEPT IN A LOCKED FILE

UNTTL DATA ANALYSIS AND THESIS WRITING HAS BEEN COMPLETED. UPON COMPLE-

TION OF THE STUDY, ALL DATA FORMS T.]ILL BE DESTROYED. ACCESSIBILITY TO

THE DATA FORMS AND THE CODE INFORMATION I^TILL BE RESTRICTED TO THE

PRINCIPLE RESEARCHERS ONLY.

YOUR PARTICIPATION IN THIS STUDY IS ENTIRELY UP TO YOU. YOU MAY

I,üITHDRAIÙ FROM THE STUDY AT ANY TIME. IF THERE IS ANY QUESTION'THAT YOU

I'TOULD RATHER NOT ANSI^IER PLEASE DO NOT FEEL OBLIGATED TO DO SO. THANK-YOU

FOR YOUR COOPERATION, IT IS GREATLY APPRECIATED.

DO YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS OR CONCERNS ABOUT I,üHAT I HAVE JUST SAID?

(AUSWNN ANY QUESTIONS THAT RESPONDENT HAS). (IF NOT,) LETIS GET STARTED.

FIRST IILL ASK YOU TO COMPLETE THIS QUESTIONNAIRE AND THEN I^IEILL DO THE

INTERVIET^I. IF YOU HAVE ANY QUE9TIONS AS YOU FILL OUT THE QUESTIONNAIRE,

PLEASE DO NOT HESITATE TO ASK 
"U 'O* 

HELP."
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INTERVIEI^JER:

"HELLo (un. /uns. /urss¡ . MY NAME IS

I AM ASSISTING IN A STUDY CONDUCTED BY ELIZABETH HILDEBRAND, JOHN BOND,

AND CAROL HARVEY FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY STUDIES AT THE UNIVERSITY

OF MANITOBA. I^IE ARE INTERESTED IN TALKING TO PEOPLE I^IHO MAY RECEIVE HELP

IN CERTAIN AREAS FROM THEIR ADIJLT CHILDREN. THE PURPOSE OF THIS STUDY IS

TO EXPLORE THE FORM AND EXTENT OF SUPPORT THAT IS EXCHANGED WITHIN FAMIL-

IES AND THE ADEQUACY I,üITH I^IIIICH THIS SUPPOR.T MEETS THE NEEDS OF INDIVI-

DUALS SUCH AS YOURSELF. I,JE HOPE THAT THIS STI]DY I^IILL RESIJLT IN A BETTER

UNDERSTANDING OF THE NEEDS OF THE ELDERLY AND PERHAPS LEAD TO INCREASED

RESOURCES AND HELP IN AREAS I^IHERE SUPPORT SERVTCES ARE INADEQUATE.

THIS STUDY INVOLVES AN INTERVIEI{ I^iHICH SIIOULD TAKE APPROXIMATELY ONE

HOUR. I TVILL ASK YOU QUESTIONS ABOUT YOUR HEALTH, INCOME, ATTITUDES ABOUT

FAMILIES IN GENERAL, YOUR RELATIONSHIP I,IITH FAMILY MEMBERS AND THE FORM OF

HELP YOU RECEIVE FROM FAMILY MEI'ÍBERS FOR ANY TASKS THAT YOU CANNOT MANAGE

YOURSELF.

YOUR NAME I,¡ILL NOT BE RECORDED ON THE INTERVIEI,ü FORM. THE FORM I'IILL

BE CODED TO ENSURE THAT TüHAT YOU SAY T{ILL REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL. THE REST]LTS

OF THE STUDY MAY BE PUBLISHED IN THE FUTIIRE BUT ALL IDENTITIES I^IILL BE

KEPT STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL. ALL DATA T,ùTLL BE GROUPED AS I,JE ARE INTERESTED

IN GENERAL PATTERNS ONLY AND NOT TN THE WAY INDTVIDUALS OR FAMILIES BEHAVE.

ALL QUESTIONNAIRE AND INTERVIEI^I FORMS WILL BE KEPT IN A LOCKED FILE

UNTIL DATA ANALYSIS AND THESIS I^IRITING HAS BEEN COMPLETED. UPON COMPLE-

TION OF THE STUDY ALL DATA FORMS IdILL BE DESTROYED. ACCESSIBILITY TO THE

DATA FORMS AND TIIE CODE INFORMATION T4IILL BE RESTRICTED TO THE PRINCIPLE

RESEARCHERS ONLY.
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PARAPHRASE FOIì ELDERLY PARENT PAGE 2

YOUR PARTICIPATION IN THIS STUDY IS ENTIRELY UP TO YOU. YOU MAY

ÚTITHDRAI{ FROM THE STUDY AT ANY TIME. IF THERE IS ANY QUESTION THAT YOU

hTOIILD RATHER NOT ANSI,,IER PLEASE D0 NOT FEEL OBLIGATED TO D0 SO. THANK

YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION, IT IS GREATLY APPRECIATED.

HAVE YOU ANY QUESTIONS OR CONCERNS ABOUT TüHAT IIVE SAID? (ANSI,TER

ANY QUESTIONS RESPONDENT HAS) (IF NOT,) INT'S GET STARTED....''
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CONSENT TO PARTICIPATE

I AGREE TO PARTICIPATE IN THE STUDY EXPLORING TTIE FORM, EXTENT AND

EFFECT OF TIIE SUPPORT T,üHICIT ADIILÎ CHILDREN PROVIDE TO THEIR ELDERLY

PARENTS. I UNDERSTAND THAT I CAN TERMINATE ì,fY PARTICIPATION IN THE

STUDY AT ANY TrME, OR CHoOSE NOT T0 ANSLER ANy QUESTTONS.

DAÎE: SIGNATTIRE:

TÊl¿pt¡Þr_^€ #

I T,IISH TO RECEIVE A SI]MMARY OF THE FINDINGS OF TIIIS STI]DY I^IIIEN TIIEY

BECOME AVAILABLE.

PERMANENI ADDRESS:


