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L Unt11 recent]y, research 1nto the hous1ng needs of the elder]y has 7§f4,‘”

g ‘_«been conducted by soc1a1 gerento]og1sts,\soc101og1sts and other soc1a1

,sc1entxsts from an aspat1a1 perspect1ve The1r work has focused on the‘ h,f
»soc1o psycholog1ca1 1mpact of hous1ng des1gn and on the need to prov1de g
;d hou51ng for the grow1ng numbers of e]der]y poor Suéh stud1es, howe(er,-i’jJ.
h“shave neg]ected to cons1der spat;a1 or env1ronmenta] factors, and more

- part1cu1ar]y, tO ConSAQEr,how elder]y qéop1e 1nteract W1th the1r env1rdht i:-*g o

- 3Tment beyond the conf1nes of the1r p]ace of res1dence._?5h--(;v'

PO
L

Pub11c hou51ng author1t1es must cons1der a number qf 1mportant fac—,“;ﬂﬁv';lat

; '7f.tors in. the process of se]ect1ng s1tes for sen1or c1t1zen hou31ngnp oaects ’”f{j

'. ffThe ava11ab111ty qiﬁcap1ta1, su1tab1e swtes and sponsors for the prOJect

neand the preva111ng p011t1ca1 c11mate 1n the host ne1ghbourhood are good .

“7"'sexamp1es of. these concerns U1t1mate1y, however, ‘t is. the prOJECt s\

\

| 3371ocat10n w1th respect to fam11y, fr1ends and to de51red amen1t1es and ser-ﬁ;ﬂ;follt

L v1ces that 1s 1mportant for those who ]1ve there., The purpose of th1s
e

3

l ‘*7f; thes1s‘f§ to exam1ne th15eprob]em from thws ]atter perspect1ve. _a}" -

_\ . - . e

Th1s study was conducted 1n the c1ty of Edmonton wh1ch has a re]a-;-«f'h

erly ]OW e1der1y POpU]at?Oﬂ com other Canad1an c1t1es However e

‘thhe c1ty exh1b1ts an ag1ng trend not'_1ss1m11ar From that of the prov1nce R

7-]of A]berta or of the nat1on as a who]e. S\

Ana1ys1s of the Soc1ety for the Ret1red and Sem1 Ret1red Hous1ng
",*Reg1stry wa1t1ng I1sts provided 1ns1ght 1nto he SOC10 econom1c and spa-

‘ ‘ot1a1 preferences of e]der]y peop]e who ha!e a/p11ed for senwor c1t1zen

-7

.‘jhous1ng Demand for hous1ng was: hwghsamong s1ngle women ng1e and: ever-;if:

marr1ed) and among renters. Un11ke most other stud1es,vth freg1strants o
. ST o ) r . “
,fpreferences for future hous1ng locat1on appeared to h1nge on a. s1ng1e} [



'"ﬁ;{;fne1ghbourhood character1st1cs went unnot1ced by the maJorlty of those

‘e

"wan R1ver as they present]y E?"ed '-A_._t»‘ ::;'!va -

.

At the ne1ghbourhood 1eve1 1ow rent, prox1guty to bus serv1ce and '

’t"'

jiproaects as be1ng 1mportant to them at the t1me they were chooswng a ;gfsfif'

0

‘7y_p1ace to 11ve 1n sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng Prox1m1ty to a maJor cha1n

";,fm1nants of ne1ghbourhood sat1sfact1on among the respondents Other

N

S1nce th1s study represents a beg1nn1ng to the ana]ys1s of the

'?’r;qualitative aspects of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng 1ocat1on, severa] avenues o

"”fiffor add1t10na1 research have been 1dent1f1ed throughout the course of

‘. - ) » . g «. - R ""'lj',o- E

W

‘.i"tfaCtOF, they preferred to remain on the same S1de oﬁithe North Saskatche-ﬁ'

"friltO ShOpp1ng were factors c1ted by res1dents of two sen1or citlzen hous1ngﬁ L

s *ﬁbgrocery store and’to a reg1ona1 shopp1ng centre proved to be magor deter--tm*

)
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, soc1a1 sc1ent1sts from an aspat1a1 perspect1ve In essence, the1r work

CHAPTER 1

b T
o

* THE LOCATION PROBLEM

- .INTRODUCTION .

A predicament in'which increasing>numbers of elderly people fdndh..--"" -

'themselves, is the1r dec11n1ng ab111ty to’ compete f1nanc1a]1y 1n the ‘
’5pr1vate hous1ng market (Rosow, 1967) Because of th1s, many resort to

v'11v1ng in hous1ng cond1t1ons wh1ch may create a comb1nat1on of psycho—

.'1og1ca1 phys1ca1 or economtc stress (Go]ant 1076) In Canada, a so]u—:

"‘t10n to this prob]em has come in the form of government subs1d12ed]

“fgisen1or c1t1zen\hous1ng, and lt 1s upon th1s sélut1on that th1s thes1s W111

“ffOCus ,'_" w',' ey ’

N

Unt11 recent]y, research 1nto the hous1ng prob]ems of the e]der]y

5»1ahas been conducted by soc1a1 gerento]og1sts, soc1o]og1st% and other S

‘.,fhas focused on the soc1o psycho]og1ca1 1mpact of hous1ng de51gn and on the

:'need to prov1de hous1ng for the grOW1ng numbers of e]der]y poor Such

"<tors, and more part1cu]ar1y, to con51der how e]der]y peop]e 1nteract w1th

. jthe1r env1ronment beyond the conflnes of the1r p]ace of res1dence

.,.(porteous, ]977) *:t j'f"}]'gfif}.i*jti f_adf'dff {.-«'fj-.f

| “Sm1thfand Hi]tner (1977 p 366) have 1dent1f1ed two s1gn1f1cant ,~-’*

‘f avo1d study1ng ag1ng 1nd1v1duals who rema1n in age 1ntegrated commun1t1es

"_f];' Mon1es for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng were genera]ly generated throughv_V_',nl

. a joint federal- -provincial program. In Alberta, however, hous1ng

. ;:,for the elderly was developed under a prov1nc1a1 fOUndat1on program:,?'

~rather than under the auspices of the National Housing Act., It was
- not until 1970 that: Spec1a1 provisions were made for. sengor '

' f.:»kc1t1zen hous1ng prOJects in the A]berta Housing Act (Audain, 1973);'V'

¥

; ':t;;stud1es, however have neg]ected to cons1der spat1a1 or env1ronmenta] fac-ﬁf='

-]
—— A . . i

o ~b1ases 1n gerento]og1ca1 research F1rst1y, gerento]og1sts have tended to,.;_:_g



: ;have genera]]y re11ed on: nat1ona1 demograph1c stat1st1cs ‘to 1dent1fy

~to move to’ age segregated hous1ng env1ronments Second]y, gerento]og1sts :

.
l .

Instead they have concentrated the1€ research efforts on those 1nd1v1dua1s

o who requ1re 1nst1tut1ona] care and on those who have moved or- who 1ntend

- houswng needs, rather than exam1n1ng these needs at reg1ona1 or 1ntra-“:"

© o in the future Go]ant (1975,. . 16) stresses the 1mportance of th1s ,

'5b,methodolog1ca1 prob]em

! urban sca]es of analys1s But hous1ng needs can not;be examlned effect1ve1y ,'
at such sma]] sca]es they must be analyzed at progress1ve1y 1arger scales ;

‘fQ _to determ1ne more accurate?y where resources shou]d be al1oca£§i now, and

A fa11ure tb\cons1der how the res1dent1a1 d1str1but1on of o
~ “the elderly will change “in’ the future may/resu1t in a less
g eff1c1ent a]]ocat1on of ava11ab1e resources to th1s group

Tk

Research 1nto the hous1ng needs of the e1der1y from a geograph1ca]

) v??perspect1ve, however, 1s 11mﬂted In faCt,_1t has on]y been s1nce the

hdbeg1nn1ng of th1s decade that geographers have demonstrated any 1nterest
'1n studylng the needs of th1s spec1f1c/a§e group apart from those of the ﬁhff;fT
' 4‘}[1arger soc1ety (Peet & Row]es, 1974) Go]ant s (1972) study of the :

| res1dent1a] mob111ty and spat1a] behaV1our of the e]der]y 1n Toronto

.”]represents the f1rst s1gn1f1cant contr1but1on of geographers toward the

| “‘f':elderly 1*‘1 _f;v;l_f_*' . A_Vfr :;f‘

¢

t'rEstudy of the ag1ng process and 1ts effect on an 1nd1v1dua1 S. capac1ty to vﬂ';V‘
”"1move w1th1n and to 1nteract w1th h1s env1ronment He was the f1rst

:%,,bf:‘geographer to recogn1ze the need to study an aspataa] process 1n a spat1a1 .

iid

“5;context f -5_,' '”",'1-713';5"‘5}y f'v," '.',' ”:&;”'h ’t s-;”

Sm1th and letner (1977 p 372) 1dent1fy three pr1nc1pa] reasons why o

l

:f'geographers shou]d conduct more research 1nto the hou51ng needs of the

k-.’ a

L e PR K.
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. fﬂ:For examp]e Stutz (1976) condemns Iarge sca]e 1nner c1ty urban renewa]

- 1.. Elderly people spend a d1sproport1onate part of the1r day in
- their homes compared to younger age groups. It s 1mportant
therefore, that their housing meets' thejr phys1o1og1ca1

,psycho]og1ca1 f1nanc1a1 and soc1a1 needs : .

Zf.,Federal and provincial governments a]]ocate funds for- hous1ng -
programs” for the e]der]y poor. It is of considerable consequence

~ to policy-makers that decisions affecting the location of housing o

_construct1on ref]ect the 1ocat1ona1 preferences of the e1der1y

o 3. Hous1ng poses a greater prob]em for the erer]y than for other age,f

- groups. Gelwicks and Newcomer (1974, p.. 26) remark that the
~.elderly "are the least able to adapt to. g}teraor to leave"
their hous1ng As a result, a growing préportion. of our soc1ety
.. 1is becoming spatially 1mmob11e as. hou51ng opportun1t1es become
gjscarcer for those w1th 1ow 1ncomes . : _ v .

G

\

h»nbecause of 1ts effect on e]der]y pe0p1e who rent rooms or sma11 apartments [f*v"*?u’

- -

: =above stores or 1n o]der hote]s When urban renewa] takes p]ace such
17ff,ﬂbu1]d1ngs are usua]1y torn down and W1th them cheap accommodat1gp for ]ow¥1t '

'ff'1ncome e]der]y peopTe Comparab]e accommodat1on can not be rep]aced as

' -fff;i’econom1ca11y

';_f ana]ys1s 1shde51gned to produce a c]e
' ['1ocat1on, behav1our and preferences 0

ass}stance in a med1um s1zed Canad1a c1ty

'-locat1on w1th respect to fam11y,.

R STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
-‘"\_g. s “;

ThTS study exam1nes government subs1d1zed and non prof1t sen1or gi" i

c1t1zen hous1ng proaects in Edmonton from a geograph1ca] perSpECtTVE Th1s:*' “

]

rer understand1ng of the spat1a1

sen1or c1t1zens requ1r1ng hous1ng

Pub11c hous1ng author1t1es must.cons1der a number of 1mportant fac-.

v’

L tors 1n the process of se1ect1ng 59" es for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng proaects e

' 'The ava1]ab111ty of cap1ta1, su1ta ]e s1tes and sponsors for the proaect

\

V"faNd the preva111ng po]1t1ca1 c11m 'e in the ‘host. ne1ghbourhood are ;";

'_' examp1es of these concerns U1t1 ate]y, however,v1tﬂls the prOJect s

frtends and to des1red serv1ces and amen- :

S




¢

B sthe prem1se that

i'tJ‘“eAsf that is 'im'por,tan't for'tho‘se“Who Tive ther.e ~
The purpose of th1s thes1s is to exam1ne the sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

Tocat1on from this latter perspect1ve. SpeC1f1ca11y, the purpose of th1s

1

'ji'gthes1s 1s to estab11sh sen1or C1t1zen hous1ng 1ocat1on gu1deL1nes wh1ch
b‘~are based on the needs of sen1or c1t1zens and wh1ch shou]d be considered

":'1n the se]ect1on of hous1ng 51tes 1n add1t1on to those 11m1t1ng factors

:;10f both those whp have app11ed for accommogat1on and those who are'

75!'a]ready res‘dent 1n a prOJect The obJect1ves of th1s study are

T.orto compare the soc1oeeconom1c and demographlc character1st1cs

’6“’ I

'?}j+2;» to determ1ne the degree to wh1ch the 1ocat1ona] preferences:of

“:fié»?jw‘ of tHose ‘who-have applied for senior citizen hous1ng in Edmonton*ﬁ D
7+ (the demand populat1on)2 with those: of the total. e]der1y popula- -~
'.,t1on in the c1ty - B T B O R S I

. the demand population are.reflected in the distribution of sen-

e 1or c1t1zen hous1ng Opportun1t1es in. the c1ty of Edmonton

- citizens who reside in two projects. in Edmonton, in ‘terms of

. *fvf;{;_i* ~their accessibility to. fam11y members, frwends and tOode51red

flfrserv1ces and amen1t1es

: An under1y1ng theme of th1s research is that geographers shou]d takeft b

a more act1ve 1nterest in: study1ng the spat1a1 needs and preferences of

‘{'sen1or c1t1zens 11v1ng 1n the urban env1ronment and the degree to wh1ch

S spat1a1 1ocat1on 1s in 1tse1f of some s1gn1f1cance
'jtftin understand1ng the patterns of- human activity , ST
. it is never the sole factor but one wh1ch s 1nter-,.‘* 2
j,related with- others i R :

. (Herbert 1972 p 19) U; S

| 2, For. the purposes of th1s theS1s, the term demand popu]at1on, Js. used

to describe those individuals ‘who ‘have app] d for senior citizen .

K

\1ety for the Ret1red and Sem1 Ret1red Hous1ng Reg1stry

R R

b‘c1ted ear11er Study w1J1 be made of the spat1a1 needs and preferences ;-] .ff'

‘<7tf;ff3;7bto determ1ne the 1ocatlona1 pr1or1t1es ‘and’ preferences of sen1or£3u}"

| h‘these needs may be accommodated Fundamenta] to geograph1c docnwne gf'”"""'”'

‘housing accommodation in Edmonton and who ‘hav reg1stered w1th the Socell o



"’?~fthe study of the erer]y and the1r hous1ng needs | GeneraTTy, these stud1es AT

""V“Ehous1ng Part1cu1ar emphas1s is pTaced on the}des1gn e]ements of the

~

| Just as soc1oTog1sts have recogn1zed the need to study sen1or c1t1zen
: hous1ng and have concentrated on’ research into the SOC1a11z1ng patterns of

f'1ts res1dents and gerentoTog1sts have focused on res1dents heaTth and

f‘-gi'att1tudes geographers shoqu focus on the spat1a1 or1entat1on of sen1or o

" .

B c1t1zen hou51ng SUCh hous1ng has OftEH been provided. without an. adequate ;P.f“7

'*’understand1ng of the spat1a1 needs and preferences of the oner 1nd1v1dua1

:T‘HOUSING'RESEARCH.THEMES~?‘

".’

In recent years, a great deaT of research has been d1rected toward . ,{A;'yffﬁ

: _can be cTass1f1ed accord1ng to Six pr1nc1pa1 categor1es They 1nc1ude

v:;."(j)” General Survey ‘and Case. Study Reports o
. (1) Residential Mobility Studies =~ . - ,
©(iii) 'Planning and- Management Stud1es of Sen1or : g
. © . Citizen Housing. B .“,. PR e
””A(iv).?sgmograph1c Studies “h G
- {v) Studies of the Psycho Soc1a1 Needs of the JEEE TR
CoUElderly SN S
s Y(vi) 1Hea1th and Mob111ty Stud1es f

' .f{ ;Although these research themes address the top1c 1nd1rect1y,leach contr1- f_t~i ffdl

| a%}{ibutes to the understand1ng of the mu]t1 faceted Tocat1on probTem under

';:fr;111ustrate the w1de range of factors wh1ch shoqu be cons1dered both 1n

'"*f'the seTect1on and 1n the evaTuat1on of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng s1tes

'”igifi)r Genera] Survey and Case Study RePOVtS

These stud1es focus on the need to prov1de affordab]e accommodat1on if:f?,ffhh

iy

”i"for the grow1ng numbers of ererTy peopTe unabTe to afford convent1ona1 'f

: hous1ng, the econom1c weTfare of the res1dents and the’ soc1o psycho]og1ca1

'3'i1mpact of mov1ng 1nto new housmg3 These stud1es arefi:sent1a11y des- , j;li'
. >/ : :

':f'cr1pt1ve and are vaTuabTe to the degree that they present the re51dents

",ifstudy Each of these s1x research themes is d1scussed br1ef1y be]ow to if_uij P



i'tdthese stud1es 1nc]ude

Hv1ews of the1r hous1ng env1ronment 1n a part1cu1ar c1ty dur1ng a str1ct]y

;def1ned t1me per1od Un]ess the authors attempt to re]ate the1r research
,exper1ence to other proaects in s1m11ar env1ronmenta1 sett1ngs, thevlong~ R

o term research value of these stud1es 1s severe]y undermmed4 -

T

Locat1on cr1ter1a for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng res1dences advanced by

e gl
SN
13

1 prox1m1ty to- fam111ar env1ronment PR ”t~
2. access to public. transportation - ’
3. safety.and security of the phys1ca1 and
- social environments =~ .
4. - absence of enV1ronmenta1 barr1ers

B VTR proximity to middle-aged and older ne1ghbourhoods R

;etprox1m1ty to des1red amen1t1es and serV1ces :]-

.'However, few res1dences are 1ocated 1n areas wh1ch meet these s1x cr1ter1a

'd"b51te se]ect1on is constra1ned by such factors as. 1and COStS’ ne1ghbourhood

"fﬁgbacceptance of pUb]TC hous1ng, the ava11ab111ty of su1tab]e s1tes and the ff'-'

. g;_7; fpreva1]1ng po11t1ca1 c11mate (Lawton and Byerts, 1974) These‘PrOb]emS

- fffare compounded by 1ack of research 1nto the 1ocat1ona1 preferences of

' '”‘,:elderly people beyopd the scope of the six cr1ter1a ]1sted above t' 'h& ;;g~i*’

-,{part1cu1ar, there appears to be a lack of know]edge concern1ng the

) re]at1ve 1mportance of var1ous cr1ter1a Two Canad1an examp]es serve to 55' s

'ifjvunderscore the ser1ous ram1f1cat1ons wh1c are attr1butab]e to the se1ec-;gh'}*:ff

- ?{f;1t1on of hous1ng s1tes wh1ch do not meet the feeds of the people for whom

'5]1they are se]ected

In the f1rst examp]e Auda1n (1973) states that a swte 1n downtown

s i

T

t_Toronto was se]ected because 1t was c]ose to serv1ces ' However, he cau--g -_jd*h

| *.'ft1ons aga1nst se]ect1ng a s1te for th1s reason a]one.__‘~ B

| ”3 Carp s (1966). study of V1ctor1a P1aza 1n Aust1n, Texas 1s a good

i .example of this type of. pesearch o } ,;‘w¢4j;j‘ L
: 4, A noteworthy exceptlon is Donahue' s (1960) comparat1ve ana1y51$

. of senior citizen housing. projects in a se]ected samp]e of o
- Hest European nat10ns, after World War II.. L



cos 1t appeared that to’ S1mp]y 1ocate a deve]opment c]ose to
- sgrvices and recreation. was insufficient in: itself;: un]ess
1 - - some-provision was also made for the des1gn features and-
- service arrangements that foster secur1ty and help st1mu1ate
- sense of commun1ty . e
S o (Audatn 1973 p 231)

In add1t1on to the 1ack of commun1ty fee11ng in the prOJect Auda1n
,"d1scovered that many res1dents could not afford to pay for serV1ces |
_ ava11ab]e in: that h1gh]y fash1on-consc1ous area of Toronto For th1s

:rrreason many of the res1dents returned to the1r former nexghbourhoods to .
‘ ’,purchase c]oth1ng or to go to a ha1rdress1ng salon | y’
In the second examp1e the reason that the 51te was se1ected for

“":*j{:Seton V111a was not stated by Gutman (1976) but 1t was nost 11ke]y due to ua:”h”

-.°¥ﬂia comb1nat1on of the sIte s aesthetlc qua11t1es and 1ts ava11ab1]1ty

:fmyThe author dlscovered that more than seventy f1ve percent of thlS Vancou- ffd; N

“"’e{ﬂjf]ver progect s res1dents d1s11ked 1ts 1ocat1on Although the s1te offered j?*f37tft

E"Ej,a part1cu1ar1y scen1c v1ew of 8urrard In]et, 1t was too far away from suchi}fdi-f'

N

Vij:essenttal serv1ces as shops and pub]1c transportat1on In add1t1on, the

r”y;?jfound d1ff1cu1t to negot1ate.:

"}ﬂ;prOJect was’ s1tuated on the crest of a steep h111 that many res1dents :5 SEe

In summary, a]though 1nstances of poor 51te se]ect1on have been

3}5;7fbrought to the fore by such stud1es, emphas1s tS(D]aced on study1ng the

"*lres1dents sat1sfact1on w1th the m1cro-env1ronment of the prOJect rather ;;-f.;fg"vb

.l

*e;j.than on the prOJect s re]at1onsh1p w1th the 1arger urban env1ronment A

e

"ffhfthese two examp]es have shown, such a narrow perspect1ve of the 11fe space%»;'p;‘”

'5‘””7of the older 1nd1v1dua1 may 1ead to ser1ous problems espec1a11y as the ff"l"

ﬁ-[vdndrv1dua] ages and becomes 1ess mob11e

) Resident1a1 Mob111ty Stud1es .

A great dea] of research has been d1rected toward the study of 1nter-:'



B

o

state mlgrat1on patterns of the e]derly pe0p1e 1n the Un1ted States and
more spec1f1ca11y, to the growth 1n numbers of e]der]y in F1or1da,
3‘ Ar1zona and CaT1forn1a and other states w1th attra¢t1ve c11mat1c cond1- :;.f
t1ons5 In Eng]and too Law and Warnes (1975 1976) have shown that there:
t1‘1s a grow1ng 1mba1ance in the popu]at1on structures of Br1txsh coasta]
| resort areas as e1der1y peop1e m1grate to more favourab]e surround1ngs ’
As relat1ve1y few e]der]y people are emp]oyed they no 1onger have to '
‘rema1n 11v1ng W1th1n easy access to the1r former p]ace of emp]oyment
(Go]ant 1976) Hence those people not constra1ned by 1ow 1ncomes may =
take the opportuntty ret1rement offers to m1grate to more attract1ve
Aareas _ fg?j_:" . o : | e

'Unfortunately, however such m1grat1on stud1es tend to exam1ne . '
patterns at the macro- rather than at the m1cro sca]e Relat1ve1y 11tt1e .i~
research has been afforded to the study‘of the 1ntraurban m1gratlon
patterns of th1s age group In the p]ann1ng of sen1or c1t1zen hOus1ng, ‘CTT*'J
| 1t s 1mportant to understand the features of the env1ronment wh1ch are‘
most enJoyed by th1s group,_rather than prov1d1ng hous1ng and hop1ng that'p;ftifgif

| future res1dents W111 adapt to 1t

’\‘

In h1s study of mob111ty patterns 1n Rhode Is]and Speare (1970) |
found that the marr1age bond Qhen formed and when broken generated mobx-?jf;:ft}>ﬁf
11ty As many e]der]y peop]e exper1ence w1dowhood one wou]d expect’J .
h1gher mob111ty rates among s1ngle peop]e (s1ng]e and ever-marr1ed) than
among marr1ed peop]e Go]dsche1der (1966) d1scovered that unfike other
".age groups, h1gh econom1c status e]der]y peop]e moved 1ess frequent]y tha";tfg-~" '

/

“f those w1th 1ower 1ncomes As we11 he found that renters were more than

.‘5 See for examp]e Sm1th and Hi]tner (1977) Golant (1975), and
‘ the Un1ted States Senate Spec1a1 Comm1ttee on Ag1ng (1975)



three t1mes as. 1]ke1y to change res1dence than those who owned the1r own sl

‘homes These trends wou1d suggest that demand for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng’< 2
'would be greater among s1ng]e peop]e than”marr1ed coup]es, and among ren-lft‘

'"‘vters more s0° than home owners Because women 11ve longer than men and -

*‘because they are general]y 1ess f1nanc1a11y secure than men (Brown ]976), ]"‘

' lfdemand for sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng 15 h1gher among s1ng1e women than

i among 51ng1e men6 L _;,»j ‘“1;“ ]",cf | “j_1l5f j‘l.j _7 o

- 111) P]annxng and Management Stud1es of Sen1or o
‘ C1t1zen Hou51ng CON : '

5

P1ann1ng«stud1es of sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng progects are concerned

*f

*n;jpr1mar11y w1th estab]1sh1ngsgu1de11nes for s1te se]ectwon, s1te deve]op- r

':ﬁi‘ment hou51ng des1gn and techn1ca1 standards (Green et a1 1975

" ‘C. M. H C 1975) Management stud1es general]y stress the 1nterre1at1on-f' .

'e?vsh1p of arch1tectura1 des1gn or1ented to serve the physwo10g1ca1 and

) .

"'fﬂfPSYCholog1ca1 needs of the aging 1nd1v1dua1 w1th the qua]fty Of serv1ce.;Qf]:lv |

'{“gfde11very (Lawton 1975) Research has been conducted by Sommer (1969)

}3ffiand Newcomer (1973) to assess the degree to wh1ch des1gn and management‘vhiii_lg*’

Vﬁ‘fgfjof extended care fac111t1es affect pat1ent behavwour Both stud1es

fﬂtiﬁlnd1cated that pat1ents became h1gh1y terr1tor1a1 and w1thdrawn 1n ﬁit S

JT“lfiibfenv1ronmenta1 sett1ngs wh1ch fa1]ed to prov1de the 1nd1V1dua1 w1th pr1vacyif:flf":“

"’?1}or to foster a fee11ng of be]on91ng Even 1n se]f—conta1ned un1t pro--fﬂlh1f777'?'

'»ﬁijects the management must work to overcome the st1gma of an 1nst1tut1on—n;f!ff5ii[

I

| .b.‘_a]128d "0]d fO]kS hOmell

, S

An 1mportant theme that 1s stressed in these stud1es 1s that the

“n“:frespons1b111ty of the hou51ng management extends beyond the prov1s10n Of

‘fa p1ace to 11ve The goa] of sub31d1zed hous1ng can not be reduced to .

"Ufithe prov1S1on of a support1ve thS1ca1 and soc1a1 env1ronment7 Ge1w1cks - ?hff”

6 See Chapter 11
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o and Newcomer'(1974i7pil4) summar1ze th1s po1nt well:

" Our. goal in the plann1ng des1gn and deve]opment of U
the environment should. not be to provide a terminal . R

housing site to retire our ‘aging.civilization; rather; o0 _"ﬁ&’*ﬂ

it should be to. deve1op surroundings that .will

- contain resources, incentives and -the opportunity -

L~

for 1ndependent ]1v1ng at a]] stages of the. 11fe

':cycle

'tv)‘

Demograph1c Stud1es _ |

T S L
e e

Accord1ng to the def1n1t1on adopted by the Un1ted Nat1ons 1n 1956

fiG1ven the current trend toward dec]1n1ng b1rth rates 1t has been predlc-

. ,Canada became an "o]d" nat1on 1n 1971 when the proport1on of the e]derly

d;f A peop]e exceeded e1ght percent of the tota] popu]at1on (Auerbach 1976)

'\

f’ted that Canada s e]der1y popu1at1on cou]d account for twe]ve percent of

LR 'the tota] popu]at1on by the'turn of the century, and for :
{ff;tby the,year 2031 (Auerbach 1976, - 3) e.1 B

Tab]e 1 1 111ustrates a number of trends that have affected the R

”"h_‘demograph1c structures of Canada A1berta and Edmonton dur1ng the study

.tflf,the ]ate e]der]y category, th1s growth d1d not br1ng about notab]e changes ff;”

‘a;Edmonton popu]at1ons

hf'ﬁrfiffnot be overlooked

‘tf},,per1od F1rst1y, desp1te enormous 1ncreases in the numbers of peop1e 1n

"“ﬂ_j1n the proport1ons th1s group represented of the Canad1an A]bertan or

The 1mp11cat1ons of th1s growth however, shou]d

In the future not on]y w111 there be a grOW1ng

J’ffifnumber of peop]e who requ1re 1nst1tut1onal care but a]so there w111 be

"3V;3an 1ncreased demand for communlty based hea]th and soc1a1 serv1ces

Second]y, a]though the percentage 1ncrease 1n the numbers of peop]e

v 'e;;in the 1a%§ matur1ty and e]der1y categor1es 1n the three areas was

F (;

7f[t7,3;Ehrlich;(1976 pp 174 5) th1nks of hou51ng as a “component of good
- Jdife space';-a comprehens1ve ‘concept that encompasses the physical;

% . psychological, a
i 3?;1'0f sat1sfactory

nd social prerequisites ?ecessary for\the atta1nment
]1fe sty1es " i*g;aqj, e o s

10

enty”percent A-‘-"“
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S f )

' 1arger than that of the1r respect1ve tota]

$ between 1956 and
1976, it was not until the 1966 1976 perigd that” their proportions of
the tota1 popu]at1on 1ncreased This lends support to Auerbach s (1976)

predictton that the e]der]y w111 cont1nue to represent a grow1ng propor-

_ tion of the Canad1an popu]at1on

o
Th1rd1y, growth 1n the youth category, both in terms of percentage

1ncrease in. abso]ute numbers and 1n representat1on of the tota] popula-
tlons, has been substant1a1 dur1ng the study per1od However, this
growth is 11ke1y to dec11ne as the numbers of ch11dren have dropped

consfderab]y s1nce 1966

4

Desp1te the fact that Edmonton has a younger popu]at1on than the

provlnce of A]berta or the nat1on as a who]e, 1ts popu]at1on exh1b1ts

an ag1ng trend not d1ss1m11ar to these 1arger areas For this- reason,

1t is 1mportant to study the needs of th1s aged’ popu]at1on and to exam1ne

ways of aecommodat1ng the1r needs 1n an urban env1ronment

{
|

Genera]ly, demograph1c research tends to be nat1ona1 or prov1nc1a1

7
Vi

h in sca]e8 Among geographers however there appears to be a grow1ng ,

1nterest in the exam1nat1on of sen1or c1t1zen populat1on trends at
progress1ve1y larger scales such as a metropo11tan area or a ne1ghbour- ‘
hood (Go]ant 1975 H1]tner and Smith, - 1974, 1975) Such research effortS',
are of cons1derab1e consequence as Lawton and Byerts (1974 p 7) regard

the census tragt

,the most su1tab1e scale- for p]ann1ng of fac111t1es

for senior c1t1zens

For example, 1f analys1s of popu]atlon d1str1but1ons of e]der]y peo-

p]e 1s conducted at the sca]e of a prov1nce on]y very genera11zed state-

R

v'8.\ See, for.examplef:Auerbachf(]9?6);cBairstow.(1973).

12
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ments concern1ng the - 1ocat10n of concentrat1ons of th1s group can be made, .-
However, if ana1ys1s 1s done at progress1ve1y ]arger sca]es of ana]ys1s, |
a more. thorough knowledge of these d1str1but10ns at regional, metropo11-
tan, urban and suburban sca]es is made poss1b1e9 An understand1ng of~

' these d1str1but1ons is essent1g] for the rat1ona1 a]]ocatwon of resources..
Moreover a knowledge of how the e1der1y are 11ke1y to. be d1str1buted at
nat1ona] through census sca]es 15 another prerequ1s1te for the p]anning

of serv1ces for th1s group Sclar and L1nd (1976 p. 280) express the1r

' concern over 1ocat1ng commun1ty serV1ces for the e]der]y in- th1s way |

) “S1nce 1ocatlon 1nteracts W1th soc1a1 and econom1c 4_: ' ‘

-+ factors and affects the quantity. and type of service o

-* .. needed, planners. must!pe mindful of. the effect. of their -

‘Serv1qazintervent1on not only on: the ‘social and econom1c
~ context o the e]der1y but the spat1a1 one’ as we11

N

“ »_~”~:-"v)] Stud1es of the Psycho Soc1a] Needs of the
. f? R Eﬂﬁéﬁl!\j” | T |

ﬁ E1der1y peop]e spend d1sproport1onate1y more t1me 1n the1r homes.

‘conpared to other age groups because of such factors as 1oss of work
'&t role, 1owered f1nanc1a1 status and dec11n1ng hea]th and mob171ty 'Thé" :
" home env1ronment\then takes on an 1mportant psycho]og1ca1 s1gn1f1cance f"r
to the o]der 1nd1v1dua1 For 1n§tance WOodward et a] (1974) found that
happ1ness w1th the1r home was s1gn1f1cant1y re]ated to 1one11ness among

the e]der]y Those who were - sat1sf1ed w1th the1r accommodat1on tended

‘l

o “to be more pos1t1ve about the1r soc1a1 re]at1onsh1ps

Go]ant (1976 p. 387) 1dent1f1es four maJor goa]s des1red by e]derly :
peop]e that character1st1cs of the home environment may be effect1ve in

- achieving. They 1nc1ude 1ndependence, secur1ty, th1ronmenta1 mastery

9. See, for example, Golant' 51(1975) theoretwca] analys1s of the future S
concentrations of the e1der1y in the United States. His analysis is
conducted at scales rang1ng from -the nation as a who]e, to suburban -
.areas. ' o ‘

? s B’ B )
: : ' a.
: : v .




and positive self-image} Each is descrlbed be]ow FE | o b’

x

Probab]y the most 1mportant goal of the o]der 1nd1v1dua1 is to

- 'rema1n 1ndependent for as. long as ‘possible and not to be a “burden" on

P .

h1s fam1fy O'» The ab111ty to choose a p]ace of res1dence and to carry, o

out life in 3 manner wh1ch meets phys1ca], econom1c and soC1a1 needs 1s’

‘~_ very 1mportant to e]der]y peop]e Th1s ab111ty wh1ch is taken for

}f vgranted by younger peop]e is.'s0 1mportant to the e]der1y because 1f they
| _lose th1s 1ndependence, 1t 1s un11ke]y (for hea]th econom1c or other

. »reasons) that they W111 ever rega1n 1t

) E]derly people requ1n§gan env1ronment in wh1ch they can feel phys1-‘}~

caI]y, psycho]og1ca11y and econom1ca11y secure An env1ronment in

wh1ch there is a. Iot of cr1me, or there 1s fear of crlme, 1nh1b1ts an ;'~’\\>\; o

'“l’lnd1v1dua1 's use of that env1ronment\(Sherman et a] 1976 Leeds and

Evans, 1976) Lawton and K]eban (]971) showed that Jew1sh sen1or citi- -
o zens felt. unsafe 1n a phys1ca11y deter1orated b]ack commun1ty 1n : N
;h-Ph11ade]ph1a and that th1s fee}1ng severe]y curta11ed the1r nexghbourhood

"ah_mob111ty In a 1ater study in the«same area Lawton and Cohen (1974a)_
":found that where there were h1gh1y concentrated pockets of Jew1sh T

“=h:res1dences mot111ty 1ncreased These studles po1nt out the necess1ty‘ o
”tfor sen1or c1t1zens to fee] both phy51ca11y and psycho]og1ca11y secure |
,51n the1r env1ronment before they can 1nteract w1th that env1ronment tofdt-”

".;the best of the1r ab111ty

Another form of secur1ty is. f1nanc1a] secur1ty ManyeEIderlytpeop1e;}'r}

-10. fThroughout the course of several months vo]unteer work: at the -
Society for the Retired and Sem1-Ret1red Hous1ng Registry, the = _
“author found that the concern of people registering for senior

citizen housing was to remain. both ‘psychologically and -
econom1ca]1y 1ndependent = . R

T T A o




.are 1iving on minimal, incomes In a c1ty such as Edmonton where rents

have skyrocketed over the past few. years, many e1der1y peop]e must 11ve {

. with the rea11st1c fear that if the1r rent is raised aga1n they W111 have‘ 8

to move. Th1s is the maJor reason that government subs1d1zed sen1or
c1t1zen hous1ng prOJects have become S0 popu]ar among the Tow 1ncome
e]der]y Rents are str1ct1y regu]ated 1n these progects and even 1f they
are 1ncreased they never ‘amount to more than th1rty percent of the ;7-v

res1dent s month]y 1ncome (1n Alberta)

Env1ronmenta] mastery 1s a term co1ned by Go]ant (1976) to descr1be
- the des1re of e]der]y peop]e to 11ve 1n an env1ronment in wh1th they can}'
make thefcho1ce between be1ng a part of or be1ng apart from commun1ty
act1v1t1es In other words they want to be ab]e to take advantage of
soc1a1 opportun1t1es at the1r own. d1scret1on be 1t an act1ve or. pass1veih
type of part1c1pat1on (woodward et a1 1974) As an 1nd1V1dua] ages '
h1s ab111ty to contro1 his prlvacy may d1m1n1sh Go1ant (]976 p 388) ;M"
debates that th]S dec11n1ng ab111ty may be ame]1orated to some extent by,
the phys1ca1 des1gn of h1s accommodat1on and the ne1ghbourhood env1ron--.

o

ment

Go]ant s fourth goa] that the hous1ng env1ronment may he]p to ach1eveff

s, pos1t1ve se]f—1mage.’ E1der1y peop1e 11ke other age groups, want to

11ve 1n a res1dent1a1 sett1ng wh1ch comp]ements the1r fee11ngs about them-p,?ﬁfT, R

selves._ If through econom1c nece551ty they are ob11ged to 11ve 1n sur-uff;,ﬁw

round1ngs that were u/fam1]1ar prlor to ret1rement, psycho]og1ca1 and
emot1ona] stress may resu]t In a youth or1ented soc1ety, however, it 1s
d1ff1cu]t for many to ma1nta1n a pos1t1ve se1f—worth (We1nburg, 1973

Baum 1974) Kent (1973 p 22) ma1nta1ns that “no one’ 1s 11ke1y to age

s successfu]ly who has not deve]oped a ph1]osophy of T1fe geared to the 11fe'5"- ‘



"5':"senses (oart1cu1ar1y S1ght and hear1ng), arthr1t1s, problems w1th _”' ar ii,i?,“,ll

'hffuf;ba1ance and deter1orat1on 1n the funct1on1ng of maJor 1nterna1 organs are :-v*]*:;j~a

~

span " It wou]d appear then that the qua]1ty of the hous1ng can e1ther S
\ comp]ement or detract from an 1nd1v1dua] s percept1on of h1s worth but

| 1t 1s not necessar11y a determ1n1ng factor in that emot1on

It may be argued that Go]ant s (1976) four soc1o psycho1og1ca] goa]s N
° are not d1551m11ar from those of other age groups However an e]der]y ;,

| person s ab111ty to ach1eve these goa]s'may be. restr1cted more than is - |
that of a younger 1nd1v1dua] | | -

' vi) Hea]th and Mob111ty Stud1es

The study of b1o]og1ca] ag1ng or senescence as st111 very much 1n

b.1ts 1nfancy SC1ent1sts have fa11ed to estab11sh w1de1y accepted |
.f- theor1es about the causes of senescende a]though the resu1ts of th]s pro- )
| é;cess are we]] known (Atchley, 1972 p 43) .There are four character1s-~"
: t1cs of senescence wh1ch d1stingu1sh 1t from other b101og1ca1 processes

F1rst1y, 1t is un1versa],veverybody ages a]be1t at d1fferent rates and

N in, d1fferent ways Second]y, the processes wh1ch br1ng about senescence f'f‘
e are’ generated from w1th1n the human body rather that from externa11y~ v.-
1nduced env1ronmenta] factors Th1rd]y,the processes 1ead1ng to senes-‘;
cence occur gradua]]y and may beg1n 1n éar1y to 1ate m1dd1e age | |

\\Fourthly, senescence br1ngs about a deter1orat1on 1n the human body wh1ch

3 u]t1mate]y Ieads to 1ts death (Atch1ey, 1972 p 44)

. \

Heart d1sease harden1ng of the arter1es deter1orat1on of the

’all results of b1o]og1ca1 ag1ng Most e]derly peop]e exh1bzt one or more :j S

' ;iof these symptoms ut are ab]e to adJust the1r 11festy]es to cope w1th

;f these d1sab111t1e'; Th1s adJustment 1s supported by the fact that 1ess
' fthan f1ve percent of" Canada S elderly requ1red 1nst1tut1ona1 care in 1961 ]
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@anadta1~we1fare C0unciJ 1964)
Neverthe!ess, these d1sab1]1t1es do affect an e]der]y 1nd1v1dua] s
mob111ty reTat1ve to that of a younger person | For examp]e, serdous

deter1orat1on 1n 51ght or in muscu]ar coord1nat1on makes 1t V1rtua11y

| 1mposs1b1e for a person to operate an automob11e However, in modern

c1t1es, conven1ence of serv1ce 1ocat1ons is measured in terms of dr1v1ng o

B time rather than 1n terms of other transportat1on modes wa1k1ng d1s-
tances to these serv1ces may be cons1derab1e (Yeates and Garner 1976

P- 196)  The very young, the hand1capped and the e]derly are spat1a11y

constra1ned by the1r relat1ve 1mmob1]1ty as they must depend on 1ess’“ '

f]eva]e means of transportat1on than the pr1vate automob11e to reach o

- des1red dest1nat1ons (Go]ant, ]972 p ]27)

In her study of the mob111ty of the elder]y in the Tr1 State Reg1on |

(New York New Jersey and Connect1cut) Markov1tz (1971 p 241) est1mated.'

‘“_' that f]fty s1x percent of the e]der]y 1n the area d1d not own automoblles.f

Th1s percentage 1ncreasedaas ﬂncomes decreased ‘ e1ghty four percent of

the reg1on s 1ow 1ncomel] e]der]y dfd not own automob1]es Go]ant (1972)1hv |

found that automob14e owners generated more tr1ps than those who had to

depend on pub11c transportatlon As we]] he d1s%?yered that those w1th .

h1gher 1ncomes generated more tr1ps than those W1th 1esser f1nanc1a1

resources In summary, the e]derly are less 11ke1y to own automob11esz§nd?rljffv |

are less capab]e of overcomlng d1stance than most other age groups IThefj:'us

greater the d1stance between des1red amen1t1es and serv1ces from the home,’gif-l‘f

the greater W111 be the dependence on pub11c transportat1on

In another study 1t was d1scovered that e]der1y peop]e showed a more :

0.

ST Def1ned by Markov1tz as 1esspthan“threetthousand'd011ars perfft SAERT

annum, ‘
.;“}a;v

ke A




o,

pos1t1ve att1tude toward 11fe 1f they were ab]e to ma1nta1n sat1sfactory -

: 1evels of soc1a1 1nteract1on and part1c1pat1on in commun1ty affa1rs

Cut]er (1972 PP 383 4) conc]uded that an adequate means of transportat1on

can ma1nta1n a d1fferent1ated f]ex1b]e permeab]e and mu1t1 channe11ed

]1fe space "f LT
v11) Summary [

The purpose of th1s sect1on has been to po1nt out the mu1t1 d1sc1-

p]1nary nature of the senlor c1t1zen housang 1ocat1ona1 prob]em Un]1ke

th1s present research few of these stud1es exam1ne the hous1ng needs of ,:.

the e]der]y or factors affect1ng these needs at more than one sca]e of

ana1y51s Th1s 1s a ser1ous overs1ght for as Pasta]an and Carson (1970
p 215) state ' | R | |

The subJect of ‘the spat1a1 arrangement of the env1ronment ranges
- from the micro-level of the dwelling to:the macro-level of a_
- ‘community with their attendant’ relationships to human behav1or
. It touches a. d1vers1ty of . profess1ons and spec1a11zed fields;
- from-sociology and psychology to ‘esthetics and physiology,. and
"from recreat1on and p]annlng to po11t1cs and arch1tecture o

As 1nd1cated above, S0 much work has been done regard1ng the e]der]y 1n R

' ‘H~l a number of d1sc1p]1nes yet the fundamenta] 1ocat1ona1 aspect of

hous1ng research has been over]ooked almost ent1re1y As th1s part1cu1ar R

ment the need to undertake more r1gorous ana]yses of ]ocat1ona] needs

'“5f and preferences of the o]der 1nd1v1dua1 can not be cha11enged |

scom-: OF STUDY ; A p
For the purposes of th1s study, the term e]der]y refers to those

people s1xty—f1ve years of age and o]der. A]though 1t may be reasonedQ

that th1s measd?é does not necessar11y prov1de a true 1nd1cat1on of an f,g'

| 1nd1v1dua1 s phys1ca] ab111t1es,_health 11fe sty]e or menta] acu1ty, 1t

B f_ segment of soc1ety 1s h1gh1y 1mmob11e compared topa1most every other seg—»\~7y ff [7

O Yy TAE o
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s cons1dered to be the off1c1a1 rettrement age It 1s a]so the age at ‘

which. peop1e are e11g1b]e for res1dency 1n government subs1dtzed senuor

R

j Jc1t1zen houswng

" The analys1s of hou51ng 1ocat1on is 11m1ted to 1odge and se]f con- |
. e :
)_.ta1ned un1t development 1n Edmonton Such proaects are de51gned to meet

:the needs of the 1ow-1ncome we]]-e]der]y, or those who are capab]e of

: j'pursu1ng the1r 11ves W1th m1n1ma1 other than f1nanc1a] ass1stance..' ea]' ’

;‘serv1ces are prov1ded in, ]odge accommodat1on whereas res1dents of se]f-
' contatned un1t»(apartment) progects are respons1b1e forothe1r own meals

B Un11ke-nurs1ng homes ]odge and self—conta1ned un1t hou51ng deve]opments

.ihdo not prov1deton 51te med1ca1 care although a nurse or a docto may

"”1v151t these s1tes on a regu]ar baS1s Desp1te the fact that reference 1s R

Qav',made to those proaects under construct1on or 1n the p]ann1ng stages 1n the”i

-;v,iC1ty, the study focuses on those progects Wh1ch were occupled at the t1me

‘1ljof data co]]ect1on (May to November 1977)

The pr1mary reason for select1ng these deve]opments for study 1s that’ __;5,3
:f*jf}the1r res1dents are st111 hea]thy enough to part1c1pate 1n a. var1ety of :

act1v1t1es out51de the deve]opment Nurs1ng home res1dents are genera]]y :5f -

ﬂl"htoo fra11 to engage 1n act1v1t1 outs1de the home on a regu]ar'ba51s .

‘Ce‘{For th1s reason the cr1ter1on of 1ocat1on may not be as 1mportant to

'.,;these peop]e as 1t is to those who 11ve in more 1ndependent sett1ngs.i ff:}gf

" OUTLINE or THESIS | ‘\ i

Each of the fo]]ow1ng three chapters exam1nes the sen1or c1t1zen -3:"

"thous1ng 1ocat1on prob]em from d1fferent but re]ated perSpeCt1V65 Chap-

ter II examlnes the soc1o economtc and demograph1c character1st1cs of
) .

those who are act1ve1y seek1ng accommodat1on 1n\sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng in f_;11,77'7

PR o ‘l'.‘ ..‘.

SRS b e e 1h i
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L

focused on: determ1n1ng how th1s group compares w1th the total c1ty

s e]der]y popu]at1on S "_ o '"f-—-f

Chapter LlI compares the d1str1but1on°of the demand popu1at1on 1n‘;
the c1ty w1th that of the supp]y of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng opportun1t1es _'
5;/tn/Edmonton Preferences for ne1ghbourhoods and for spec1f1c hous1ng
f,prOJects among the demand popu]at1on are exa?1ned to test the assumpt1on B
”th-that senwor c1t1zens w1sh to rema1n ina fam111ar sett1ng when they choose

:"a p]ace to 11ve\1n en1or c1t1zen hou51ng

Chapter IV exam1nes the 1ocat1ona1 pr1or1t1es and preferences of

”".people a]ready reswdent in sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng Th1s ana]ysws 1s

coae

"based on the resu1ts of an 1nterv1ew survey,conducted by the author 1n

‘the ear1y fal] of 1977 The purpose of th1s research was. to determ1ne

‘7{f':the re]at1ve 1mportance re51dents p]aced on the ]ocat1on of the1r hous1ngrsif”

'fi“w1th respect to serv1ces and to fam11y and fr1ends, W1th other character-;fffz’

’ﬁi“t_ﬁ1ncome e]derTy 1n an urban env1ronment Each of the three perspect1ves§f?ifftL¢‘7§i”

"7¥:5thes1s However, 1t was be11eved that 1t wou]d be more va1uab]e both tof«‘:::'ﬁ”

. the author as a 1earn1ng exerc1se and to other researchers, 1f more thanfv;ifff--;?“

E)

v'm: el

'ffh'1st1cs of the1r hous1n9 (eg des1gn of the apartment un1t) }'Th;;‘ ;ﬂ\‘j R

The p1ann1ng 1mp]1cat1ons of the maJor f1nd1ngs of th1s the51s are ;~;Tjj.¥f,f'£
th:addressed 1n the conc1ud1ng chapter | Th1s thes1s 1s 1ntended to serve asfg:fhw’?l?'

'"fa start1ng p01nt for add1t1ona1 research 1nto the needs of the 1ow-

ﬂ;-h;-one aspect of the prob]em was examIned
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?;5_ - CHAPTER 11

B

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIO-cCONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SENIOR

AINIRODUCTION

: : : : : R
' Th1s chapter examizZs the sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng demand popu]at1on in.

~“terms of 1ts démograph1c and soc1o-econom1c character1st1cs _The purpose ‘7[5ff

Jflof th1s chapter 1s to cunpare the popu]at1on act1ve1y seek1ng accommodat1on L

V in sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng in Edmonton thh the tota] c1ty e]der]y popula- v:
ft1on, to determ1ne 1f there are 51gn1f1cant d1fferences in the1r compos1-
_:“tiqn ’$—~;»;ff,': L EERITy ;_‘.,1}.ff. e 1?. sy "“,‘

The demand data were co]]ected from the Soc1ety for the Ret1red and

1

B lSem1 Ret1red (SRSR) Hous1ng Reg1stry As of Ju]y 8 1977 when the data 7

'f:_collect1on was comp]eted the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1st had 3 215 reg1strat1ons

Ef‘Th1s f1gure represents between s1xty and seventy percent of the tota] num-=

iﬂ‘ber of hous1ng reg1strat1ons 1n the c1ty 22 Th1s means that there 15 an

;;vactual hous1ng demand 1n the c1ty of between 4 592 and 5, 350 reg1strat10ns Sl

;’gifijhe abstracts were “used’ as.a data source rather than the more
. :detailed registration form as- it was believed that the abbrev1ated
... form prov1ded suff1c1ent data to. satlsfy the. purposes of th1s thes1s

"f}f2f]fTh1s f1gure was. g1ven to the author by the SRSR Hous1ng Co-ordinator

 based on her experience with the Registry.  The -accliracy of ‘the: 11stsfﬂf£¥;w; R
“is based pr1mar11y on.the w1111ngness of - the various, housing’ proaectS'.m-[

in the: -city to-provide the Reg1stry with the names: of ‘people on’ their = =

: fu-ﬂwa1t1ng lists and on.the senior citizens' know]edge of the ex1ste6ce 5;1:%h5“2_j1j;,
.+~ and - purpose of the SRSR Housing Registry. . In 1975 the SRSR Housing AR B

-h"_.Reg1stry was established for the purpose of comp111ng a master. Tist"

" of people applying for senior citizen housing-in Edmonton, in order B

. that the provincial government could more read11y anticipate where
- --demand is located .at present: and where it is- likely to be located . - -
"'z_the future.  As well the Housing Reg1stry ‘acts as an information ser—,lk
o v1c§ for sen1or c1t1zens who need adV1ce concern1ng the1r hous1ng

* needs. : R \ Ce

 CITIZEN HOUSING DEMAND. POPULATION ~ e




', gary (the Ca]gary equ1va1ent of the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry) was genu1ne1y

~ae 1nterested in mov1ng to sen1or/t1t1zen hous1ng However th1s is probab]y

1»J,they needed sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng accommodat1on 1n the future

S B _ Lo .

‘f‘cent of the peop]e who stated that they would move to one of the two pro- T

Y[ffwere varled Th1rty-four percent d1s11ked the des1gn of the prOJect _;}”j_»;f,7gg%f'§

»3;€Forty percent stated that they preferred the]r present accommodat1on and -3-‘gf“ftya!:§1

::};Stated that the rwse in rental fees at the pY‘OJeCt from or1g1na1 est1mates lh‘titii :%f
'“7'was a deterrent And f1na11y, seve\teen percent stated that they were |

ft?inot 1n a pos1t1on to move at the t1me a su1te became ava11ab1e

’{glsen1or c1t1zen hous1ng accommodat1on there 1s no guarantee that he w111 movetli
”f;f1nt0 a prOJect at the f1rst opportun1ty It 1s one dec1s1on to reg1ster |

‘;d;w1th an agency 11ke the SRSR in. recogn1t10n of a potent1a1 need for hou51ng ;;;;ffi;f””’
ffiand yet another, d1ff1cu1t dec1s1on to re1ocate Desp1te th]S methodo]o-av;afi"'

gf5g1ca1 problem, the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry has co]]ected the most comprehens1ve }7;i:7f"‘

7 ’twenty-f1ve percent of the peop]e regwstered at the K1rby Centre 1n Ca1->"

is ev1denced by the fact that 1nterV1ewers were unab]e to contact over ”ffj‘
5 flfty percent of the resoondents. Of thosebwho were 1nterv1ewed on]y

‘v’s1xteen percent stated that they regwstered W1th the K1rby Centre in case {?'lf'

: 1Jects she was eva]uat1ng, actua]]y relocated Reasons c1ted for not mov1ng }

'77were not prepared to move to sentor c1t1zen hous1ng Nlneteen percent s,pvj,f T

e

S e o

There appears to be some controversy over- the Va11d1ty of us1ng
‘\‘

_.wa1t1ng 11sts as a measure of hous1ng demand In a study done by A]berta

“Hous1ng and Pub11c works (1977 p 4) 1t was est1mated that approx1mately

'an underest1mat1on the study was conducted dur1ng the summer months (June-:

l

‘ August) wh1ch 1s an 1nopportune time to ]ocate respondents at home Th1s ;i h}n” B s

In a Vancouver study Gutman (1977 p 2) found that on1y forty per-:

L

SR

It appears then, that although an 1nd1v1dua1 may have app]ied for

L
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. - B L . »/ T,
. o . | .
. : /

1c1ty w1de 11st of peop]e who are 1nterested 1n sen1or citizen houS1ng and,
:,for this reason this T1st prov1des the most accurate measure of” hous1ng

s:vfdemahd ava1]ab]e in this c1ty ' ”"’,, EEEERE o t‘;l*b S

)

) '0rgan1zat1on of” the Data

The SRSR Hous1ng Re§1stry records 1ts stat1st1cs accord1ng to ne1ghbour-_ .

Ihoods 1n the c1ty The data for th1s thes1s were coTTected s1m1Tar1Ty
'}ﬂHowever, upon 1n1t1aT anaTyses,v1t was d1scovered that in severaT cases
:Tne1ghbourhoods had been recorded 1ncorrect1y 1n the or1g1na1 f11es Because
CI of th1s and the fact that ne1ghbourhood Teve] data are not d1rect]y compar-.cvnf
"ffabTe to census, stat13t1cs the data were organ1zed accord1ng to 1976 federa]

- 'census tract boundar1es R

Many of the census tracts conta1n very few of the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry
ld_a_reg1strants To overcome th1s prob]em, the data were- aggregated 1nto 51x

T’“'Lid1str1cts in the c1ty and one add1t1ona] one for out of town reg1strants

- ar1es of the s1x 1n c1ty d1str1cts were created a]ong natura] and

arr1ers (1 e the North Saskatchewan R1ver Groat Rav1ne ra11way

.,

! ughTy equaT ngure 2 1 shows the boundar1es of the s1x d1str1cts
' census tracts 1nc1uded 1n each area Subsequent dtscuss1ons of the _ff'
r1st1cs of the SRSR reg1strants are presented at two pr1nc1pa1 e

:of ana]ys1s 5 the c1ty sca]e and the d1str1ct sca]e

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEMAND POPULATION

The fo]]ow1ng sect1ons descr1be the soc1o econom1c character1st1cs of

Tt . ‘

'It['the £\E1or c1t1zen hous1ng demand DOPUIat‘°" Part1cu1ar attent10n 15

n ',..

'“ijffocused on determ1n1ng the type of people who app]y for senlor c1t1zen

L hous1ng and how the1r needs vary accord1ng to such varlab]es as age sex,u_s;*'"'

maqor roadways) keep1ng the numbers of reg1strants 1n each d1s- :Tf'»7.

S eane T ik Wrae el .
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o Canada, 1976)

”‘*7[«?ffffﬁ»{?MALE e FEMALE f,jﬂ' [ MALEﬁbﬁi'“ :f?j'EFEMALEfii;

'Jmarjtatlstatus;'fncomeﬂand houstng tenuren_'
| Table 2 T supports the statement that the pr1nc1pa1 app]1cants for

- __sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng are women Fema]es comprlse over s1xty percent of l
.the SRSR reg1strat1ons for sen1or c1t1zen houswng When the number of {2
vvreg1strants and the1r spouses are cons1dered women compr1se near]y |

B seventy percent of the demand popu]at1on In contrast, 1n 1976 forty f1ve

h'{ percent of the Edmonton sen1or c1t1zen popu]at1on was ma]e (Stat1st1cs ;"~' f o

T NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF E
‘ SRSR REGISTRANTS AND REGISTRANTS AND SPOUSES BY SEX

| REGISTRANTS AR - jf REGISTRANTS AND SPOUSES :f;l'3
NB21s Ne4,089.-

'.»‘

f,*';izdsjgf?' f”'f;fy 1957 ',’77,' ‘f252 *e'FA}f:.if 2837

Table 2 2 shows the d1str1but1on of reg1strants (R Group) and reg1s-,pfljhf?"

fﬁ*ff?thtrants and spouses (R&S Group) by age categor1es In both groups over’ f1fty

| {f}apercent of - the reg1strat1ons are made by peqp]e between the ages of s1xty—-y:-ffad"'

':”fif1ve and seventy four, or the young e]der]y Compared to a c1ty average }l;f;f'“

‘?”fffhowever the demand p0pU1at10" has a h1gher representatlon Of people aQEd

3 In on]y four cases, the ma1e was not the reQIStrant for the
- married-couple (See Table 2- 1)< In such instances, “the -
coup]es were separated’ due to the husband's 111ness and
C the Wife was. app1y1ngljor s1ng1e accommodat1on ;

. : Y

'~:;?\;,-1tir’



between seventy and'eighty-four years, In 1976, over thirty- f1ve percent

’ of the city's eIderIy ‘were under seventy years (Stat1st1cs Canada 1976)

Th@ most not1ceabIe d1fference between the two demand Groups is that
the R&S ~Group has a higher proport1on of peopIe under seventy years. than :
the R- Group and Iower proportton in all other age categor1es The mean- age
of the R Group is 73, 3 years In. the R&S Group, this mean is reduced to

72 3 years as w1ves tend to be younger than the1r husbands

TABLE 2- 2 -

NUMERICAL AND. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR »
‘ REGISTRANTS‘AND~REGISTRANTS AND}SPOUSESIBY AGE GROUP’

o

CGROUP . Under 65  65-69 7074 7579 80-84 g5+

- Registrants 231 794 841 e . 30 198
“N=3,215 . I S R
Data Missing= 84 7.4 + 25,4 (32 21.9 12.1° 6.3 - &

~Registrants and 448 1074 787 40 205

. Spouses N=4,089 . R S

Data Missing14811.4 = 27.2 253 20,0 - 10.7 5.4

SourCe: SRSR. -

o TABLE 2-3 U
. MEDIAN AGE OF REGISTRANTS AND SPOUSES BY -DISTRICT (N=4,089)

DISTRICT MALE ) " FEMALE T
I . Central 73 17
II  Central-Northy 74 T A n
IIT- North . - .72 . rel & 69.
IV  West S - 72 ‘ ? TN
-V Southwest | 72 S 72
VI -~ Southeast = 7 . A
VII Out-of-Town ‘ o 70

o . Source: SRSR |
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Th1§;”act is documented more adequate]y in Table 211 in all d1str1cts
-in the c1ty except the Southwest the median age for females: is 1ess than
that of males. The median age for the tota1 sample is seventy-two years.
;Thefon1y distriet jn whtch the male median age is 1ess than that of the |
tota] samp]e is the out-of- town group Th1s may be attr1buted to the fact _
that young e]der]y pebp]e are more: w1111ng to move to a 1arge urban centre

| that are the Iate e]der]y |

Marital Status o S I i o

1 Approx1mate1y f1fty f1ve percent of - the SRSR. Hous1ng Reg1stry reg1stra-
tions are made by W1dowed people (Tab1e 2- 4) Speare (]970) has suggested

" that mob111ty among o]der ‘people is ]1ke1y to 1ncrease when the marr1age

‘bond is broken S1xty three percent of the SRSR reg1strants have exper1enced
."th1s break In compar1son over one- ha]f of the total Edmonton sen1or citi-.
‘dzen populat1on was marr1ed 36. 8 percent was w1dowed 7.3 percent s1ng]e and o

' ,the rema1nder d1vorced or separated 1n 1976 (Stat1st1cs Canada,,1976)

-

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REGISTRANTS T |
' (N 3 2]5) BY MARITAL STAIUS ‘ |

"SINGLE MARRIED - wrpowep SEPARATED vaoncEp‘J COTHER

310 . 870 -fa; 1766 e 1200 M3 23
o» 9.6 27. 1 e :55,3~ - 3.8 3.6 . 0.6 .
~ Data M1ss1ng T3 m-&‘: o Source: SRR R
N R | S |
Nearly seventy percent of the ma]e reg1strants are marr1ed compared to . s

' on]y th1rty percent of the fema]es As ma]es genera]]y do not Tive as. ]ongde.
-as fema]es, there are fewer w1dowed males than fema]es However, s1ng]e
. ma]es (s1ng]e and ever—marr1ed) may be 1ess 1nc11ned to apply for sen1or

c1t12en hous1ng as they are, on the -average, more flnanc1a11y equ1pped for
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independent‘tiving (Brown, 1975). In addition,: they are often\more phys1-
“cally capable of perform1nd the dut1es requ1red to matnta1n a home (i.e.

yard work) . o
- Dwe111ng Type and Tendre

Accord1ng to a recent study done by the Soc1a1 P1ann1ng Sect1on of
A';the City of Edmonton Social Services Department (1978 P. 59) 65 6 percent
of the. c1ty s senior c1t1zens 11ved 1n a 51ngle fam11y dwe]]xng, th1rty-
vtwo percent in apartments 2.2 percent in semi- detached hous1ng and 0. 3
percent lived in mob11e homes in 1971. The s1tuat10n for the SRSR reg1s- o
trans is remarkab]y d1fferent (Table 2- 5) Over one ha]f of the. samp]e

i ]1ved in aparUnents and on]y one- th]rd I1ve in s1ng]e fam11y dwe]]tngs

The th1rd 1argest category of reg1strants 11ve w1th a famlly member

~ TABLE - 5 '..‘ T e Ee
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR |
REGISTRANTS BY DWELLING TYPE (=3 ,215) .. Co s

" HOUSE  APART- . SENIOR CITIZEN FANILY. ROMING/  OTHER
| MENT - HOUSING . BOARDING . .
1055 1636 151 %0 a4 g3
R T 1 I 30 A - 2
"j'foata'Missing=28: IR Soorce:“‘SRSR'f - _‘;x'~ij-?ff;j ._“fg;fe,,_

I" the same study, the C1ty of Edmonton Soc1a1 Serv1ces Department f'“

'(1978, p 59) noted that approxtmately s1xty s1x percent of the c1ty s

. sen1or c1t1zens owned the1r accommodat1on 1n 1971 In a more recent study, :

. I~

' f_"Operat1on New Roof"‘(1974), s1xty percent of the respondents owned the1rv.t‘;

- oown homes. s T U P e f-'{ -, .'.' R
. \,‘-_. - . X S ) .’ . T . ‘~ \\ -

e o

Tab]e 2-6 documents the fact that the maJor1ty of 'SRSR reg1strants 5

rent the1r accommodat1on The 1mp]1cat1ons of th1s»stat1st1c_can‘not=bex"\
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~ underestimated, S S T BN
. A study done by CMHC indicates that in Edmonton
in 1974, 9. 4%, of seniors own1ng their dwelling:
paid more than 30%\ of their income for housing:
- while 56.1% of renters pa1d more than 30% of
income for housing. o
: ~ (Edmonton Soc1a1 Serv1ces, 1978 P. 89)

TABLE. ‘2 s | |
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR e
REGISTRANTS BY HOUSING TENURE (N=3,215) |

o wewm 1 gBOARD; o OTHR
o893 o052 W g6
286 . 68 .47 0.8

Data Missing#97 o Source: SRS

Fo]10w1ng from ‘the C M H C study c1ted above, thlS means that approx-f.'
1mate1y 1,150 SRSR reg1strants may be spend1ng more than th1rty percent |
' : of thelr 1ncome on hous1ng As rents have 1ncreased marked]y since 1974

th1s stat1st1c 1s bound to be h1gher today

Female headed househo]ds are more 11ke1y to suffer the consequences '
of r1s1ng hous1ng costs than ma]e headed househo]ds for twb reasons
erst]y, as shown 1n Tab]e 2- 7 proport1onate]y fewer fema]es own the1r
accommodat1on than ma]es Second]y, fema]es genera]1y have 1ower 1ncomes -

»_:‘ than ma]es (Brown, 1975) . A h1gher percentage of fema]es board than

: (‘: ma]es as more ]1ve w1th a fam11y member (See Tab]e 2 8)

There are more ma]e headed househo]ds 11v1ng 1n s1ng]e fam11y

1p:'dwe111ngs than fema1e headed househo]ds among SRSR reg1strants (See Table

‘:f, 2- 8) However, more fema1e headedthouseho]ds 11ve 1n apartments and

N

| sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng than ma]e headed househo]ds



TABLE 2-7
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR _
~ REGISTRANTS BY‘SEX OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD AND HOUSING TENURE ’

e o OW RENT BOMD  OTHER
MALE .3 E 7 S R
| | 3.8 €91 33 .08
COFEMALE a2’ a3 07 16
. w2702 56 0.8
 Data Mi's‘s_i'n'g:'97 R Source:  SRSR o

The 1nc1dence of SRSR registrants 11v1ng in a 51ng1e fam11y dwe]-

11ng rema1ns re1at1ve1y constant unt11 the e1ghty to e1ghty four age

i group (Tab]e 2 8) Th1rty e1ght percent of the peop]e 1n th]S age. cate-‘

' ",~gory 11ve in. a s1ng1e fam11y dwe111ng and th1s represents the h1ghest ’

proport1on by age group For all age groups, at 1east f1fty percent ]1ve

in apartments unt11 the e1ghty four age group Peop]e over the age of

. .e1ghty probab]y have never 11ved 1n apartments and as a resu1t are 1ess

E 21nc11ned to re11nqu1sh the 1ndependence of a 51ngle fam1]y dwe1]1ng than _

| :younger e]der]y who are more adapt1ve and who may have 11ved in apart-.

o

: ments prev1ous1y The 1nc1dence of 11v1ng w1th a fam11y member genera]]y E,;'”
E1ncreases W1th age those under sthy f1ve are’ not e11g1b1e for pens1ons L

' EE and may be ob11ged to 11ve w1th a fam11y member unt11 they rega1n f1nan- E':

”»c1a1 1ndependence n;; Eﬁ“ f‘-gicigblt éff'

Un11ke al j?ther mar1ta1 categor1es, the maJor1ty of marr1ed reg1s- E _
_ ﬁ_etrants 11ve in. s1ng1e fam11y dwe111ngs (Tab]e 2 8) At 1east f1fty per-a'r,f”“'
.ecent of the reg1strants in: other categor1es 11ve in- apartments Con- gﬂ _

1verse1y, the 1nc1dence of marr1ed reg1strants 11V1ng w1th a fam11y member'fff_nE

| s cons1derab1y lower than peoo]e in other marital aroune Sinale and

30
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‘ separated peopTe (predominatefy ma]es) compr1se the h1ghest proport1on of

*

peop]e 11v1ng 1n board1ng/rooh1ng house accommodat1on

Near]y forty s1x percent of the marr1ed reg1sE:ants own the1r own E

E homes (Tab]e 2~ 9) compared to the samp]e average of 28 6° percent (Tab]e R

2—6) By far the maJor1ty of peopTe in other marttaT categor1es rent o

T.AT_ their accommodat1on An Alberta Housing and Pub11c Norks (1977 p ]5), .
N .i_study conducted 1n Ca]gary, has determ1ned that homeowners by posses-c

-s1ng the1r home as an asset are s1gn1f1cant1y more f1nanc1a]1y secure :T.-

- than renters , In Table 2- 9, s1ng;e, separated and d1vorced reg1strants

"Jiexh1b1t extvemelé Tow ownersh1p stat1st1cs ~These- peop]e are 11ke1y to".

fibe more suscept1b1e to, and Tess f1nanc1a]1y capabTe of coptng W1th

rising rental fees, - - Y-Tj'f”*‘ g

-

R TABLE 2 9

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR REGISTRANTS S

(N 3215) BY MARITAL STATUS AND HOUSING TENURE

'~’}_!Mar1ta1 Status 1;oan,,s? ;_RENT BOARD;Z - jOTHERE~$ TOTAL

LY

]sﬁngte*‘_. 86 ena ‘:‘_?6 0 0. 1000

I3

o Married . 458 519 fi“<~1§5417‘;.>vfo;81"3; 000

32

LM me e gy s

‘7'ﬁl;';ﬁ.hiddhéa*fflyft'::325;57?':555»68;2.3*'r't5'5>*1£-f'i?o.svt 1000
ST gy R 02 e

'?fffgmmaﬁdﬁ'fffﬁ#i:i*777&ozf¥k86{77hi!L7kf‘*moof{ﬂjwi"

o Divereed 5 5 90 09 g

. Other 86 7 R - 10000 ol
- Data Missing=107 - e Source OSRSR o



Income » | _ :
The maJor1ty of e]der]y people must depend on pub11c penS1ons and

’persona1 assets dur1ng the1r ret1rement years 4 Brown (1975, P. 91) ‘has

est1mated that 1n 1074 1ess than forty percent of the Canad1an 1abour R

8

_force was enro]]ed in a pr1vate penS1on p]an Moreover ‘unlessvthese s
p]ans are geared to keep pace w1th r151ng 1nf1at1on character1st1cs of
our .economy 1n recent years, the1r 1ong term purchas1ng power may be

;_g-ser1ous1y eroded (Auerbach ]976, p 33) ' .

-
' 1‘earned 1ess than two thousand do]]ars in 1971, 1ncome 1eve1s have ER

A]though almost 51xty one percent of the Canad1an e]der]y popu]at1onf_

}‘1mproved for thas group between 1961 and 1971 (Tab]e 2- 10) The rate of-‘l -

O 1mprovement however does not match that for: the total populat1on of

":n'_tncome earners Desp1te the fact that the med1an 1ncome for e]der]y

';people a]most doub]ed between 1961 and 1971 the 1971 f1gure amounted to i_""‘

;-1ess than forty four percent of the med1an 1ncome of the tota1 poputa--

'tthfft1on (See Tab]e 2 10) '-;,_.g

In Edmonton dur1ng the same per1od there was an 11 8 percent

e pthan two thousand do11ars per annum (Tab]e 2 11) However there was a

ffjtwentyeeIght percent 1ncrease 1n the1r abso]ute numbers By compar1son, ;?fft'?d a8

"{it;[that 1ncome category dur1ng the same perwod (Ba1rstow, 1973)

At the t1me the hous1ng demand data were co]]ected the pens1on

fj-1ncome 1eve1 for s1ng]es was. between 200 and 299 do]lars per month and

. ’Tf;4i ‘The. C1ty of Edmonton Corporate P]ann1ng 0ff1ce (1978 . 29)

_ has stated that 57.2 percent of Edmonton-senior citizens

. f idecrease 1n the proport1on of the etderly popu1at1on w1th 1ncomes of 1ess:"ir<

“"ftista1gary exper1enced an 18 5 percent 1ncrease 1n the numbers of elder]y 1n;]=;f1?sf»k

~had "minimal or no income outside that prov1ded by the .°7ff32!fy:7‘ﬁ' S

government pens1ons 1n 7976 "om
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TABLE 2-11

. NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE ELDERLY BY -

"SELECTED ANNUAL. INCOME CATEGORIES IN EDMONTON IN 1961 AND-
1971

et 1

© INCOME CATEGORIES =~ ———— , SEEE
ER P Number  Percentage ~ Number Percentage

7

.\‘

Less'than 2000 13,411 74.7 L1780 629 .

o 2,000-3;,999 'ff[,_‘},‘g;2,837’11f 5.8 4,854 181

3ff;f“TQTA}}yésé_théhﬁé;bOfoiQ‘f .;fi?gi?Sff} _:95}4“2,f} f24;543$f ;;_90;2f' :a_:f3;'~

&

N »‘ ,4*fZSource Adapted from Ba1rstow i

wrih s bt




&e . .. -." - “ : “ . . . e
‘ for marrxed coup1es more than f1ve hundred doIIars per month Tab]e

2- 12 shows the d1str1but1on of reg1strants by 1ncome 1eve1 Those reg1s-

trants W1th income Ieve]s be]ow two' hundred dol]ars per month may not be o

Ie11g1b1e for Canadian pens1ons ) év

ITABLE 2-12

| NUMERICAL AND ERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR
. ff_; REGISTRANTS BY INCOME LEVEL (N 3215)

© Under $200- $2oo-$299‘. ,.5300_$399 : ,$4oo-$499; ~ Over $500
% 12§9‘_,,,;~'¥"589 L 391"-.' o
3 4.3 S e 2 T
'_fData sts1ng 73 1;.v L .;Sburce: SRSR i "(:5 tht" |

Income data 1n th1s fonn however, are not re11ab1e measures of an

B v1nd1v1dua] s f1nanC1a1 weL?—be1ng Often, these stat1st1cs do not

36

E .'1nc1ude 1ncome from other sources, such as’ sav1ngs bonds and rea] estate,- '

cthat thea@eg1strant may‘own In add1t1on, some of these data were recor- C

| - ded 1n 1975 and 1976 and have not been updated Current]y, the SRSR

| Hous1ng Registry 15 co]]ect1ng more comp]ete 1nformat1on regard1ng the .
By

"f1nanc1a1 status of the reg1strants Th1s process, however was 1n1t1a- :
| ;ted after the data were comp11ed for th1s thes1s F1na11y, the 1ncome .},, L
'”f"ffcategor1es were determ1ned by the Soc1ety 1n few 1nstances were the S

*“*-NIJabsqute stat1st1cS ava1]ab1e For these reasons, I1tt1e empha51s W111

t 'be pIaced on th1s stat1st1c as a determ1nant of hous1ng need

fTab]e 2 13 sﬁbws the dlstr1but1on of reg1strants by month]y rent

’”5”f7Th1s summary represents Iess than f1fty percent of the tota] samp]e of

]

Qﬂ

the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry than pr1or to Ju]y 1977

R renters (N 2 052) These data are be1ng co]]ected more r1gorously now by

S Wy e et B VR S il
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~Only thirty-five percent'of registrants pay rents of less than one

hundred and f1fty doI]ars per month. WTth~nearTy seyentyethree'perCent'

of thfihutﬁ“kggnstrants s1ng]e (s1ng]e and ever- marr1ed) those'totaTTy_ A

-

I»T1c pens1ons for the1r income must pay dwsproport1onate
if'1ncome for: housang The med1an rent paid by the tota]

ﬁfhundred and seventy four dollars. per month

TABLE 2- I3

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF
SRSR REGISTRANTS BY MONTHLY RENT

R

$100-5149 -*,51504$199‘:‘ $200-3249‘r Cover§250 N\
w3 3 ;-f 92 ‘
7329 2e T 90
v}s1ng =1, 035 ‘.'j\np_ .-Source: SRSR
As ancome 1ncreases, the 1nc1dence of ererTy peopIe 11v1ng 1n - ‘--‘j_‘

| tsingTe f8 1y dwe111ngs 1ncreases Forty one- percent of reg1strants with

to, or 1n excess of f1ve hundred doTIars per month I1ve '
1n s1ng1e fam11y dweII1ngs compared to a sampIe average of th1rty- |

three percent

Aga1n as 1ncome 1ncreases, the frequency of sen1or c1t1zens I1v1ng_if<f[ Lo

w1th a fama]y member decreases S1xty e1ght percent of the reg1strants;v R
T R

who stated they 11vedw1ththe1r fann]yreported 1ncomes of Tess than
three hundred do]]ars per month Th1s suggests that reasons for T1v1ngf'
w1th a fam11y member are more d1rect1y reIated to Iow 1ncomes and the

h1gh cost of hous1ng than to a des1re on the part of the erer]y peopTefi L

to I1ve w1th the1r ch11dren | If?; 35*REJ_"1IIf-5f ffff";?fg;n_;if'fohf_,;ST:fan;

| As 1nd1cated 1n Chapter I e]der]y peopIe are more suscept1b1e to a



[

‘Z;'elder]y popu]at1on was ma]e Thus;‘?emales represent a d1sproport1on-}r{,ilik“f*f“

"'75;(51;ty f1ve to seventy four years) who 1arge1y descr1be themse]ves asc

,fate]y large segment of the demandlpopu]at1on

var1ety of chron1c a11ments than any. other age group. But to many, these

prob]ems become a way of 11fe and many are ab]e to- adJust the1r 11fe-,‘

of s1ck o]d peop]e comes to many peop]e H m1nds a p1cture that 1s not

'by facts Near]yvs1xty -nine percent of the SRSR reg1strants '

supportwf

that sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng ho1ds for 1é§ res1dents and potent1a] res1-»

_ dents is not or1ented sole]y around hea1th prob]ems, as would»be eXpected

: 1n nurs1ng care or aux111ary hosp1ta1s

CONCLUSIONS

Lw

Th1s chapter has descr1bed the soc1o econom1c character1st1cs of

B the sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng demand populat1on 1n Edmonton Severa] d1f- ,>
"l.ferences between the demand populatlon and the tota] Edmonton sen1or

: ‘._;c1t1zen popu]at1on have been d1scovered and are summar1zed be]ow

: More women apply for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng than men. Qver s1xty

i percent of the R Group and nearly seventy percent of the R&S Group are

;”n- fema]e By comparlson, 1n 1976 forty f1ve\percent of Edmonton s tota]

Over one ha]f of the reg1strat1ons are made by young e]derﬂy peop]e S

’ 1

i».fihreglstrants The mean age of the!R Group 1s 73 3 years and 72 3 years

‘ Desp1te these facts, the SRSR reg1strants are general]y older than j¢ﬂf}

styles accord1ng]y When one refers to senior. c1t1zen hous1ng, a p1cture :

- .738v_

: reported that they were 1n good hea]th On1y twenty e1ght percent repor-':ns‘:

ted hea]th prob1ems that restr1cted the1r mob111ty Thus, the attract1on'1..f

'“v;fjffbe1ng in good hea]th Ma]ewreg1strants»are genera]]y o]der than fema]e'-ttffﬁ'.

S .




”"*i}t'i11ng 1ncreases and of 11v1ng wrth a fam11y member decreases Althoggh

y-vcent of the R&S Group

|
o
!

'-'the c1ty e1der]y popu]at1on For examp]e, in 1976 over th1rty-f1ve

percent of. the tota] c1ty e1der1y popu]at1on was under seventy years of

\,‘1

age compared to twenty f1ve percent of the R Group and twenty seven per-

':uJ

A]most seventy percent of the ma]e reg1strants 15 marr1ed comparedr'

to only th1rty percent of the fema]e reg1strants S1xty three percent

"of the reg1strants have exper1enced a break an; the mar1ta1 bond thnpugh

ht»wwdowhood separat1on or d1vorce Speare (1970) found that mob111ty ; .

o

‘ among the e]der]y 1ncreasesé¥hen th1s bond is broken By compar1son, 1n R
_ 1976 over f1fty percent of the c1ty s, tota1 e]der]y populat1on was:

V""marr1ed and on]y th1rty~seven percent was w1dowed

OVer f1fty percent of the SRSR reg1strants 11ve in apartments and

- :‘rd1ffer s1gn1f1cant1y from those in a report prepared by the Edmonton f-.,n ‘
"Soc1a] SerV1ces Department (1978, p 59) wh1ch states that 1n 1971 over.k.

n"rﬁfs1xty f1%e percent of the c1ty S e]der]y 11ved 1n s1qg]e fam11y dwe111ngs

%:i'and ]ess than one th1rd of the e]derh popu]at1on 11ved 1n apartments |

On]y 28 6 percent of the reg1strants own the1r accannodat1on wh11e

| jf;have 1ower pens1ons than men makes them ftﬁanc1a1]y vu]nerab]e 1n a

'fhexh1b1t very low rates of home ownership In contrast, 1n 1971, approx-
'5vf1mate1y s1xty-swx percent of the c1ty s elderly owned the1r accommodat1on

‘ff;;(Edmonton Soc1a1 Serv1ces, 1978 p 59)

9 PR

1,, LT : . S D G
As 1ncome 1ncreases, the 1nc1dence of 11v1ng 1n a s1ng]e fam11y dwe]-{g-gg; -

39

Ve

. th1rty three percent 11ve in. s1ng1e fam11y dwe1]1ngs These stat1st1cs _:fvvi“”’*

”f_,'s1xty f1ve percent rent Th1s coup]ed w1th the fact that women genera11y ,“;;fffﬁi

Vot s 2 i 2.

"f._fbouyant hous1ng market Rough]y forty ~six. pergent of the marr1ed reg1s-h:'f';fjhfh

:;{ ftrants own the1r homes, s1n91e separated and d1v0r§§f reglstrants ?f}ffjj”fnfv¢-~kﬂ



'
" Xt

almost seventy-three percent of the registfants are singie (single
and ever4marriéd) and dependent‘on»government pensions for all or.most

of their 1ncane, only th1rty -five percent of the reg1strants pay rents

of less than one hundred and f1fty dollars per month..

. From th1s research, 1t appears that demand for subsidized senior
c1t1zen housing 1s most 11ke1y to occur among single females (s1ng1e
and ever-marr1ed) ‘and among renters. Marr1ed coup]es exh1b1t hlgher

[

“rates of home ownershlp and have h1gher 1ncomes than do s1ng]es The

compan1onsh1p of a spouse’/the w1sh for pr1vacy and for 1ndependence,

are most likely otherrfactors ‘which-limit the attract1veness_of senior

citizen housing to married people. -

40
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CHAPTER III |

LOCATIONAL ANALYSIS OF DEMAND AND SUPPLY OF SENIOR
' CITIZEN HOUSING

| INTRODUCTI‘ON .
In a.1974 study conducted by senior c1t1zens in Edmonton caTIed
| »"0perat1on New Roof", it was. reconmended strong]y that hous1ng projects
be Tocated throughout the city 1n order that more sen1or C1t1zen; could
rema1n in fam111ar settings when they moved to senlor c1tlzen housing.
: The researchers found that senior citizens were re]uctant to move away
from ne1ghbourhoods in which they had T1ved for: many years and 1n which
| they had deve]oped soc1aT ties. Th1s fee11ng\was}preva]ent among both

home owners. and renters..

The purpose of th1s chapter is to ana]yze the spatial Tocat1on and )
spat1a1 preferences of the sen1or c1t1zen housing demand popuTat1on The
spat1a] d1str1but1on of the SRSR reg1strants in the c1ty will be exam1ned
‘ to determ1ne the degree to wh1ch the ex1st1ng sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

;opportun1t1es corre]ate w1th th1s d1str1but1on By ana]yz1ng the regis-
'trants cho1ces for senior: c1t1zen hous1ng prosects in the c1ty, the unr;t

versa11ty of the "Operat1on New Roof" f1nd1ngs w111 be tested

o SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE DEMAND POPULATION '

F1gure 3 1 shows the d1str1but1on of SRSR reg1strants 1n Edmonton by"
census tract. Reg1strants are concentrated in the downtown area of the
. c1ty and in older ne1ghbourhoods Tocated on both s1des of the North
Saskatchewan River. With few except1ons, the Tocat1on of SRSR reg1strants
_in Edmonton adheres to a d1stance -decay model: as d1stance from the

C.B.D. 1ncreases, the number of reg1strants decreases The outlineﬁplan
v - S

41



- FIGURE 3-1

DISTRIBUTION OF SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING DEMAND o
- POPULATION IN EDMONTON BY CENSUS TRACT .-

~

tv ‘Scale 1:250,000

:
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Sowcet SRSRV'Housing:Regis'try

:V' |
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) .
Sve

areasareaImostdevoidé;t“SRSR senior c1t12en houSIng regIStrants

Golant (1972) stat that SInce there is a grow1ng treuj to con-
struct hou51ng types/that ref]ect the d1ver51ty of needs encountered
throughout the- IIfe cyc]e in new syburban areas, the e]derly are able to
Tive 1n apartments away from the downtown area Census tract 1is a.
good examp]e of thIS S1tuat10n ThIs tract contaIns a large pr0port10n
| ~of mu1t1p1e famIly dwe1]1ng unIts and as a resu]t houses a hIgher num-

: ber of reQIStrants than would be ant1c1pated in a theoret1ca1 dIStance-3

_ decay model

" ee. TMBLE 3-]

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF
" SRSR REGISTRANTS (N= 3215) BY DISTRICT S

0

District f-'. S ;Number of Regtstrants' r.Percentage of Total

[ Central -~ - " ‘yp5. Coee3290
I -Central-North =~ = 418 L B0
ST North - o gy . 5.4
IV West . 364 11,3
V' Southwest e 393 12.2
. VI _Southeast ~. . - 53 . 1627
L VII ~Olt- Of-Town I» o 254 “t" 7.9 :
' Data MISSIng 20" (0 6 percent) Ig,iﬁ “', Source SRSR ;

: Tab]e 3 1 1ends further support to the dIStance decay mode] des-jxt o
‘rIIcrIbed above The Centra1 d15tr1ct accounts for a]most one- thIrd of the :

jtota] number of hou51ng regIstrants wh1ch 15 more than the two d1$tr1ctsf\‘
'f south of ‘the North Saskatchewah R1ver In add1t10n, the dIStr1ct north ,

= of the CNR tracks accounts for on]y f1ve percent of the tota] number of

"'vregistrants

o SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES B

F19ures 3 2 and 3- 3 respectIvely, show the ]ocatIOn of se]f-con-_
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co FIGURE 3.2

LOCATION OF SELF- CONTAINED SENIOR cmzm
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. (;b , |
»_ta1ned unlt and Iodge sen1or c1t1zen hods1ng proaects in the c1ty SeIfJ d
' conta1ned un1t progects are: scattered throughout the. city,. aIthough the
pmaJortty are s1tuated north of . the r1ver Large prOJects, or those W1th
'more than ‘two hundred un1ts:\are e1ther ]ocated in Centra] D1str1ct or’ |
'f,a]ong maJor roadways (1 e. Meadowcroft 1s Iocated near the St AIbert
v,Tra1I and Westmount Shopp1ng Centre) ',The one except1on 1s Strathcona'
JVIPIace, Iocated on Un1versaty Avenue Th1s prOJect is 51tuated adprox1—‘o
Imater three and one haIf bIocks fran whyte Avenue wh1ch is the nearest

|
4.maJor shopp1ng area for res1dents of th1s proaect

Lodge accommodat1on 1s ne1ther as preva]ent nor as evenIy d1str1bu— o
‘:;ted throughout the c1ty, as seIf conta1ned accommodat1on The reason for

}the former s1tuat1on 1s that there 1s far Iess demand for Iodge accommo-

'_'dat1on than there is. for se]f contalned EIderIy peopIe w1sh to reta1n

. the1r 1ndependence for as Iong as p0551b1e and by far the maJor1ty prefer f *
'%r{to prepara the1r own meaIs Lodge accommodatton 1s des1gned to meet the

'J;needs of peop]e who are st1II ab]e to care for themseres but who had to

;qdhave thelr meaIs prov1ded PeopIe who request ]odge accommodat1on gener- Itff7'}‘
ﬂ;aIIy are oIder than those who appIy for se]f-conta1ned un1ts and have a e
T'fh1gher 1nc1dence of health and mob111ty probIems than the Iatter group

}(SRSR Hou51ng Reg1stry)
| '“”fSPATIéélDISIRIBUTION OF DEMAND VERSUS SUPPLY AT

Tables 3 2 and 3 3 respect1ve1y show the d1str1but1on of hou51ng

: demand and hous1ng supp]y by d1str1ct and by accommodat1on type 1n the

-;}city A more deta11ed anaIys1s of these stat1st1cs at the census tract B

S

‘ scaIe 1s presented in Append1x A..

D1str1cts I and II account for over f1fty percent of the c1ty -
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: jdemand for self- conta1ned un1ts and conta1n roughTy th1rty f1ve percent

'-of the c1ty S seTf conta1ned un1t hous1ng stock In add1t10n, these two A
P

: d1str1cts account for more than forty f1ve percent of the demand for :

Iodge accomnodat1on and conta1n Tess than: n1neteen percent of the c1ty s

-~

: totaT of th1s hous1ng type North D1str1ct accounts for a very smaTT
.1percentage of the totaT in- c1ty demand for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng and yet
| "conta1ns nearIy eTeven percent of the city's. seIf conta1ned un1ts and ‘ 
“ over twenty f1ve percent of the c1ty S Todge beds West Dtstr1ct is ////
B 51m1TarTy over stocked 1t has over twenty f1ve percent of both the,
”: C1ty s seTf conta1ned un1ts and Todge beds and accounts for onTy th1rteen
‘ fpercent of the totaT demand > ~ o '
o TABLE 3= 2 S .
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL CITYa
. NREGISTRATIONS BY ACCOMMODATION TYPE AND BY DISTRICT
SR . o » At = S
\ 1;Dlstr1ct °;: f_Lf‘” SeTf Conta1néd 'v"*»<~ ‘Lodge_:f .
T fCentraI o ‘v39903' ;-”}‘jﬁss 47‘”1' TI'GG'A_QiT.l{c29,3IFf
SRR & CentraT North -382 o4 36 . 1600
LMD North 0160 sl90 o Yg g
IV West 7‘3f1 - ,334%jj*;3*~ﬁ12,3 300 133
VJ;”,V.°.'SOUthweSt L Jj_ 369;f;"'””sTls;G.uv»-Vn;-24bﬂgﬂvarg'10;7 »
VL ;outheast 'v_t'k.48]f*" : "‘le?zfqﬂ ? 55;§_;. 7*'24i45‘
Tfii:TOTAL "uf[v 27165jf:f 1oo o;?'l’.hfZZSfjr“;t:;]oo;o’a_a=*-'- ~
"rf.Data M1ss1ng 20 RS Source SRSR ” R

fj, aa does not 1ncTude out of town reg1strants

AnaTyses to test the correTat1on between the Iocat1on of demand for faﬁ}]}-*"

t?'sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng and suppTy of hous1ng un1ts by accommodat1on type |

'V'[and by census tract were made ' The percentage of the total c1ty demand

,popuTat1on in each census tract was correTated w1th the percentage of the

-totaI c1ty suppTy of hous1no unidein each trarf Frn b Tadma mt & o



.
o CIMLE 3.3 |
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SENIOR CITIZEN
' HOUSING UNITSb BY ACCOMMODATION TYPE AND BY: DISTRICT -
. . R ) . .
District ,"‘.~“ Self- Conta1ned - lodge _ R
AR L - Number ‘Percentage Number - Percentage
ST Central 103 300 - 52 g7
I Central-North 180 5.2 60 . 10
1T North - _¢372, ' - 10,8 - 180 1 26.9
IV " West -~ .- 885 . 25.6 o161 - 27.0
..V Southwest | 633 183 0 o 65 - 10.9
VI Southeast 382 . j02  gg 1%
TOTAL: '-'34587‘ 1000 596 - 1ooo |
VN'Yb 1nc1udes prOJects wh1ch are, in. operat1on, under construct1on e
~ and’ p]anned i .
T Source A]berta Hous1ng and Pub11c
e C tfv, WOrks, 1978

conta1ned accommodat1on For se]f—conta1ned accommodat1on the 1ocat1on '
- of demand Versus supp]y for unlts was h1gh1y corre]ated (r~'4632) and

"was S1gn1f1cant at h1gher than the 01 ]eve] of conf1dence The s1tua- H\

Tt

- t1on for lodge beds was qu1te d1fferent the 1ocat1on of demand versus

o , supp]y was nét s1gn1f1cant and exh1b1ted a low corre]at1on (r- 0168) ;A

C:

'“:A{further test was made to detenn1ne 1f the ]ocat1on of the demand pOPUIa"f :
.'fft1on f0r self conta1ned un1t accommodat1on corre1ated w1th that for : 'v
vt_f;;lodge beds The two hous1ng type demand populat1on ]ocat1ons were hgghlyinIvf'
'UiIffcorre]ated (r- 8070) and s1gn1f1cant at h1gher than the 01 Ievel of |

Co s
- E N
o - .

In summary, a]though there are areas 1n the c1ty where there are ?j’

ili:flocat1on of demand versus supply is h1gh1y corre]ated As there are o
'f~jfew 1odges in. the C1ty, and demand for these 1s re]at1ve1y low compared |

e fto se]f-conta1ned un1ts, 1t wou]d be d1ff1cu1t, and most 11ke1y unecono-gtf

48

| -ﬁfh1gh concentrat1ons of senior c1t1zen se1f—conta1ned hous1ng un1ts the\ "vf'f{fﬂ,
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m1ca1 to d1str1bute the un1ts 1n a3 manner wh1ch 1s more c]ose]y
a11gned to the 1ocat1on of the demand popu]at1on F1na11y, %%e 1oca-
: t1on of the demand populat1ons for both hous1ng types 1n the c1ty 15

h1gh1y corre]ated

REGISTRANTS' LOCATIONAL PREFERENCES

- Ne1ghbourhood Preferences -:ﬂ‘ ‘:’ : SRR "t ,'Afv.ad:~ 'V~f§;'.

Thus far the ana]ys1szof SRSR reg1strants demand for sen1or )

B &

- } c1t1zen hous1ng has accepted the assumpt1on that reg1strants w1sh to

: remain in a fam111ar ne1ghbourhood when they move- to sen1or c1t1zen

:hous1ng However on c]oser exam1nat1on of the reg1strants' responses to :_y

i.the quest1on, "In what part of the c1ty would you prefer to 11ve?", the .

AYSRSR reg1strants appear to be 1ess r1g1d in the1r preference than the f,,'ﬁ
_’?fgroup surveyed 1n the "0perat1on New Roof" Study Only four percent of
‘Hjtthe SRSR reg1strants stated that they wou]d prefer to rema1n in the1r

tfgyown ne1ghbourhood

‘ F1fty-n1ne percent of the reg1strants d]d not have a ne1ghbourhood
ft; preference or d1d not state that they had one (Tab]e 3 4) Th1s : L
3.f;stat1st1c may be 1nterpreted 1n many ways, none of wh1ch is fu]]y sat1s- :i RIS
;., :'f 1\ people are w1111ng to move anywhere to secure hous1ng at
R a reasonab]e cost (R e : o o
"5:~3 2)g”peop1e do not- perce1ve Edmonton as large enough to be ;~ﬂftf*} *5tf:hytf;f
~concerned about Tocation as they are able to move: about} P T P

C.the city relatively: easily. w1th an adequate pub]1c
ke transportat1on system, a e . o

\».,3):"peop1e may be afra1d to state a 1ocat1ona1 preference e
. for fear that it may bias their chances for securing- LSRR PR
.',hous1ng in a district. they have ot se]ected as, the1r L

- first. cho1ce,vd,, ~ o SRR

,‘ 4) peoples' preferences for dlstr1cts may be b1ased by thef:p}f»’
e locat1on of hou51ng opportun1t1es, , x




9, ) -
\ \

: Y -

> 5);;peop]e have moyed- from a home fhey owned to another

"»}‘ ‘reSIdenge prior to request1ng hous1ng ass1stance (See
Chapter IV); and | _

"'; 6) 'the data were’not coTIected- S L | é
TabTe 3 4 shows the ne1ghbourhoods and areas] of the c1ty whwch

-rece1ved at Teast twenty ment1ons from the reg1strants The rema1n1ng

' A325 ment1ons were shared by over one hundred other ne1ghbourhoods in the

_ C1ty Near]y twenty seven percent of the reg1strants who stated a
’preference were.very genera] in that they chose to 11ve in a partlcuTar
| quadrant of the c1ty rather than spec1fy1ng a ne1ghbourhood 1n that qua-),
‘ .drant Note shoqu be made that onTy f1ve reg1strants 1nd1cated a pre- - |
B ‘ference for T1v1ng in the east sect1on of the c1ty These peopTe account\\\\'fia.‘

,;for 1ess than one percent of the totaT SRSR reg1strants e

TABLE 3 4

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR
REGISTRANTS BY NEIGHBOURHOOD PREFERENCE

'

'7»NEIGHB°”R“°°D/AREA TVZIf»”C;"”::'; NUMBER | fPERCENTfOF;TQTAL'*:’“'

-,-No Preference/not stated R 1906 : {l}f;T: 59,3 .-
. City Centre ;‘f,U '¥7f77fE lfgi{" i'x ;376TE"f,:a fy 1 7n,=f'fu
~ North S T g T
_ItlSouth N {5ﬁni};5;;ﬁ’}'Lfg129:f.,,QT:{:f5.4 o
'ftNorwood ‘1v'1_T;"‘>_'gf,-’;7;fjf7‘M5'361VEfI453;s;*'].]T,f;gf*
Westmount e
~_:_.-'Jasper' PIace ‘:O_:gf773U‘ .af ;.TTTATI;:'éo'IEI'i f=f[°'o 5’;:;I BN
f:‘RemaInder of. Ne1ghbourhoods e 325;f‘:;, 10 1 ‘.fff;fi;'ue'.gfjﬁ:j,jj

CToTAL :‘"f“!4 : T* ';31*jfj--"14]321511'f“ g'“'jOO;q

-7 o Source: SRSR - HRETOESRL
1. These areas do not correspond'with:the‘District?boundaries'adopted“7'*1“:
' in th1s thes1s , S e e T

TRV TR ) e
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o - . | é?. ,' . . Nv _ D -
qtﬁz TabTe 3-5 shows the d1str1but1on of reg1strants by ne1ghbourhood
~5preferences for those areas that recetved at Teast TOO ment1ons Over

;Ihan of the reg1strants who stated they woqu T1ke to T1ve 1n the down-

town area, Ttve 1n D1str1ct I - a totaTwof seventy-e1ght percent T1ve on Qk
';the north s1de of the c1ty The f1nd1ngs are: s1m11ar for the other |

.‘areas over e1gbty three percent of the reg1strants present]y res1de on

”i‘the same- s1de of the North Saskatchewan R1ver as the area they seTected

These stattst1cs suggest that the maJor1ty of peOpTe prefer to rema1n on e

. the same s1de of the River and for the most part are not as concerned |

R P S SR

h ‘about in wh1ch ne1ghbourhood on that s1de they I1ve

TABLE 3 5

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR REGISTRANTS BY
NEIGHBOURHOOD PREFERENCES AND BY DISTRICT‘ |

Nelghbourhood = ::’h' DISTRICT - 3]‘ L TOTALi;, :
A»Preference j-“.',Ie,” II III‘Q2 ,IVﬁv-_,V - VI ,VIL‘~

| City Centre 5.2 8.0 “6.2 9.4 3.7 9.1 83 1000 o
MWest . 402 1150 4.9 295 0.8 5.7 7.4..°100.0 .

.,,North; .ﬂ};"1=36,7 ;26,9 11 9 7.7 .30 47 9.0 1000
swth 91 16 20 3~9“35,8Af 2.3 5.2 1000

:fHous1ng PrOJect Preference . s T } , :
‘ E1ghty s1x percent of the SRSR reg1strants have app11ed to at Teast
;fone hou51ng proaect wh1Te onTy th1rty—n1ne percent have made app11cat1ons
-ito MOre than one prOJect UnTess a preference for a part1cuTar proaect
f;was 1nd1cated on.- a regtstrant s abstract the f1rst two proaects T1sted

fﬁto wh1ch the reg1strant had made app11cat1on, were coded

TabTe 3- 6 shows those proaects wh1ch rece1ved at Teast f1fty ment1ons

as. the1r f1rst cho1ce proaects These eTeven bu1T-} f;rtﬁ_f*i?o§

4{Percent_of;the;dGMand the remainder is dtstr1-iffi':33f'
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. . _ , i _ ,
buted among forty -sSeven other sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng progects

Cons1stent w1th the f1nd1ngs regardlng ne1ghbourhood preferences, f

_ the maJor1ty of reg1strants request hous1ng that is 1ocated on the same

r51de of the North Saskatchewan River as they present]y re51de W1th

few except1ons demand for a part1cu]ar prOJect 1s greatest in the

D1str1ct 1n wh1ch the proJect is located and 1n D1str1cts 1mmed1ate1y

'adJacent Th1s is espec1a1]y true for the P1oneer Place Norwood e
) Go]der Manor and Canora Gardens hous1ng deve]opments Rough]y seventy
'A.,percent of the demand for these prOJects orwg1nates in the D1str1ct 1n
”»wh1ch~the proJect 1s 1ocated ANl three were des1gned and bu11t to |

-: serve the needs of the sen1or Cﬁt1zens 11v1ng in the 1nmed1ate ne1ghbour-

)

| hood surroundwng the'prOJects and reg1strants 1n these areas were to be

*g1ven f1rst pr1or1ty in theja]]ocat1on of un1ts 1" ‘

.°<'.-—.
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No proaect in Bﬁstr1ct III recéTVed f1fty ment1ons ThJS may be ::F:"’

1part1y exp1a1ned by the fact that the Greater Edmonton Foundat1on |
1:operates the maJor1ty of the un1ts 1n th1s area and many sen1or C1t1zens |
i»make applicat1on to the Foundat1on d1rect1y rather than reg1ster1ng at i;ff5"
f';the Soc1ety As we]], pr1vate1y-operated hous1ng proaects 1n th1s area

'f;jappeal to a 11m1ted c11ente1e (1 e Po11sh Veterans Home 1n chk1nsf1e1d
'/:,and Emmanue] Home 1n Be]vedere) Po]1sh and Dutch people respect1ve1y, |
’fiiare more 11ke1y to be attracted to those proJects and may prefer to make

aﬂ app11cat1on d1rect1y to these hou81ng author1t1es, as they become known ks
' SR

: fof thTS s1tuat1on 1s the Ch1nese Elders Manston 1n D1str1ct I

1“f;to them through the1r church and socia] aff111ations Another examp]e ,f77‘*:1

Yv Meadowcroft 1s an except1on to the genera] rules proved to be true>? '

'f;of the demand for th1s pro:ect or1g1nates fran the north s1de of the 7

: ;of the other senior c1t1zen hous1ng developments A]thougﬁ the maJor1ty/l?rﬂ .

Agaidic
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hiver,ilegs than'twelve percent comes from Diétrict”iv and over thirty
.‘percentacomesftrom:the south side ofathehRiver. 'The'reaéon for' this
'mayfhe due to the>project'§ attractive Tocation. It is s1tuated less
'fthan two - b]ocks away from a maJor shopp1ng centre and is c1ose to a
:hcentral bus depot. Pe0p1e may be more w11]1ng to forgo ]1v1ng in a fam-

iliar neighbourhood to 11ve in a proaect_that is.so c1ose to serv1ces.

v

- Second cho1ce projects tended to have a lower percentage of people
K

=+ from the area 1n wh1chfthe proaect is 1ocated than first cho1ce proaects

¢

- for examp]e, on]y e1ghteen percent of' the reg1strants who app11ed to |
Strathcona P]ace as a second cho1ce res1ded in D1str1ct V and on1y forty-
three percent res1ded on the south S1de The one except1on was Al

hSa1nts Cathedral C]ose F1fty three percent of the reg1strants who c1ted

Ca thrs project as the1r‘§econd chovce res1ded in D1str1ct I, -

. 'h‘ g CONCLUSIONS

0

The 1ocat1on of thiijzz%orhC1t1zen hous1ﬁg demand p0pu1at1on exh1-

b1ted the character1st1c a d1stance-decay mode1 As d1stance from
b the C.B.D. 1ncreases the numbers of pe0p1e demand1ng senior, c1t1zen rﬁ\

. hous1ng accommodat1on‘decreases

Despite the concentration of >¢1f-contained housing projects .in some

'“‘parts of the city, the -locatj he demand population for this type3

of accommodation and the loca

] of hous1ng un1ts 1s correlated and
dsignif1cant at h1gher than 01 level of conf1dence Th1s means that the '%~h
d1str1but1on of hous1ng units 1n the city reflects the 1ocation of the o
\demand popu]ation However, 1odge accunnodation 15 not as. we11 situated
The supply of, beds does not reflect the d1stribut1on,of demand 1n ‘the

city. ‘Since demand.is ]imitedwfor this type of housing,(re]atlve,to:



o

self-contalned accommodatlon) and is d1str1buted throughout the c1ty,
Vit s un11ke1y that it -would be- econom1ca1 to 1ocate 1odge accommodat1on
‘1n a manner which is more closgly a11gned w1th the demand populat1on

. locat1on One. way “this problem m1ght be overcome 1s to prov1de Todge "
~beds in a11 se]f conta1ned hous1ng prOJects As the locat1on of the. |
two demand p0pu1at1ons is highly correlated this means that where there
is demand for se]f conta1ned un1t accommodatfon there is Tikely to be
hdemand for ]odge accommodat1on Further 1mp11cat1ons of comb1n1ng the

A

two types 0 accannodat1on 4n a prOJect will be exam1ned 1n Chapter IV
i

Un11ke the "0perat1on New Roof" Study (1974), the SRSR reg1strants

“do not appear to be rlg1d in their hou51ng 1ocat1on preferences Analy-
(@S .
sis of the1r ne1ghbourhood preferences and hous1ng arogect preferences

} <1nd1cated that the North Saskatchewan R1ver was the maJor barr1er

| _'reg1strants w1shed to remain on the’ same s1de ‘of the R1ver as they

’ f'presently res1ded Th1s f1nd1ng underscores the need to study those whof

tare app]y1ng “for hous1ng separate from the e]derly popu]at1on as a who]ei y
i The "Operat1on New Roof" Study d1d not d1fferent1ate between peop149Who .
were act1ve1y seek1ng sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng and those who were not |
’For thws reason, the des1re to rema1n in a familiar nelghbourhood came ’
ccout much more strong1y among "Operat1on New Roof" respondents (predom1n--¥:
.'jjant1y homeowners) than it d1d among SRSR respondents (predominant1y :'_'

'renters)




CHAPTER\IV‘

o

SPATIAL AND ASPATIAL FACTORS AFFECTING SATISFACTION WITH SENIOR

4 . CITIZEN HoUSING S

/}T - | INTRODUCTION |

| Th1s chapter examines the locat1on o( senwor citizen ‘housing in the
,context of the res1dents access1b111ty to family and friends and to N
| ‘des1red services and amenities. Part1cuf§r attention is focused on- deter-
m1n1ng the re]at1ve 1mportance res1dents p]aced on the spat1a] compared |
to- the aspat1a1 character1st1cs of the1r accomnodat1on This . 1nformat1on

was acqutred through the adm1n1strat1on of an 1nterv1ew survey

THE INTERVIEH SURVEY

| Se]ectlon of the Studx Areas .

Two pr1nc1paq factors contr1buted to the dec1s1on to select K1wan1s

‘Place and Meadowcroft for study (See Plates 4 1 to 4- 4) F1rst1y, ﬁﬁ;

: res1dents of these two prOJects accounted for over f1fty percent of the
: SRSR regvstrants who already 11ved 1n sentor c1t1zen hous1ng but who had

,placed the1r names on other hous1ng wa1t1ng ]1sts “The author W1shed to S

‘determtne 1f th1s f1nd1ng was a ref]ectlon of -a genera] d1ssat1sfact1on .
';among res1dents of the respectlve houswng proaects ‘
k Second1y, K1wanws P]ace’and Meadowcroft are s1m1]ar in many respects
(Tab]e 4 1). Fac111t1es prov1ded on each site are good and are comparab]e
,ﬂln qua11ty By ho]d1ng such aspat1a1 factors as the type of bu1]d1ng,
.s1ze of proaect, age f bu11d1ng and rent schedu]es constant, it 1s
p0551h1e to focus atte tion on the res1dents evaluat1on of their housing
i w1th respect to the nelghbourhood sett1ng If K1wan1s P]ace and Meadow-

croft differed s1gn1f1»ant1y in these aspat1a1<characteristics. it would

56
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"--'V*éw of Meadowcroft from Rear of BuildihQ,ShOang‘

PLA,TE : 4-,‘3"1-

- View of MéadowcrOft from ]35{Strqet‘

PLATE 4.4

 the Parking Lot
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be d1ff1cu1t to determ1ne the degree to wh1ch these attributes affec-

ted sat1sfact1on w1th the spat1a1 characterlst1cs o
R 1
COMPARISON OF. SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS .
OF KIWANTS PLACE AND MEADOWCROFT : c oA
'«.4K1wan1s Place e Meadowcroft
. highrise building R | . 'highrise bu11d1ng |
. Tixed rent schedu]e Y ., fixed rent schedule ;3’
- Opened 1972 - ~. . . opened 1972
. publtc operation (Greater _.,priVate‘nOn-profit operation,-f
Edmonton ‘Foundation) . B
. both Todge and se]f— . only se]f conta1ned
conta1ned units units T -
. 2nd largest prOJect Lo -‘,']argest"project ﬁn city . ’
in city R SN
. 272 bachelor units - - .'308 bache]or un1ts L

68 one-bedroom units .  © - . 112 one- bedroom units
45 single lodge units « I ,
3 doub1e Todge units .

© The Study Areas"y_' o T :pjae o

‘:'_F1gure 4 1 shows the 1ocat1on of Meadowcroft and of K1wan1s P]ace in

"the city and in the1r respect1ve ne1ghbourhoods of woodcroft and 011ver

,'WOOdCFOft is a res1dent1a1 ne1ghbourhood that was deve]oped 1n the ear]y '

,";‘s1xt1es 0]1ver 1s an- 1nner c1ty ne1ghbourhood that was deve]oped dUr1ng 1E"' 

N ‘the tWent1es and ear]y th1rt1es

Near]y seventeen percent of WOodcroft res1dents are sen1or c1t1zens

o compared to approx1mate1y twenty percent of 011ver res1dents Between | 1 .
5'1971 and 1976 the wOodcroft area exper1enced a dec11ne 1n the non e]derly ?1&,/5

' populatlon and a sharp 1ncrease 1n the e]der]y populat1on onée Meadow- o

;"_croft was opened The 011ver area however, exper1enced growth in both

- 'segments of ‘the popu]at1on durlng the same per1od Thqs, thevage;struceJ;a

”'5$g"iitof .

SRR
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ture of the woodcroft popu]at1on grew older through the 1mportat10n of
--sen1or c1t1zens into the’he1ghbourhood whereas the 011ver population

‘exper1enced a more natura1 ag1ng process

| F1gures 4-2.and 4 3 111ustrate the 1and use patterns 1n the two )
ne1ghbourhoods WOodcroft is compr1sed a]most exc]us1ve1y of s1ng]e

family dwe111ngs the on]y h1ghr1se in the area’ is Meadowcroft 011ver"
' EXh1b1tS a very h1gh popu]at1on dens1ty s1nce it conta1ns a 1arge num—

-~ ber of 1ow-r1se] and h1ghr1se mu1t1p1e fam11y dwe111ngs ,Few ofvthe

or1g1na] homes are st111 standlng

WOodcroft js_a stab1e community. Durﬁng the Tand use surVey_conducé“

ted in June 1978 no constructionract 1ty was observed “In the OTiver
’-jcommun1ty however there was cons1derab1e bu1]d1ng in the area espec}a]]y
k a]ong 116 street between 102 Avenue and 104 Avenue.. In add1t1on, several

of the o]der homes had been rehab111tated and converted into comnerc1a1

v ”’estab11shments or profess1ona1 off1ces Un11ke woodcroft the 011ver

.A;area 1s character1zed by a- “hodge podge" of land uses itise apparent

_'that the ne1ghbourhood 1s under cons1derab1e pressure for redeve]opment

011ver 1s surrounded on three s1des by commerc1a1 str1ps Jasper
eiand 104 Avenue and ]24 Street In WOodcroft there 1s one corner store

h} 1ocated on the corner of WOodcroft Avenue and 136 Street The remalnder

'Tfof the commerc1a1 act1v1ty 15 concentrated in the nor;hwest and northeast hh*

[

: jcorners of the ne1ghbourhood and to the squth in Westmount Shopp1ng

'»,Centre

The nature of the cunnerc1a1 act1v1ty located 1n the two ne1ghbour- B

- hoods is very d1fferent In Westmount Sh0pp1ng Centre there are both LT fdl[d

e

:71{: Defj"edhéfe aé'five;Storeysfor'less,:'_ e ’,,r.n.,~,;



 FIGURE 4-2
LAND USES IN' NEIGHBOURHOOD
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LAND USES IN NEIGHBOURHOOD
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,f speeia]tyaclothingAstores (which‘cater to younger age groups and mtdd]e_
to‘Upper-ineome 1eveis) and major cha1n department stores (Pennwngtons,
ZeT]ers WOodwards and Johnstone Walker) wh1ch serve the needs of the 3
o]der 1nd1v1dua1 Other than Safeway, there are no maJOr stores c]ose to-
| fK1wan1s P]ace * Clothing stores 1ocated a]ong 124 Street tend to be extre-
mely expens1ve and to attract a young to m1dd1e age c]1ente1e Other |
.examples of commerc1a1 activity in the area 1nc1ude a car dealersh1p,

,furnlture stores and spec1a1ty shops (1. e ant1ques, draper1es art and

’ crafts supp11es) Thus, a]though K1wan1s P]ace is s1tuated near commer--'

,c1a1 out]ets, few of these prov1de serv1ces wh1ch are read11y atta1nab]e

_'by a 1ow-1ncome o]der 1nd1v1dua] .

A]though the 011ver ne1ghbourhood has exper1enced a gradua] ag1ng of

o a 1arge proport1on of its popu1at1on th1s has not resu]ted in the
~'estab11shment of commerc1a] act1v1ty that serves the e]der1y Th1s '
‘s1tuat1on is unusua] for as Regn1er (1974b D. 35) remarks |
, -the percentage of e]der]y 11v1ng w1th1n a ne1ghborhood 1s
"“often an’ accurate measure of. ‘the. qua11ty of 1ife for older
people - 11v1ng in the area. :Not only is ne1ghbor1ng ‘enhanced,
_but social serv1ces, ‘retail shops that are oriented to the olderg}

. individual-are more common in ne1ghbourhoods w1th a h1gher
: v,concentrat1on of e]der]y

‘."Another pr1nc1pa1 d1fference between the two ne1ghbourhoods 1s the
.fnature of the street patterns WOodcroft exh1b1ts a curv111near street

'~pattern, whereas 011ver has the o]der gr1d pattern For thws reason the

1011ver ne1ghbourhéod exper1ences a great dea] of through traff1c part1-c_ r:%f~5’:'

‘,cularly a]ong 102 Avenue and 121 Street In woodcroft, 1]5 Avenue and

-

~139 Street are the only through roads 1n the ne1ghbourhood (Figure 4-2).;f

iThe f]ow of traff1c through Noodcroft 1s cons1derab]y ]ess than that ."

carr1ed by the boundary streets (118 Avenue, 142 Street and Groat Road)

(Unfortunately, no stat1st1cs were ava11ab1e for 102 Avenue and 121 Street

64



“in Qliver (Figure 4-3).

‘ Adm1n1strat1on of . the Survey

" The purpose of the survey was to determ1ne the 1mportance res1dents
p1aced on the 1ocat1on of the preject w1th respect to such factors as
"»the type of . nenghbourhood in wh1ch the progect was s1tuated and prox1m1ty
- to. fr1ends and re]at1ves. and to des1red serv1ces and amen1t1es A]though
some quest1ons were d1rected-toward the-1nterna1 env1ronment of“the pro-
-;ject‘(both physica1-andhs0cia1); empha51s was p]aced on the res1dents

- eva]uat1on of the env1ronment beyond the progect s1te

| In September of 1977 ‘the management of both K1wan1s Place and of
'Meadowcroft were contacted to ga1n perm1ss1on to conduct res1dent “inter-
V1ews.j In both cases, the management expressed concern for f%#&pr1vacy o
of thewr respect1ve res1dents and for th1s reason, wou]d not a11ow the |
fauthor to make personal contact w1th the res1dents Through comprom1se{
L'i’1t was agreed that a f11er2 exp1a1n1ng the ‘purpose of the survey could
}. be sent to the res1dents and that they- would respond 1f they were 1nter- ’

:ested in. part1c1pat1ng

e

To ensure the pr1vacy of the res1dents on1y the apartment num- *
ber1ng system was supp]1ed by the managers. A stf;t1ff§3 random samp1e o
;;1of one hundred and flfty apartments per progect was se]ected keep1ng the
:::;proport1on of bache]or and oneTbedroom umts3 equa1 to that of the .

J

frespect1ﬁprogect as a who]e FHers were sent to the apartments

;;1se1ected for study The re51dents were asked to comp]ete the form on the ;,:;f:

vquottom of the f11er and to return 1t by ma11 1n a stamped se]f addressed
f-enve]ope Two weeks after thxs 1n1t1a1 contact was made, a rem1nder was

,ema11ed to those who had not returned the1r form ‘r~x."**f';.ﬂdf _q;s¢1'71f{7!

b~12 A copy of the f11er 1s conta1ned nn Appendix B
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The response was 1ow. 0n1y n1nety two re51dents had responded after
the two 11, rs had been sent. In fact, the rem1nder encouraged on]y an |
add1t1o a%"ten peop]e to rep]y Of these n1nety -two - respondents, on]y
fortzfthree agreed to part1c1pate in the study 51xteen from K1wan1s ’

Place and twenty seven from Meadowcroft

‘These 1eve]s of response’1nd1cate the. necess1ty of contact1ng sen1or
c1t1zens in person rather than through 1mpersona1 means such as the ma11
Peop]e who te]ephoned to f1nd out more about the study were nervous at
f1rst and some were even annoyed However, after exp1a1n1ng in more
detall who was - conduct1ng the research and the uses to wh1ch 1t wou]d
be put, most were w1111ngnto be 1nterv1ewed 0 Some were: concerned that

thejir comments would be forwarded to the management one or. two respon-

- dents d1d not overcome th1s fear even during the1r 1nterV1ew.,' CoT

The 1nterv1ews were de11berate1y de1ayed unt11 September to ensure

_that.most peop]e wou]d be home from ho]1days Dur1ng th1s perdod

o

"however a mun1c1pa1 e1ect1on was in progress and Edmonton ma11boxes were
; 'brimm1ng w1th e]ect1on advert1sements It 1s probab1e that the f11ers f;[h
'jWefe d1scarded w1thout be1ng read as they wene perce1ved to be re1ated

Zfﬂto‘the e]ect1on, or, 1t may be that peop]e were t1red of rece1v1ng "Junk -

—l,

Interv1ews were conducted between October 11 and November 11 1977

*nya h 1nterv1ew 1asted approx1mate1y one hour and ten m1nutes i Dur1ng the :

;cdjn't1a1 week a sma]] pi]ot survey was conducted 1n each proaect and the

i
:"results analyzed ”The p110t 1nterv1ews resu]ted in m1nor changes be1ng

““'a$e in the word1n9 of the q“e5t1°n"a1re

3, K1wan1s P]ace Lodge res1dents were not 1nc1uded 1n this study as Meadow-
croft does not offer ‘this type of accommodation. R - . y
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el

Although the re11ab111ty of the data is constra1ned by the sma]]

smap]e s1ze, some 1mportant d1ffenences in the reszdents eva]uat1ons
3
of the two pr03ects energed The rema1nder of th1s sect1on will d1scuss

' the spat1a1 and aspat1a] character1st1cs of the respectlve hous1ng pro-
'JeCtS, as they affected the res1dents |

E Ana]ys1s of the Survey o | é D
Demograph1c and Soc1o Econom1c Prof11e - Vy ;v .59 :

-

N1nety three percent of the respondents were female: 0n1y two 23
: TR
. ma]es were the pr1nc1pa1 spokesman for married coup]es Seven marriéd .
_.coup1es were 1nterv1ewed two at K1wan1s P]ace/and five at Meadoweroft

N 1 .

-Except for two respondents who were s1ng]e and 11v1ng in Meadowcroft‘/

hthe rema1nder of the samp]e had been marr;éd and of these the maJorlty

had been W1dowed

The average a99 Of the K1wanisiP1ace reSpondents was, exact]y two
5‘,.years o]der ‘than. that of the Meadowcroft group 75 4 years compared to
: Th74 4 years More than ha]f of the latt\r\reSpondents were unden 75 A R

TN

, 'years of' age compared to th1rty se&en percent of those at K1wan1s P]acee ,; P

el

oo

h';;(Tab1e 4- 2)

Table 4 3 shows the d1str1bution %;lrespondents by hea]th status,
iff“according fg»the%r own eva]uat1on Approx1mate1y e1ghty-one percent of
f;3fthe Kiwanws P]ace and s1xty three percent of the Meadowcroft reSpondents B
* !*stated that they had hea]th prob]ems wh1ch h1ndered the1r ab111ty to i

o part1c1pate 1n some act1v1t1es Table 4&4 shows the frequency of hea]th-

";irelated problems mentioned at each progect Some people cated more than ~~?¥% ﬁt

'.,_one a11ment Desp1te these chronic condat1ons, only th1rty one percent

u;°;of -the’ Kiwan1s P]ace and fdfteen percent of the MeaddWcroft respondents f'r

f: descr1béd the1r health as either fa1r or poor. Th1s f1nd1ng suggests R

'.-‘;.

67

o , e o BTN B
. SR o g , .



that elderly people adapt their life- ster according to thetr abilities
NN
and Judge the1r health 1ndependent1y from the1r chronic ailments wh1ch

have become an accepted way of 11fe

TABLE 4-2 . - ™

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF RESPONDENTS
.- - BY AGE GROUP AND BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE

‘KiwanIS‘Place o . Meadowcroft: -

. Age Growp -
R ) No.. % __MNo. %
65 -69 3I.00187 5w
70 - 74 - 3 187 10 . 31,0 'R o
579 05 g3 S5 ss
i 80 -84 : 3 18.7 - 5 w5
85 2 12.5 2. 7.4
TOTAL: o g 1000 .27 00,0

Ed

o »

OnIy one respondent refused te answer the 1ncome question (Table
4-5). Eighty-seven percent of the k1wanls Place compared to seventy- ‘

3% three percent of theJMeadowcroft respondents had 1ncomes of der hundred
‘-‘Kfz '
do]]ars per month or less This difference may be exp1a1ned in part by

the Iarger number of marr1ed couples wnterviewed at Meaddkcroft Nop
, attempt was made to ana]yze the assets of the respondents in greater
deta11 as such quest1ons genera]ly prove to be offensive As we]I

:': 1t was reasoned that other questions prov1ded the respondent w1th amp]e
e
, opportun1ty to note financial cons1derations in the selection and

eOaIuat1on of his housing o _:ﬁ ST e

)

Former Housing Env1ronment ”_f' . Tf- "‘i*m

j*/fﬁ’ Cons1stent with the results of Chapter III regard1ng the m1gration '

barrier imposed Qy the North Saskatchewan River, only three respondents .'1’

,’ . '~. _r_:,

*



2 o "TABLE . 4-3

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE - DISTRIBUTION DF RESPONDENTS BY

PERCEIVED HEALTH STATUS AND BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE

waan1s Place '-.

‘Meadowcroft

~ Health Status

%L

“ No.

,%‘

~“No.
<Excellent = k I
’ Goéd o A’ w¢’, TS
'Féfr S - o - -

‘Poor -

@
¢
0' )

6.2

62.5
25.0

6.2 -

.7-.

16
2

2

-25.9
59.2

7.4

7.4

COTOTAL: - - T

~100.0

L

100.0

TABLE 4-4 -

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF

HEALTH PROBLEMS AMONG RESPONDENTS“BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE

Kiwanis Place _

Meadowcﬁbft

' Health Prob1ems<""',~,'
health Problems N,

.CardTOwVésculéf

- Arthritis

w oo

) Poor Heariﬁg~ N “
, PodrvEyésighﬁ o ,.v! . 'TU'lf,
“Walking Difficulties * 3
. SHbrtﬁesEfUT Breath i". F_/[T.,'

%
TR
10.5

15.8

T e
sa
5.8
s
5.3

" No. -
‘. 6
' ]

v 2410_:v
a0

16.0

© 8.0
RN
3“g'js.off |

Other -y . o .. Qe

1100,0°

. ?5 -

100.0




TABLE 4-5
, o Ve |
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION-OF RESPONDENTS.
S BY INCOME AND BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE
Income per o ' vKiwanis Place ____Meadowcroft . -
Month N 2 M. g
Less than $200.00 2 2. 3 1.5
$200-$250 o = 6.2 2 7.7
$251-$300 . 3 - 87 7 26.9°
$301-$350. / 3 8.7 6 231
$351-8400 - T 5 31.2 o 3.8
$401-$250 . 2 7.7
- $4s1-§500° . - 1 . 3.8
Over: $500.00 2 12.5 4 15.4
oTAL: (160 1000 T .2 100.0 -
|
TABLE 46
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUIION OF RESPONDENTS
 BY FORMER DWELLING TYPE AND BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE
Former Dwe]ljng "_." K1wan1s Place’ Meadowcroft
Type . ’ _ ' : No. N No. _%
House . 5 3.2 SN | 40;7 :
Walk- -up Apartment S A TP 9 33.3
Elevator Apartment -~ . 2 T2s5. 3 q1n
Boarding/Rooming House . = - A 2R Y
Suite in House . & 25000 .“;"f T
Senior Citizen Housing =~ . a2 7.4
OTAL: 6 o0 2 000




‘moved from the south side of the city. Four lived outside Edmonton N
prior to. the1r move, and the rema1nder Tived on the north side qf the
r1ver Although most respondents had111Ved 1n a house for many years,
the majority had moved to another form of hous1ng prior to their move
to Kiwanis Place or Meadowcroft (Table 4- 6) " While two Kiwanis
respondents stated that they had ]1ved in sen1or citizen housing prlor
to their move to Kiwanis- P]ace, their stay in these projects was very.
. short, In both cases, this housing had acted as an interim residence
until K1wan1s P]ace was Opened For this reason these respondents
preferred to answer hous1ng quest1ons in terms of their former pr1vate
: res1dence In contrast, those who had ]1ved 1n sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

~

before mov1ng to Meadowcroft had rema1ned there for an extended period.

. <
e

Over ‘half of the respondents in both proaects rented the1r former
B accommodat1on (Tab]e 4- 7) Of these the maJor1ty had Tived in their
'fformer home f1ve years or 1ess In both study qroups those who had

| stayed in their former res1dence f1fteen or: more years 11ved in a house’

' they owned Th1s would suggest that most respondents who app11ed for -

: res1dence in K1wan1s P]ace or Meadowcroft moved fram owned accommodat1on o

| to renta1 accommodation or to 11ve with a fam11y member. prlor to the1r

_'move to sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

C]early, the most favoured feature of the respondents former home -
was prox1m1ty to serv1ces" fo]]owed t1ose1y by an apprec1at1on of
their ne1ghbourhood and ne1ghbours (Table 4-8) when asked what they
nd1s]1ked about the1n former ne1ghbourhood half of the respondents in.
'each proaect stated that ‘there was noth1ng they dis]1ked D1stance |
fr serv1ces accounted for at 1east one- th1rd of the reasons why the

respondents d1s]1ng the1r former home environment (Tab]e 4 9)

\
CoL



. \f‘

vu‘

4

, TOTAL:

L Sy ¥
| “ TABLE 4-7 B )
L NUMERICAL AND' PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF RESPONDENTS
BY LENGTH OF RESIDENCE . IN FORMER HOME AND .BY HOUSING TENURE -
Length of Resi- K1wan1s P]ace ; \ . Meadowcroft
dence (in years) ) QWn Rent  Other © Own . Rent _Other
Less than ] “ ] : | |
. 6.2 D
1.-5 . 7 2 n 2 -
’ 43.7 = 6.2 74407 7.4 &
5.1 - 10 2 13 1 ;
| n 12.5 3.7 M. 3.7 :
10.1 - 15 S 2 . ;
| 6.2 6.2 7.4 o
15+ 3 5 .
187 18.5
TOTAL: % 9. 3 g g 3
o < 25.0 56.2 187 . 29.6 59.2  11.1 ‘
ST TABLE 4-8 SO RO
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF NEIGHBOURHOOD | o
FEATURES LIKED BY, THE RESPONDENTS IN THEIR FORMER HOME \
| Features L1ked Kiwanis Place :'J‘Mead0wcroftk' . ; |
i — No. = % 0 No. g .
Proximity to services v a8 3 486
Nice neighbourhood/ T Lo e
' - neighbours _ 17 o 347 8 - 25.0
Nice house/apartment . 9 -~ 18.4 170 23.6
Proximity to family | 4.1 - 2 28
4 ——— - . %k
C49 100.0 72 .°100.0 -




" “Wanted“to Tive on own

K

TABLE 4-9

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF NEIGHBOURHOOD
FEATURES DISLIKED BY RESPONDENTS IN THEIR FORMER,HOMES

Features . = }li“' Kiwanis Place ___Meadowcroft
;o istiked [ T R
~ MNothing R 8 31 15 .69
o143 3 T g

. Too far from services

'Neighbourhood deter-
ioration

| Apartment

IR T R S R
L R
4.8 3 9:4
Neighbours 4.8 3 9.4
~Asked to leave 9.5, . - i B | |
Independence/secuthy Lo e 2 :j 6I2 i

MaTntenance of, BUIldTng;.’
R 4

T i W

CTOTA: 201000 0 32 1000

| TABLE % 10
| NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS BY
REASONS CITED FOR DECISION T APPLY FOR SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING

Reasons to App]y for , KIwanIs P]ace C;f L Meadowcroft i.i' ’.>Mu
SenTor CTtIzen Hous1ng | _; aNo.-g S ‘Z, :“_i;‘nﬁ‘ﬂb? ‘ETIA;Z;;v“ PRI
B S 26.1 17.2

S TR

6 Ef ‘

=

PRI T EN ENE © SN TR S PN G

‘Financial’ (good rent}
gj—[bcatIona1 considerations =
(closer to famIly & SerV1CESl7

~ “Securit
"EiEea the |ooE" of -

- «senior citizen housing °
- “UnabTe {or unwilling) to
- maintain-former home
~D1d not wish to remain B
alone in home = 1 3.3

'.”]3 3

.-An]3.3C

“Iro h.bm;mA

8.6
5 0.3 :
e 9 e

: (Independent and privacy)
“HeaTth-and UTd Age .
Widowed il ,
*.’EompanTonship B
~:’Forced to move from‘home :

CTOTAL: ;}*"‘; 3007000

| o
Pee




L
Present Home Env1ronment

Reasons c1ted for dec1d1ng to move to senior c1t1zen hous1ng were
~ varied (Tab1e 4~ 10) Several respondents remarked that they "11ked the |
_]ook"'of the proJect and 11sted no other reason for their decision to

app]y for res1dency This wou]d suggest that the mere prov1s1on of a_

hfac111ty creates demand A]berta Hous1ng and Pub11c works (1977 p. 1)&” “

7 supports th1s 1dea as: they noted that demand for senior c1t1zen hous1ng

in Ca]gary appeared to be 1ncreas1ng although construct1on of proaects S

"was' at an a]] t1me hlgh R t. kt_

F1nanc1a1 cons1derat1ons were the fost frequent]y ment1oned reason rf'f
o for app1y1ng for. sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng in both progects Hea]th
: 51ndependence and secur1ty factors accounted for one- th1rd of the reasons‘t

' *"¥5K1wan1s P]ace respondents app11ed for hous1ng In contrast Meadowcroft-

"'respondents c1ted Iocat1ona1 cons1derat1ons w1dowhood home ma1ntanence--

f{'and 11v1ng alone as 1mportant factors The d1fference in the two

°=1:groups ages may exp1a1n th1s contrast in rank1ng of pr1or1t1es ~jff'

Tab]e 4 11 shows the 1mportance placed by the respondents on

- 74

_selected character1st1cs of the1r hous1ng wh11e search1ng for a p]ace toJV“ ‘

'_;‘11ve Part]y because of the sma]] samp]e s1ze and part]y because most | ,

’of the\respondents cons1dered some of these factors when choos1ng ar

p]ace to 11ve (regardless of the1r f1na1 locat1on) the data are aggre- ffh]- S

»‘* gated for the total samp]e rather thah by progect

R

4 Derek Fox (1970 p. ‘3) writes. of the Br1t1sh s1tuat1on 1n th1s way
S It seems that th1s phenomenon of. supp]y generat1ng 1ncrea51ng

"’v,deﬁ!hd from those in need may not have yet reached. its peak, r‘.('""’°"

- as many tlderly people are just, realising the benefits
... and comfort of the specifically’ designed 1oca] author1ty
‘ -,ahouSIng,or housing assoc1at1on housing , e



 TABLE 4- n : !

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS
- CONSIDERED BY THE TOTAL SAMPLE (N=43) IN THE
SELECTION OF SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING

Considered Cons1dered Considered Cons1dered Did’ Not B

g 'Hous1ng o . Very " NotVery Not - _
;Character1st105; Important Important Important Important Consider

‘280 10 c 3 - 2

Reasonable Rent 651 732 7o 46

S -7 WM. 9 2 m
Quality of ' o ‘ ’

_Neighbourhood * 16.2 3.5 209 4.6 5.6
| o | L4 93 el

© MNeartoParks . 9.3 209 7.0 628
) (N () R A S

| ’TNearIto ChurCh?_ﬁEﬂ‘iZST | U:‘23;2‘if:ﬁ~ ]6;2 S j. : 30%2

Near to Tamily T e : S

 andFriends 41,9 - 13.9  23.2 23 86

. Meartobus o8 139 23 23 0 10

" Near to Senior .

‘A4‘I;ROEEHII7: ~Hff“”_T6.',;I{:;Ha.“E'T;CIAZQI”Ti S

'*‘YIC1t1zen Centre.i‘ -'f59ﬁ3Hfft.'-Jé.2'*Rj:T T3:§Ef‘j1&‘37,d~f*fv“53;5'*T, S

ey B F R A ¥ AN S O N - R S

- Fac111t1es T R e T s T e TR
ruBu1Td1ngf &\\ 3.2 395 1.6 . 186

. Apartment

232

B S S X S
Near’to ST - .

[P o N .
S . S

6. 842

| -Near to~

VI'7f quermarket.' _ o osle g5 W6 116

"Near to Iarge Co R ST

""1_",Shopp1ng Centrefflfl~44:2'Tiw7f}23;2”31i"ffT3I§fvf,;-fji;GR.ﬁ, iI3=9?'°

e

T2 w6 - s
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The features most often cited by the respondents as belng very
? 1mportant were reasonab]e rent prox1m1ty to bus trans1t and to- a
supennarket. Surprisingly, over half of the respondents stated that -
'being‘c1ose<to a church was not very important not 1mportant or'they‘
did not even cons1der it at the- t1me they were choos1ng a place to 1ive.
‘No one con51dered be1ng close to a park very 1mportant In fact near]y
s1xty three percent of the. respondents d1d not cons1der 1t Less than | |
_ _ha]f of the respondents thought that the qua11ty of the ne1ghbourhood o 1 '?
‘;~1n whlch the progect was s1tuated to. be an 1mportant or very 1mportant |
Q'.con51derat1on Fac111t1es prov1ded on s1te were more 1mportant to the’ ‘,"‘

. respondents than the des1gn of the 1nd1v1dua1 unxts Few respondents '

P i s e ek

//’"A\A \were concerned about be1ng near a sen1or®c1t1zens centre : S
SN . , . S ‘ e ’

/o z>;;' These f1nd1ngs are somewhat contrary to those of N1ebanck (1955); ’

'Ll‘

In a study of senwor c1t1zen hous1ng managers he found that n

Pub11c transportat1on, shopp1ng, med1ca1 and re1lg1ous
-facilities ... appear as the most: important, with. such.
, : ‘things as- pass1ve and act1ve recreat1on fac111t1es tak1ng
o secondary pos1t1ons

(N1ebanck 1965 P. 65) 7

Th1s study found that pub11c transportat1on and shopp1ng fac111t1es t;f,d o

Juff,were 1mportant to the respondghts However re11g1ous and medica]

;vfac1]1t1es were not pr1or1t1es at the time that the respondents were sel- «fe]f"ff"é
1f1ect1n9 a p]ace to 11ve Unfortunately, it is 1mp0551b1e to 1ocate a .

Droaect c]ose to medica1 faca11t1es that every person. ‘" that p”°33°t foff‘ﬁ

'gwou1d use,’ even 1f they were prov1ded on site S1m11ar1y, g1ven the

'ifvar1ety of re11g1ons, 1t 1s hardly poss1b1e to locate a prOJect w1th1n ﬂ_ﬂfr;i.fg:f‘

B

?[easy access to a]] churches S1nce~Edmonton Te]ephones 1n1t1ated the
. ;

j}"911" emergency number 1 may be argued that every sen1or c1t1zen w1th

= a ta]ephone has 1mmed1at' access to med1ca1 a1d in. aq@;mergency ~1n34 v_g]



| foj'l1ve in a one bedroom su1te, rather than a bacheloggsu1te}

'Vf:;ffeatures that were d1sl1ked in both bu1ld1ngs 1ncluded the sparcxty of -

'ih-'?that they WOuld prefer toqbe

o

the case'of‘churches, it will be shown later than most churches arrange

'transportatwon for parishioners who would otherw1se be unable to attend

1'church

Among the features l1ked about the respectlve hous1ng proaects were
the- soc1al1z1ng advantages of l1v1ng 1n a prOJect w1th one's peer group
These accounted for roughly twenty two percent of the total responses 1n k

\

“each prOJect (Table 4- l2) | Convenlence of hou51ng proaect S. locat1on '

was ment1oned by only elght percent of the Klwanls Place respondents com- -

. pared to over. e1ghteen percent of the Meadowcroft group Rent was men- -

‘t1oned only once 1n each bu1ld1ng “This is surpr1s1ng s1nce it was th1s

- factor that was clearly very 1mportant to the respondents at the tlme '

:they were choos1n@ a place to l1ve (Table 4 lO) and a factor that promp- ‘

' ted many to apply for’ sen1or c1tl2en hous1ng (Table 4 9)

Th1rty seven percent of the respondents 1n each proaect stated that

| sthere was' noth1ng they dlS]lked about the1r prduect (Table 4 13) Th', xff
"c"_‘emaJor1ty of d1sl1kes centered on the des1gn features of the bu1ld1ng and B

c‘}cof the respondents apartments Many stated that they would prefer to

g

77o

;Other des1gn fi'fiiff

t';lstorage Space (eSpec1ally in the kitchen). the he1ght of the cupboards andfff?:f?';

"7'of the step onto the balcony Two respondents at K1wanls Place stated

-y e"f

‘gosere b a general store apd th1s conment

‘“,7h_fwas the only one that referredsto a broblem beyond the bu11dlng slte. f”'

,‘h.

Generally, the respondents were sat1sf1ed w1th thelr hou51ng and

rfi;described themselves as be1ng e1ther happy or very happy about l1v1ng 1n

ﬁ'ew‘sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng Only tWO respondents dbscr1bed themselves as

:9

e _be1ng unhappy and 1n both 1nstances the reasons for the1r unhapp1ness e‘tVe’: L



S Secur1ty

TABLE 4-12

. NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING
CHARACTERISTICS LIKED BY THE RESPONDENTS BY PROJECT -

Kiwanis PTace 0 Meadowecroft

' Character1st1cs; o — -

No. -~ % ~  MNe. g

_Convenient Locations . 4 g2 1718
Fac111t1es 1n , ' R - ‘ '

Building . . - 2 41 5 g,

Nice Apartment/ S ~ L S S
Building = = - . 9 18.4 . 8 - 8.7

Soc1a]1z1ng

- Advantages ., 11 ;pq a0

—-'N"

] -

Good Maintenance- 2.2 16

dom,_ Pr1vacy - L

Independence, Free-- o . R

Good'Rent'uv '

© Quiet-

wiro] —leoloo

| &=Moje. .

1

1
. 5
' Othgr'_@B 7.

¢ - Jo -
1 = P I W N D

1 ~for|—l =l

CTOTAL: T g S o000 92 . 000

\' *"f;ﬁ;;fj;»f»ﬁ e TABLE 4 13 ”jf'sff - :
: NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS
- DISLIKED BY THE. RESPONDENTS BY PROJECT |

o

)K1wanTS'P]a;gir Tfﬁ{ﬁ'Tmeéadw¢koft'Tii'r

| Des1gn of Apartment }f]Terfﬁl-BlLTTJ T29;5-T{jJNQI_T22~TiEf‘f§Tf?#iji'f1:
""Design of ‘Building ;?{,,i'481;*'ff{lee;’j}-iw-f5g9;.}j]5120;9} -

I'57’Incompatibil1ty of .

e ,want to be closer ,‘fILT“f: PR ;f:‘_‘},a;-ﬁf-;Iﬂ.j‘-iiju'ff e
SR to general store PR 77"'ff2f R N 3 S AL, A R

<Ly
e
\
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ot

AT

‘ .*‘-i‘_

};'fneighbourhood as either satisfactory or very satisfactory, many prefaced-} :

=y

were'Unrelated to their housing.
. ‘e } N
Tab]e 4 14 and 4~ 15 show the re]ative degree of satisfaction for )

_ selected hous1ng characteristics of Kiwanis P]ace and Meadowcroft respec-

itive]y Over ninety percent of the Meadowcroft reSpondents were-very

satisfied with their acce551b111ty to stores and to bus tranSit which is
"t51gn1ficantiy different from the satisfaction reported by the Kiwanis

“l'grOUp

' Sources of dissatisfaction that were eVident in both groups were

. persohai safety and acce551b1]ity to medicai serVicest_ Fear of fire‘tn‘- ’

B

a highrise bu11d1ng prompted two, respondents to voice complaints regar- -
if": ding Dersona] safety Despite ‘the existence df*eed*¢él tjfhiésineak-éaCh.
| fProaect and the emergeney number "9]1", 50me resnonaents were unhappy

Fabout their accessibi]ity to this servnce ; -"'A' o ' - }"- ,tv:* a

While most respondents in both prOJects rated the quality of their

}f_Fhe response by stating that they d1d not know much about the neighbour-‘

.78

‘fiﬁ'n‘hood or the People who Tived there Most considered their neighbou‘“h°°d o

"7f, was discovered to be true as we]l 1n a study of a senior Citizen cottage~f”tf'v

hi”7{ deve]opment in P1easanton, Ca]ifornia Canty (1974) found that residents ;,t,ﬁiiff

""?1 1ts surroundings

to be a vertical one, or, the peopie who ]ived 1n their bui]ding., This fi i

Socia] Participation

il}ﬁfﬁ%’_ Most respondents had chiidren 11v1ng 1n the Edmoﬁ on area. and the

f spoke of their neighbourhood 1n terms of the deveiopment aione and not of 'f’ff*
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[ part1cu1ar]y, to con51d§r,how elder]y qéop1e 1nteract W1th the1r env1roht il- fg

"-3tment beyond the conf1nes of the1r p]ace of res1dence._t;"'“">

‘.ABSTﬁAcT»" [ R )

- Unt11 recent]y, research 1nto the hou51ng needs of the elder]y has E

_«been conducted by soc1a1 gerento]og1sts,\soc101og1sts and other soc1a1
»soc1o psycholog1ca1 1mpact of hous1ng des1gn and on the need to prov1de

'“chave neg]ected to cons1der spat;a1 or env1ronmenta] factors, and more

o

Pub11c hou51ng authorlttes must cons1der a number qf 1mportant fac-.ff?

f

‘. ffThe ava11ab111ty oiﬁcap1ta1, su1tab1e swtes and sponsors for the prOJect

"hexamples of these concerns U1t1mate1y, however, 1t is. the prOJect s\

\

REs v1ces that 1s 1mportant for those who ]1ve there., The purpose of th1s
e

3

,sc1enttsts from an aspat1a1 perspect1ve The1r work has focused on the‘ i,*

d hou51ng for the grow1ng numbers of e]der]y poor Suéh stud1es, howewer,-i’jJ.

e
L

.“*fa.tors 1n the process of se]ect1ng s1tes for sen1or c1t12en hou51ng proJects ’;
T»and the preva111ng p011t1ca1 c11mate 1n the host ne1ghbourhood are good Reptt

"371ocat10n w1th respect to fam11y, fr1ends and to de51red amen1t1es and ser-ﬁ;ﬂ;f‘

Tt thes1s’f§ to exam1ne th1Seprob]em from thTS ]atter perspect1ve. _a}" X

7-]of A]berta or of the nat1on as a who]e. S\

vvely 1ow e1der1y popu]atxon com

‘42the c1ty exh1b1ts an ag1ng trend not',

.\ . . e

Th1s study was conducted 1n the c1ty of Edmonton wh1ch has a re]a-;-sffh'

Ana1ys1s of the Soc1ety for the Ret1red and Sem1 Ret1red Hous1ng

",*Reg1stry wa1t1ng I1sts provided 1ns1ght 1nto he SOC10 econom1c and spa-

‘ ‘pt1a1 preferences of e]der]y peop]e who ha!e a/p11ed for senwor c1t1zen

“fhous1ng Demand for hous1ng was htgh‘among 51ngle women

-7

marr1ed) and among renters. Un11ke most other stud1es,vth freg1strants

IR o _ i

ffpreferences for future hous1ng locat1on appeared to h1nge on a. s1ng1e}

, .

’ S 'IV - ..A .

other Canad1an c1t1es However‘""

1551m11ar From that of the prov1nce o

ngle and: ever-;ff:



'"ﬁ;{;fne1ghbourhood character1st1cs went unnot1ced by the maJorlty of those

‘e

"wan R1ver as they present]y E?"ed '-A_._t»‘ ::;'!va L

. \, ¢ ik

At the ne1ghbourhood 1eve1 1ow rent, prox1guty to bus serv1ce and '

1 4

jiproaects as be1ng 1mportant to them at the t1me they were chooswng a ;gfrfifj

\.. °

‘fyyplace to 11ve 1n sen10r c1t1zen hous1ng Prox1m1ty to a maJor cha1n
-_tahgrocery store and’to a reg1ona1 shopp1ng centre prOVEd to be magor deter-'t*f

"ff;,fm1nants of ne1ghbourhood sat1sfact1on among the respondents Other

S1nce th1s study represents a beg1nn1ng to the ana]ys1s of the

"fr;qualitative aspects of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng 1ocat1on, severa] avenues ‘

"”fiffor add1t10na1 research have been 1dent1f1ed throughout the course of

~t

Tl

‘.i"tfaCtOF, they preferred to remain on the same S1de oﬁithe North Saskatche-ﬁ'

"friltO ShOpp1ng were factors c1ted by res1dents of two sen1or citlzen hous1ngﬁ L

)
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”ffOCUs , h] ‘k“;'

'»1ahas been conducted by soc1a1 gerento]og1sts, soc1o]og1st% and other S

, soc1a1 sc1ent1sts from an aspat1a1 perspect1ve In essence, the1r work

:'need to prov1de hous1ng for the grOW1ng numbers of e]der]y poor Such

- jthe1r env1ronment beyond the conflnes of the1r p]ace of res1dence

.,.(porteous, ]977) *:t j'f"}]'gfif}.i*jti f_ajr»fff {.-«'fj-.f

CHAPTER 1

b T
o

* THE LOCATION PROBLEM

- .INTRODUCTION .

A oredicamentvin'which fncreasing>numhers ofvererly peop1e fdndr,;-."“ -
'themselves, is the1r dec11n1ng ab111ty to’ compete f1nanc1a]1y 1n the ‘
’5pr1vate hous1ng market (Rosow, 1967) ‘ Because of th1s, many resort to
vd11v1ng in hous1ng cond1t1ons wh1ch may create a comb1nat1on of psycho—
.'1og1ca1 phys1ca1 or economtc stress (Go]ant 1076) In Canada, a so]u—:
"‘t1on to this prob]em has come in the form of government subs1d12ed]

“fgisen1or c1t1zen\hous1ng, and lt 1s upon th1s solut1on that th1s thes1s W111

Unt11 recent]y, research 1nto the hous1ng prob]ems of the e]der]y

‘.,fhas focused on the soc1o psycho]og1ca1 1mpact of hous1ng de51gn and on the

"<tors, and more part1cu]ar1y, to con51der how e]der]y peop]e 1nteract w1th

| “Sm1thfand Hi]tner (1977 p 366) have 1dent1f1ed two s1gn1f1cant ,~-’*

‘f avo1d study1ng ag1ng 1nd1v1duals who rema1n in age 1ntegrated commun1t1es

. a joint federal- -provincial program. In Alberta, however, hous1ng

. ;:,for the elderly was developed under a prov1nc1a1 fOUndat1on program:,?'

~rather than under the auspices of the National Housing Act., It was
- not until 1970 that: Spec1a1 provisions were made for. sengor '

' f.:»kc1t1zen hous1ng prOJects in the A]berta Housing ‘Act (Auda1n} 1973);'V'

¥

; ':e;;stud1es, however have neg]ected to cons1der spat1a1 or env1ronmenta] fac-ﬁ,='

k-3
—— A . s i

o ~b1ases 1n gerento]og1ca1 research F1rst1y, gerento]og1sts have tended to,.;_:_g

"_f];' Mon1es for: sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng were genera]ly generated throughv_V_',nl



~to move to’ age segregated hous1ng env1ronments Second]y, gerento]og1sts :

: ;have genera]]y re11ed on: nat1ona1 demograph1c stat1st1cs ‘to 1dent1fy

© o in the future Go]ant (1975,. . 16) stresses the 1mportance of th1s

'5b,methodolog1ca1 prob]em

| “‘f':elderly 1*‘1 _f;v;l_f_*' . A_Vfr :/f‘

.
l .

Instead they have concentrated the1€ research efforts on those 1nd1v1dua1s

o who requ1re 1nst1tut1ona] care and on those who have moved or- who 1ntend

A

- houswng needs, rather than exam1n1ng these needs at reg1ona1 or 1ntra-_‘:"
! urban sca]es of analys1s But hous1ng needs can not;be examlned effect1ve1y ,'
at such sma]] sca]es they must be analyzed at progress1ve1y 1arger scales ;

‘fQ _to determ1ne more accurate?y where resources shou]d be al1oca£§i now, and

g

| ;.,A fa11ure tb\cons1der how the res1dent1a1 d1str1but1on of e
_the elderly will charge in the future may/resu1t in @ less
g eff1c1ent a]]ocat1on of ava11ab1e resources to th1s group

Tk

B t.} iiResearch 1nto the hous1ng needs of the e1der1y from a geograph1ca]
) v??perspect1ve, however, 1s 11mnted In faCt,_1t has on]y been s1nce the
sdbeg1nn1ng of th1s decade that geographers have demonstrated any 1nterest
: - in studylng the needs of th1s spec1f1c/a§e group apart from those of the Tdtusz
'.ﬂffflarger soc1ety (Peet & Row]es, 1974) Go]ant s (1972) study of the :

| res1dent1a] mob111ty and spat1a] behaV1our of the e]der]y 1n Toronto

.”]represents the f1rst s1gn1f1cant contr1but1on of geographers toward the

¢

-f'f:study of the ag1ng process and 1ts effect on an 1nd1v1dua1 s. capac1ty to “3"77
”"1move w1th1n and to 1nteract w1th h1s env1ronment He was the f1rst
-re,_ty:‘geographer to recogn1ze the need to study an aspataa] process 1n a Spat1a1 -

“5;context f -5_,' '”",'1-713';5"‘5}y f'v," '.',' ”:&;”'h s s-;”

Sm1th and letner (1977 P, 372) 1dent1fy three pr1nc1pa] reasons why 'ﬂ~.,

l <

zf'geographers shou]d conduct more research 1nto the hou51ng needs of the

L e PR K.



. fﬂ:For examp]e Stutz (1976) condemns Iarge sca]e 1nner c1ty urban renewa]

ST W . S : ,
- 1.. Elderly people spend a d1sproport1onate part of the1r day in
- their homes compared to younger age groups. It s 1mportant
therefore, that their housing meets' thejr phys1o1og1ca1
,psycho]og1ca1 f1nanc1a1 and soc1a1 needs : .

Zf.,Federal and provincial governments a]]ocate funds for- hous1ng -
programs” for the e]der]y poor. It is of considerable consequence

~ to policy-makers that decisions affecting the location of housing o

_construct1on ref]ect the 1ocat1ona1 preferences of the e1der1y

3. Hous1ng poses a greater prob]em for the erer]y than for other age,f

- groups. Gelwicks and Newcomer (1974, p.. 26) remark that the
~.elderly "are the least able to adapt to. g}teraor to leave"
their hous1ng As a result, a growing préportion. of our soc1ety
.. 1is becoming spatially 1mmob11e as. hou51ng opportun1t1es become
gjscarcer for those w1th 1ow 1ncomes , , _ v L

G

\

h»nbecause of 1ts effect on e]der]y pe0p1e who rent rooms or sma11 apartments.b}"f*

- -

: =above stores or 1n o]der hote]s When urban renewa] takes p]ace sdch
17ff,ﬂbu1]d1ngs are usua]1y torn down and W1th them cheap accommodat1gp for ]ow¥1t '

'ff'1ncome e]der]y peopTe Comparab]e accommodat1on can not be rep]aced as

' -fff;i’econom1ca11y

'v;_f ana]ys1s 1shde51gned to produce a c]e
' ['1ocat1on, behav1our and preferences 0

ass}stance in a med1um s1zed Canad1a c1ty

'-locat1on w1th respect to fam11y,.

E STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
-‘"\_g. o “;

ThTS study exam1nes government subs1d1zed and non prof1t sen1or gi" i

c1t1zen hous1ng proaects in Edmonton from a geograph1ca] perSpECtTVE Th1s:*' “

]

rer understand1ng of the spat1a1

senfor. c1t1zens requ1r1ng hous1ng o

Pub11c hous1ng author1t1es must.cons1der a number of 1mportant fac-.

v’

L tors 1n the process of se1ect1ng 59" es for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng proaects e

' 'The ava1]ab111ty of cap1ta1, su1ta ]e s1tes and sponsors for the proaect

\

V"faNd the preva111ng po]1t1ca1 c11m 'e in the host ne1ghbourhood are )*’

'_' examp1es of these concerns U1t1 ate]y, however,v1tﬂls the prOJect s

frtends and to des1red serv1ces and amen- :

S



i'tJ‘“eAsf that is 'im'por,tan't for'those“Who Tive ther.e ~
The purpose of th1s thes1s is to exam1ne the sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

Tocat1on from this latter perspect1ve. SpeC1f1ca11y, the purpose of th1s

1

'ji'gthes1s 1s to estab11sh sen1or C1t1zen hous1ng 1ocat1on gu1deL1nes wh1ch

b_eare based on the needs of sen1or c1t12ens and wh1ch shou]d be considered
":11n the se]ect1on of hous1ng 51tes 1n add1t1on to those 11m1t1ng factors
;b‘c1ted ear11er Study w1J1 be made of the spat1a1 needs and preferences ;f
:;?of both those whp have app11ed for accommogat1on and those who are ‘
fl!:a]ready res‘dent 1n a prOJect The obJect1ves of th1s study are |

T.orto compare the soc1oeeconom1c and demographlc character1st1cs

”:fj?'ff*‘ of thdse ‘who-have applied for senior c1tizen hous1ng in Edmonton

- {the demand" popu]atmn)2 w1th those of the tota] e]der]y popu]a-i-';':'
'_!t1on in the c1ty . N_:_, ST __,__,,_ R S ARE

’6“’ I

'ﬁf:*Zt» to determ1ne the degree to wh1ch the 1ocat1ona] preferences:of

. the demand population are.reflected in the distribution of sen-

e 1or c1t1zen hous1ng opportun1t1es in. the c1ty of Edmonton

‘<7tf;ff3;7hto determ1ne the 1ocatlona1 pr1or1t1es ‘and” preferences of sen1or£3d}"

- citizens who reside in two projects. in Edmonton, in ‘terms of

. *frf;{;_i* ~their accessibility to. fam11y members, frwends and tOode51red

flfrserv1ces and amen1t1es

: An under1y1ng theme of th1s research is that geographers shou]d takefh b

a more act1ve 1nterest in: study1ng the spat1a1 needs and preferences of

‘{'sen1or c1t1zens 11v1ng 1n the urban env1ronment and the degree to wh1ch

| b‘these needs may be accommodated Fundamenta] to geograph1c dochwne sf'”"""'”'

. hthe prem1se that L o 7

i e_,' ';;. spat1a1 1ocat1on 1s in 1tse1f of some s1gn1f1cance
jtfsin understand1ng the patterns of- human act1V1ty i
. it is never the sole factor but one wh1ch s 1nter-,s‘* 3

j,related W1th others s o 4
(Herbert 1972 p 19) S

| 2, For. the purposes of th1s theS1s, the term demand popu]at1on, Js. used
to describe those individuals ‘who ‘have app] d for senior citizen .

K

\1ety for the Ret1red and Sem1 Ret1red Hous1ng Reg1stry

‘housing accommodation in Edmonton and who ‘hav reg1stered w1th the Socell o



"’?~fthe study of the erer]y and the1r hous1ng needs | GeneraTTy, these stud1es AT

"‘V“Ehous1ng Part1cu1ar emphas1s is pTaced on the}des1gn e]ements of the

~

| Just as soc1oTog1sts have recogn1zed the need to study sen1or c1t1zen
: hous1ng and have concentrated on’ research into the SOC1a11z1ng patterns of

f'1ts res1dents and gerentoTog1sts have focused on res1dents heaTth and

f‘-gi'att1tudes geographers shoqu focus on the spat1a1 or1entat1on of sen1or o

" .

B c1t1zen hou51ng SUCh hous1ng has OftEH been provided. without an. adequate ;P.f“7

'*’understand1ng of the spat1a1 needs and preferences of the oner 1nd1v1dua1
"'HOUSING‘RESEARCH.THEMES~“'

".’

In recent years, a great deaT of research has been d1rected toward . ,{A;'yffﬁ

| _can be cTass1f1ed accord1ng to Six pr1nc1pa1 categor1es They 1nc1ude

vr;."(j)” GeneraT Survey and Case Study Reports ~~"
... {11) . Residential Mobility Studies -~ = . - ,
©(iii) Planning and: ‘Management Stud1es of Sen1or : i
. “ . Citizen Housing. S ,“,, T T T
””A(iv).?sgmograph1c Studies " “h G e s
- (v) - Studies of the Psycho Soc1a1 Needs of the BEET RN PRI
ool Elderly L S
fy T(vi) 1Hea1th and Mob111ty Stud1es f
P EATthough these research themes address the top1c 1nd1rect1y,leach contr1- j L

| a%}{ibutes to the understand1ng of the mu]t1 faceted Tocat1on probTem under

';:fr;111ustrate the w1de range of factors wh1ch shoqu be cons1dered both 1n

'"*f'the seTect1on and 1n the evaTuat1on of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng s1tes

:ig;fi)r Genera] Survey and Case Study Reports

These stud1es focus on the need to prov1de affordab]e accommodat1on if:f?,ffhh

iy

”iffor the grow1ng numbers of ererTy peopTe unabTe to afford convent1ona1 'f

: hous1ng, the econom1c weTfare of the res1dents and the’ soc1o psycho]og1ca1

'3'i1mpact of mov1ng 1nto new housmg3 These stud1es arefi:sent1a11y des- , j;li'
. >/ : :

':f'cr1pt1ve and are vaTuabTe to the degree that they present the re51dents

",ifstudy Each of these s1x research themes is d1scussed br1ef1y be]ow to if_uij P



A'tdthese stud1es 1nc]ude

Hv1ews of the1r hous1ng env1ronment 1n a part1cu1ar c1ty dur1ng a str1ct]y

;def1ned t1me per1od Un]ess the authors attempt to re]ate the1r research .\.LAI

,exper1ence to other proaects in s1m11ar env1ronmenta1 sett1ngs, thevlong~ ‘

o term research value of these stud1es 1s severe]y undermmed4 -

T

Locat1on cr1ter1a for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng res1dences advanced by

EREY. TRy
TN
13

PR P prox1m1ty to- fam111ar env1ronment ‘ e-.”;~
2. access to public transportation. - ‘
3. safety.and security of the phys1ca1 and
- social environments = .
.o s8] absence of env1ronmenta1 barrlers SRR B
R R TR e Y proximity. to middie- -aged and older ne1ghbourhoods I T
S 56;31prox1m1ty to des1red amen1t1es and serV1ces S

.'However, few res1dences are located 1n areas wh1ch meet these s1x cr1ter1a:;;ﬂf"g

:’”'tS1te se]ect1on is constra1ned by such factors .as. 1and costs, nelghbourhoodffp

"fﬁfbacceptance of pUb]TC hous1ng, the ava11ab111ty of su1tab]e s1tes and: the j[~"'“

Lo fpreva111ng po11t1ca1 c11mate (Lawton and Byerts, 1974) These‘problems

o 5j‘are compounded by lack of research 1nto the 1ocat1ona1 preferences of

' t",‘-_.;‘}'elderly peop]e beyopd the scope of the six cr1ter1a ]1sted above t' 'b: f;{”iiy

T -,{part1cu1ar, there appears to be a lack of know]edge concern1ng the

) re]at1ve 1mportance of vartous cr1ter1a Two Canad1an examp]es serve to f7f' s

ifjvunderscore the ser1ous ram1f1cat1ons wh1c are attr1butab]e to the se1ec-;{}f}”:‘r

"dn-7ff£it1on of hous1ng s1tes wh1ch do not meet the feeds of the p8091e fOP whom

'5]1they are se]ected

In the f1rst examp]e Auda1n (1973) states that a swte 1n downtown

s i

T

‘ o.Toronto was se]ected because 1t was c]ose to serv1ces ' However, he Cau-.a.,.. S

*.'ft1ons aga1nst se]ect1ng a s1te for th1s reason a]one.__ ok

| ”3 Carp s (1966). study of V1ctor1a P1aza 1n Aust1n, Texas 1s a good

-example of: thts type of research el o ,~rﬂy RSN

o 4. A noteworthy exceptlon is Donahue’ s (1960) comparatwve ana]ys1s
.- - of senfor citizen: housing. projects in a se]ected samp]e of S
- Hest European nations, after World War II. T



R :

cos 1t appeared that to’ S1mp]y 1ocate a deve]opment c]ose to
- services and recreation. was, insufficient in: itself;: un]ess
oo some: prov1s1on was also made for the des1gn features and:
- service arrangements that foster secur1ty and help st1mu1ate
R sense of commun1ty . e
S o (Audatn 1973 p 231)

In add1t1on to the 1ack of commun1ty fee11ng in the prOJect Auda1n
,"d1scovered that many res1dents could not afford to pay for serV1ces |
_ ava11ab]e in: that h1gh]y fash1on-consc1ous area of Toronto For th1s

:hrreason many of the res1dents returned to the1r former netghbourhoods to .
’;purchase c]oth1ng or to go to a ha1rdress1ng salon | y’
Ip the second examp1e the reason that the 51te was se1ected for

"‘;1j{:Seton V111a was not stated by Gutman (1976) but 1t was %ost 11ke1y due to ”h’”h*

.°¥ﬂia comb1nat1on of the sIte s aesthetlc qua11t1es and 1ts ava11ab1]1ty

:fmyThe author dlscovered that more than seventy f1ve percent of thlS Vancou- »f;z

| :'bfﬂjf]ver progect $ res1dents d1s11ked 1ts 1ocat1on Although the s1te offered SO

'”~-gff5j,a part1cu1ar1y scen1c v1ew of Burrard In]et, 1t was too far away from suchifljy 514

N

Vij:essenttal serv1ces as shops and pub]1c transportat1on In add1t1on, the

d”;;?jfound d1ff1cu1t to negot1ate.:-

"}ﬂ;prOJect was’ s1tuated on the crest of a steep h111 that many res1dents :5 ‘f ST

In summary, a]though 1nstances of poor 51te se]ect1on have been

| Q?hfbrought to the fore by such stud1es, emphas1s a3<p1aced Oﬂ study1ng the

:'flres1dents sat1sfact1on w1th the m1cro-env1ronment of the prOJect rather ﬁ;-fr‘:'"

.l

' '*e;j.than on the prOJect s re]at1onsh1p w1th the 1arger urban env1ronment A

e

'*’dhfthese two' examp]es have shown, such a narrow perSpect1ve Of the 71f€ SPaCE7*¥- |

*‘~“fof the o]der 1nd1v1dua1 may 1ead to ser1ous problems espec1a11y as the ff -
ﬁ-fvdndrv1dua] ages and becomes 1ess mob11e L SR

) Resident1a1 Mob111ty Stud1es .

A great dea] of research has been d1rected toward the study of 1nter-:'



B

o

state mlgrat1on patterns of the e]derly pe0p1e 1n the Un1ted States and
more spec1f1ca11y, to the growth 1n numbers of e]der]y in F1or1da,
3‘ Ar1zona and CaT1forn1a and other states w1th attra¢t1ve c11mat1c cond1- :;.f
t1ons5 In Eng]and too Law and Warnes (1975 1976) have shown that there:
t1‘1s a grow1ng 1mba1ance in the popu]at1on structures of Br1txsh coasta]
| resort areas as e1der1y peop1e m1grate to more favourab]e surround1ngs ’
As relat1ve1y few e]der]y people are emp]oyed they no 1onger have to '
‘rema1n 11v1ng W1th1n easy access to the1r former p]ace of emp]oyment
(Go]ant 1976) Hence those people not constra1ned by 1ow 1ncomes may =
take the opportuntty ret1rement offers to m1grate to more attract1ve
Aareas _ fgﬁj_:" L o : | ERE

'Unfortunately, however such m1grat1on stud1es tend to exam1ne . '
patterns at the macro- rather than at the m1cro sca]e Relat1ve1y 11tt1e .i~
research has been afforded to the study‘of the 1ntraurban m1gratlon
patterns of th1s age group In the p]ann1ng of sen1or c1t1zen hOus1ng, ‘CTT*'J
| 1t s 1mportant to understand the features of the env1ronment wh1ch are‘
most enJoyed by th1s group,_rather than prov1d1ng hous1ng and hop1ng that'p;ftifgif

| future res1dents W111 adapt to 1t

In h1s study of mob111ty patterns 1n Rhode Is]and Speare (1970) |
found that the marr1age bond Qhen formed and when broken generated mobx-;jf;:ft}»}f
11ty As many e]der]y peop]e exper1ence w1dowhood one wou]d expect’J .
h1gher mob111ty rates among s1ngle peop]e (s1ng]e and ever-marr1ed) than
among marr1ed peop]e Go]dsche1der (1966) d1scovered that unfike other
".age groups, h1gh econom1c status e]der]y peop]e moved 1ess frequent]y tha";tfg-~" '

/

“f those w1th 1ower 1ncomes As we11 he found that renters were more than

'.‘5 See for examp]e Sm1th and Hi]tner (1977) Golant (1975), and
‘ the Un1ted States Senate Spec1a1 Comm1ttee on Ag1ng (1975)



three t1mes as. 1]ke1y to change res1dence than those who owned the1r own i

:homes These trends wou1d suggest that demand for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng’< 2

'would be greater among s1ng]e peop]e than”marr1ed coup]es, and among ren-lft‘
'L‘mters more s0° than home owners Because women 11ve longer than men and - -
v*‘because they are general]y 1ess f1nanc1a11y secure than men (Brown ]976),
'fdemand for sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng 15 h1gher among s1ng1e women than |

i among 51ng1e men6 L _;,»j ‘“1;“ ]",cf | “j_1l5f j‘l.j _7 o

- 111) P]annxng and Management Stud1es of Sen1or o
‘ C1t1zen Hou51ng CON : '

PR

P1ann1ng«stud1es of sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng progects are concerned

*f

f'ijprlmar11y w1th estab]1sh1ng~gu1de]1nes for s1te se]ectwon, s1te develop- r .:

| ':ﬁi‘ment hou51ng des1gn and techn1ca1 standards (Green et a] ]975,

| }C M H C 1975) Management stud1es general]y stress the 1nterre1at1on-J' -

'e?vsh1p of arch1tectura1 des1gn or1ented to serve the physwo10g1ca1 and

) .

"'fﬂfPSYCholog1ca1 needs of the aging 1nd1v1dua1 w1th the qua]fty Of serv1ce.;Qf]:lv -

'{“gfde11very (Lawton 1975) Research has been conducted by Sommer (1969)

?:}7ffiand Newcomer (1973) to assess the degree to wh1ch des1gn and management'vhiii_;gig

Vi‘fgfjof extended care fac111t1es affect pat1ent behavwour Both stud1es

fﬂtiﬁlnd1cated that pat1ents became h1gh1y terr1tor1a1 and w1thdrawn 1n ﬁit S

'T°l53;7fenv1ronmenta1 sett1ngs wh1ch fa1]ed to prov1de the 1nd1V1dua1 w1th pr1vacyif:fl7sﬁ“
"’?1}or to foster a fee11ng of be]on91ng Even 1n se]f—conta1ned un1t pro_.fhl"‘“°‘“'

'>'~ﬂijects the management must work to overcome the st1gma of an 1nst1tut1on—n;f!ff5ii[

I

| .b.‘_a]128d "0]d fO]kS hOmell

An 1mportant theme that 1s stressed in these stud1es 1s that the

“n“:frespons1b111ty of the hou51ng management extends beyond the prov1s10n Of

‘fa p1ace to 11ve The goa] of sub31d1zed hous1ng can not be reduced to -

"Ufithe prov1S1on of a support1ve PhYS1ca1 and soc1a1 env1ronment7 Ge1w1cks R

6 See Chapter 11



o and Newcomer (197411pi,4) summar1ze th1s po1nt well:
e Qur. goal, in the plann1ng des1gn and deve]opment of U
the environment should not be to provide a terminal D
housing site to.retire our aging.civilization; rather; Sy

it should be to. deve1op surroundings that .will

.',conta1n resources, incentives and -the opportunity -
for 1ndependent ]1v1ng at a]] stages of the. 11fe

':cycle

'tv)‘

Demograph1c Stud1es _ |

L~

T S L
e e

Accord1ng to the def1n1t1on adopted by the Un1ted Nat1ons 1n 1956

fiG1ven the current trend toward dec]1n1ng b1rth rates 1t has been predlc-

. ,Canada became an "o]d" nat1on 1n 1971 when the proport1on of the e]derly

d;f A peop]e exceeded e1ght percent of the tota] popu]at1on (Auerbach 1976)

'\

f’ted that Canada s e]der1y popu1at1on cou]d account for twe]ve percent of

LR 'the tota] popu]at1on by the'turn of the century, and for :
{ff;tby the,year 2031 (Auerbach 1976, - 3) e.1 B

Tab]e 1 1 111ustrates a number of trends that have affected the R

'"o_‘demograph1c structures of Canada A1berta and Edmonton dur1ng the study

.jtoe‘the ]ate e]der]y category, th1s growth d1d not br1ng about notab]e changeS ,::4

‘a;Edmonton popu]at1ons

hf'ﬁrfiffnot be overlooked

‘tf},,per1od F1rst1y, desp1te enormous 1ncreases in the numbers of peop1e 1n

"“ﬂ_j1n the proport1ons th1s group represented of the Canad1an A]bertan or

The 1mp11cat1ons of th1s growth however, shou]d

In the future not on]y w111 there be a grOW1ng

J’ffifnumber of peop]e who requ1re 1nst1tut1onal care but a]so there w111 be

"3V;3an 1ncreased demand for communlty based hea]th and soc1a1 serv1ces

Second]y, a]though the percentage 1ncrease 1n the numbers of peop]e

| 'o;iin the 1a%§ matur1ty and e]der1y categor1es 1n the three areas was

F (;

'7;;7,3;Ehrlich;(1976 pp 174 5) th1nks of hou51ng as a “component of good

Jdife space';-a comprehens1ve ‘concept that encompasses the physical;

% . psychological, a
i 3?;1'0f sat1sfactory

nd social prerequisites ?ecessary for\the atta1nment
]1fe sty1es " i*g;aqj, e o s

10

enty”percent A-‘-"“
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$ between 1956 and
1976,~1t was not until the 1966 1976 perigd that” their proportions of
the tota1 popu]at1on 1ncreased This lends support to Auerbach s (1976)

predictlon that the e]der]y w111 cont1nue to represent a grow1ng propor-

_ tion of the Canad1an popu]at1on

o
Th1rd1y, growth 1n the youth category, both in terms of percentage

1ncrease in. abso]ute numbers and 1n representat1on of the tota] popula-
tlons, has been substant1a1 dur1ng the study per1od However, this
growth is 11ke1y to dec11ne as the numbers of ch11dren have dropped

consfderab]y s1nce 1966

4

Desp1te the fact that Edmonton has a younger popu]at1on than the

provlnce of A]berta or the nat1on as a who]e, 1ts popu]at1on exh1b1ts

an ag1ng trend not d1ss1m11ar to these 1arger areas For this- reason,

1t is 1mportant to study the needs of th1s aged’ popu]at1on and to exam1ne

ways of aecommodat1ng the1r needs 1n an urban env1ronment

{
|

Genera]ly, demograph1c research tends to be nat1ona1 or prov1nc1a1

f’

h in sca]e8 Among geographers however there appears to be a grow1ng ,

1nterest in the exam1nat1on of sen1or c1t1zen populat1on trends at

progress1ve1y larger scales such as a metropo11tan area or a ne1ghbour-

r

12

hood (Go]ant 1975 H1]tner and Smith, - 1974, 1975) Such research efforts >

are of cons1derab1e consequence as Lawton and Byerts (1974 p 7) regard

the census tragt

the most su1tab1e scale- for p]ann1ng of fac111t1es

for senior c1t1zens

For example, 1f analys1s of popu]atlon d1str1but1ons of e]der]y peo-

p]e 1s conducted at the sca]e of a prov1nce on]y very genera11zed state-

R

v'8.\ See, for.examplef:Auerbachf(]9?6);cBairstow.(1973).
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ments concern1ng the - 1ocat10n of concentrat1ons of th1s group can be made, .-
However, if ana1ys1s 1s done at progress1ve1y ]arger sca]es of ana]ys1s, |
a more. thorough knowledge of these d1str1but10ns at regional, metropo11-
tan, urban and suburban sca]es is made poss1b1e9 An understand1ng of~

' these d1str1but1ons is essent1g] for the rat1ona1 a]]ocatwon of resources..
Moreover a knowledge of how the e1der1y are 11ke1y to. be d1str1buted at
nat1ona] through census sca]es 15 another prerequ1s1te for the p]anning

of serv1ces for th1s group Sclar and L1nd (1976 p. 280) express the1r

' concern over 1ocat1ng commun1ty serV1ces for the e]der]y in- th1s way |

) “S1nce 1ocatlon 1nteracts W1th soc1a1 and econom1c 4_: ' ‘

-+ factors and affects the quantity. and type of service o

-* .. needed, planners. must!pe mindful of. the effect. of their -

‘Serv1qazintervent1on not only on: the ‘social and econom1c
~ context o the e]der1y but the spat1a1 one’ as we11

N

“ »_~”~:-"v)] Stud1es of the Psycho Soc1a] Needs of the
. f? R Eﬂﬁéﬁl!\j” | T |

ﬁ E1der1y peop]e spend d1sproport1onate1y more t1me 1n the1r homes.

‘conpared to other age groups because of such factors as 1oss of work
'&t role, 1owered f1nanc1a1 status and dec11n1ng hea]th and mob171ty 'Thé" :
" home env1ronment\then takes on an 1mportant psycho]og1ca1 s1gn1f1cance f"r
to the o]der 1nd1v1dua1 For 1n§tance WOodward et a] (1974) found that
happ1ness w1th the1r home was s1gn1f1cant1y re]ated to 1one11ness among
the e]der]y Those who were - sat1sf1ed w1th the1r accommodat1on tended

‘l

o “to be more pos1t1ve about the1r soc1a1 re]at1onsh1ps

Go]ant (1976 p. 387) 1dent1f1es four maJor goa]s des1red by e]derly :
peop]e that character1st1cs of the home environment may be effect1ve in

- achieving. They 1nc1ude 1ndependence, secur1ty, th1ronmenta1 mastery

9. See, for example, Golant' 51(1975) theoretwca] analys1s of the future S
concentrations of the e1der1y in the United States. His analysis is
conducted at scales rang1ng from -the nation as a who]e, to suburban -
.areas. ' o ‘

? s B’ B )
: : ' a.
: : v .




and positive self-image} Each is descrlbed be]ow FE | o b’

x

Probab]y the most 1mportant goal of the o]der 1nd1v1dua1 is to

- 'rema1n 1ndependent for as. long as ‘possible and not to be a “burden" on

P .

h1s fam1fy10'» The ab111ty to choose a p]ace of res1dence and to carry, o

out life in 3 manner wh1ch meets phys1ca], econom1c and soC1a1 needs 1s’

‘~_ very 1mportant to e]der]y peop]e Th1s ab111ty wh1ch is taken for

}f vgranted by younger peop]e is.'s0 1mportant to the e]der1y because 1f they
| _lose th1s 1ndependence, 1t 1s un11ke]y (for hea]th econom1c or other

. »reasons) that they W111 ever rega1n 1t

) E]derly people requ1n§gan env1ronment in wh1ch they can feel phys1-‘}~

caI]y, psycho]og1ca11y and econom1ca11y secure An env1ronment in

wh1ch there is a. Iot of cr1me, or there 1s fear of crlme, 1nh1b1ts an ;'~’\\>\; o

'“l’lnd1v1dua1 's use of that env1ronment\(Sherman et a] 1976 Leeds and

Evans, 1976) Lawton and K]eban (]971) showed that Jew1sh sen1or citi- -
o zens felt. unsafe 1n a phys1ca11y deter1orated b]ack commun1ty 1n : N
;h-Ph11ade]ph1a and that th1s fee}1ng severe]y curta11ed the1r nexghbourhood

"ah_mob111ty In a 1ater study in the«same area Lawton and Cohen (1974a)_
":found that where there were h1gh1y concentrated pockets of Jew1sh T

“=h:res1dences mot111ty 1ncreased These studles po1nt out the necess1ty‘ o
”tfor sen1or c1t1zens to fee] both phy51ca11y and psycho]og1ca11y secure |
,51n the1r env1ronment before they can 1nteract w1th that env1ronment tofdt-”

".;the best of the1r ab111ty

Another form of secur1ty is. f1nanc1a] secur1ty ManyeEIderlytpeop1e;}'r}

-10. fThroughout the course of several months vo]unteer work: at the -
Society for the Retired and Sem1-Ret1red Hous1ng Registry, the = _
“author found that the concern of people registering for senior

citizen housing was to remain. both ‘psychologically and -
econom1ca]1y 1ndependent = . R

g S e Ly P s




.are 1iving on minimal, incomes In a c1ty such as Edmonton where rents

have skyrocketed over the past few. years, many e1der1y peop]e must 11ve {

. with the rea11st1c fear that if the1r rent is raised aga1n they W111 have‘ 8

to move. Th1s is the maJor reason that government subs1d1zed sen1or
c1t1zen hous1ng prOJects have become S0 popu]ar among the Tow 1ncome
e]der]y Rents are str1ct1y regu]ated 1n these progects and even 1f they
are 1ncreased they never ‘amount to more than th1rty percent of the ;7-v

res1dent s month]y 1ncome (1n Alberta)

Env1ronmenta] mastery 1s a term co1ned by Go]ant (1976) to descr1be
- the des1re of e]der]y peop]e to 11ve 1n an env1ronment in wh1th they can}'
make thefcho1ce between be1ng a part of or be1ng apart from commun1ty
act1v1t1es In other words they want to be ab]e to take advantage of
soc1a1 opportun1t1es at the1r own. d1scret1on be 1t an act1ve or. pass1veih
type of part1c1pat1on (woodward et a1 1974) As an 1nd1V1dua] ages '
h1s ab111ty to contro1 his prlvacy may d1m1n1sh Go1ant (]976 p 388) ;M"
debates that th]S dec11n1ng ab111ty may be ame]1orated to some extent by,
the phys1ca1 des1gn of h1s accommodat1on and the ne1ghbourhood env1ron--.

o

ment

Go]ant s fourth goa] that the hous1ng env1ronment may he]p to ach1eveff

s, pos1t1ve se]f—1mage.’ E1der1y peop1e 11ke other age groups, want to

11ve 1n a res1dent1a1 sett1ng wh1ch comp]ements the1r fee11ngs about them-p,?ﬁfT, R

selves._ If through econom1c nece551ty they are ob11ged to 11ve 1n sur-uff;,ﬁw

round1ngs that were u/fam1]1ar prlor to ret1rement, psycho]og1ca1 and
emot1ona] stress may resu]t In a youth or1ented soc1ety, however, it 1s
d1ff1cu]t for many to ma1nta1n a pos1t1ve se1f—worth (We1nburg, 1973

Baum 1974) Kent (1973 p 22) ma1nta1ns that “no one’ 1s 11ke1y to age

s successfu]ly who has not deve]oped a ph1]osophy of T1fe geared to the 11fe'5"- ‘



"5':"senses (oart1cu1ar1y S1ght and hear1ng), arthr1t1s, problems w1th _”' sr ii,i?,“,ll

'hffbf;ba1ance and deter1orat1on 1n the funct1on1ng of magor 1nterna1 organs are :‘,}5”’9f"%

span " It wou]d appear then that the qua]1ty of the hous1ng can e1ther S

\ comp]ement or detract from an 1nd1v1dua] s percept1on of h1s worth but

| 1t 1s not necessar11y a determ1n1ng factor in that emot1on

It may be argued that Go]ant s (1976) four soc1o psycho1og1ca] goa]s N
° are not d1551m11ar from those of other age groups However an e]der]y ;,

| person s ab111ty to ach1eve these goa]s'may be. restr1cted more than is - |
that of a younger 1nd1v1dua] | | -

' vi) Hea]th and Mob111ty Stud1es

The study of b1o]og1ca] ag1ng or senescence as st111 very much 1n

y.1ts 1nfancy SC1ent1sts have fa11ed to estab11sh w1de1y accepted |
.f- theor1es about the causes of senescende a]though the resu1ts of th]s pro- )
| é;cess are we]] known (Atchley, 1972 p 43) .There are four character1s-~"
: t1cs of senescence wh1ch d1stingu1sh 1t from other b101og1ca1 processes

F1rst1y, 1t is un1versa],veverybody ages a]be1t at d1fferent rates and

N in, d1fferent ways Second]y, the processes wh1ch br1ng about senescence f'f‘
e are’ generated from w1th1n the human body rather that from externa11y~ v.-
1nduced env1ronmenta] factors Th1rd]y,the processes 1ead1ng to senes-‘;
cence occur gradua]]y and may beg1n 1n éar1y to 1ate m1dd1e age | |

\\Fourthly, senescence br1ngs about a deter1orat1on 1n the human body wh1ch

3 u]t1mate]y Ieads to 1ts death (Atch1ey, 1972 p 44)

. \

Heart d1sease harden1ng of the arter1es deter1orat1on of the

’all results of b1o]og1ca1 ag1ng Most e]derly peop]e exh1bzt one or more :j S

' ;iof these symptoms ut are ab]e to adJust the1r 11festy]es to cope w1th

;f these d1sab111t1e'; Th1s adJustment 1s supported by the fact that 1ess
' fthan f1ve percent of" Canada s elderly requ1red 1nst1tut1ona1 care in 1961 ]




@anadta1~we1fare C0unciJ 1964)
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-

Neverthe!ess, these d1sab1]1t1es do affect an e]der]y 1nd1v1dua] s

mob111ty reTat1ve to that of a younger person | For examp]e, serdous
deter1orat1on 1n 51ght or in muscu]ar coord1nat1on makes 1t V1rtua11y
h 1mposs1b1e for a person to operate an automob11e However, in modern
c1t1es, conven1ence of serv1ce 1ocat1ons is measured in terms of dr1v1ng o

o time rather than 1n terms of other transportat1on modes wa1k1ng d1s-

tances to these serv1ces may be cons1derab1e (Yeates and Garner 1976

P- 196)  The very young, the hand1capped and the e]derly are spat1a11y

constra1ned by the1r relat1ve 1mmob1]1ty as they must depend on 1ess’“ '

f]eva]e means of transportat1on than the pr1vate automob11e to reach o

- des1red dest1nat1ons (Go]ant, ]972 p ]27)

In her study of the mob111ty of the elder]y in. the Tr1 State Reg1on 7,”~d

(New York New Jersey and Connect1cut) Markov1tz (1971 p 241) est1mated;'

“_' that f]fty s1x percent of the e]der]y 1n the area d1d not own automob11es,;

Th1s percentage 1ncreasedaas ﬂncomes decreased ‘ e1ghty four percent of

the reg1on s 1ow 1ncomel] e]der]y dfd not own automob1]es Go]ant (1972)ﬂhv |

found that automob14e owners generated more tr1ps than those who had to

depend on PUb]1C tranSportatlon As we]] he d1s%?¥ered that those w1th "t, S

h1gher 1ncomes generated more tr1ps than those W1th 1esser f1nanc1a1

resources In summary, the e]der]y are 1ess 11ke1y to own automob11esz§ndff;j;f_h

are less capab]e of overcomlng d1stance than most other age groups IThefﬁf'aé""

greater the d1stance between des1red amen1t1es and serv1ces from the home,’kf~}]77ﬂ

the greater W111 be the dependence on pub11c transportat1on

In another study 1t was d1scovered that e]der1y peop]e showed a more :

0.

ST Def1ned by Markov1tz as 1esspthan“threetthousand'd011ars perfft S

annum, ‘
.,“}a;v



pos1t1ve att1tude toward 11fe 1f they were ab]e to ma1nta1n sat1sfactory -

: 1evels of soc1a1 1nteract1on and part1c1pat1on in commun1ty affa1rs

Cut]er (1972 PP 383 4) conc]uded that an adequate means of transportat1on

can ma1nta1n a d1fferent1ated f]ex1b]e permeab]e and mu1t1 channe11ed 1]3

B oo T T
11fe space " o Sl e
v11) Summary (AR

The purpose of th1s sect1on has been to po1nt out the mu1t1 d1sc1-

o,

p]1nary nature ‘of the senlor c1t1zen housang 1ocat1ona1 prob]em Un]1ke L

I8

th1s present research few of these stud1es exam1ne the hous1ng needs of ,:.

the e]der]y or factors affect1ng these needs at more than one sca]e of

ana1y51s Th1s 1s a ser1ous overs1ght for as Pasta]an and Carson (1970
p 215) state ' | R | |

The subJect of ‘the spat1a1 arrangement of the env1ronment ranges
- from the micro-level of the dwelling to:the macro-level of a_
- ‘community with their attendant’ relationships to human behav1or
. It touches a. d1vers1ty of . profess1ons and spec1a11zed fields;
- from-sociology and psychology to ‘esthetics and physiology,. and
"from recreat1on and p]annlng to po11t1cs and arch1tecture o

P

' ‘H~l a number of d1sc1p]1nes yet the fundamenta] 1ocat1ona1 aspect of

hous1ng research has been over]ooked almost ent1re1y As th1s part1cu1ar”jt*:'

L f, segment of soc1ety 1s h1gh1y 1mmob11e compared toﬁ§1most every other seg—f5~7; %

ment the need to undertake more r1gorous ana]yses of ]ocat1ona] needs
efm and preferences of the o]der 1nd1v1dua1 can not be cha11enged o
scom-: OF STUDY ; A . "
For the purposes of th1s study, the term e]der]y refers to those

people s1xty—f1ve years of age and o]der. A]though 1t may be reasonedQ

that th1s measu3§ does not necessar11y prov1de a true 1nd1cat1on of an f,g'

- 1nd1v1dua1 s phys1ca] ab111t1es,_health 11fe sty]e or menta] acu1ty, 1t

As 1nd1cated above, S0 much work has been done regard1ng the e]der]y 1n R



which. peop1e are e11g1b]e for res1dency 1n government subs1dxzed senuor

j Jc1t1zen houswng

‘1ljof data co]]ect1on (May to November 1977)

‘ﬂt"htoo fra11 to engage 1n act1v1t1 out31de the home on a regu1aY\"baSH

t
N

s cons1dered to be the off1c1a1 ret1rement age It 1s a]so the age at ‘

R

" The analys1s of hou51ng 1ocat1on is 11m1ted to 1odge and se]f con- |

";_ta1ned uh1t development 1n Edmonton Such proaects are des1gned to meet
jthe needs of the 1ow-1ncome we]]-e]der]y, or those who are: capab]e of |
T.:'Dursu1ng the]r 11ves W1th m1n1ma1 other than f1nanc1a] ass1stance..dvea]'.’
;‘serv1ces are prov1ded in, ]odge accommodat1on whereas res1dents of se]f-

' conta1ned un1t»(apartment) proaects are respons1b1e forothe1r own meals

- 3

B Un11ke-nurs1ng homes ]odge and self—conta1ned un1t hous1ng deve]opments

.ihdo not prov1deton 51te med1ca1 care although a nurse or a docto may

- - made to those proaects under construct1on or 1n the p]ann1ng stages 1n the*h

-;v,iC1ty, the study focuses on those progects Wh1ch were occupled at the t1me

19

| u;v1swt these s1tes on a regu]ar baS1s Desp1te the fact that reference 1s L

The pr1mary reason for select1ng these deve]opments for study 1s that“ S

'*:f}the1r res1dents are st111 hea]thy enough to part1c1pate 1n a. var1ety of

act1v1t1es out51de the deve]opment Nurs1ng home res1dents are genera]]y ft7 ;

“{For th1s reason the cr1ter1on of 1ocat1on may not be as 1mportant to

| f;these peop]e as 1t 1s to those who 11ve in more 1ndependent sett1ngs.i ffs7 N

' OUTLINE OF THESIS 'fo;f;%ga[ffgf;ti-;;:;..:u

Each of the fo]]ow1ng three chapters exam1nes the sen1or c1t1zen _ﬁf‘l‘“

) "thous1ng 1ocat1on prob]em from d1fferent but re]ated perspect1ves Chap-'_f

ter II examlnes the soc1o econom1c and demograph1c character1st1cs of
)

those who are act1vely seek1ng accommodat1on 1n\sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng in [.1 L

Edmonton (def1ned as the demand oooulat1on) Part1cu1ar attpnf1nn e



Y

focused on: determ1n1ng how th1s group compares w1th the total c1ty

s e]der]y popu]at1on S "_ o '"f-—-f

Chapter LlI compares the d1str1but1on°of the demand popu1at1on 1n‘;

the c1ty w1th that of the supp]y of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng opportun1t1es _'
_i,tn/Edmonton Preferences for ne1ghbourhoods and for spec1f1c hous1ng
fnprOJects among the demand popu]at1on are exa?1ned to test the assumpt1on B
”thathat senwor c1t1zens w1sh to rema1n ina fam111ar sett1ng when they choose

:fa p]ace to 11ve\1n en1or c1t1zen hou51ng

Chapter IV exam1nes the 1ocat1ona1 pr1or1t1es and preferences of

”".people a]ready reswdent in sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng Th1s ana]ysws 1s

coae

'fbased on the resu1ts of an 1nterv1ew survey,conducted by the author 1n

‘the ear1y fal] of 1977 The purpose of th1s research was. to determ1ne

’ ‘7{f':the re]at1ve 1mportance re51dents p]aced on the ]ocat1on of the1r hous1ngrsif”

'fi‘iw1th respect to serv1ces and to fam11y and fr1ends, W1th other character-;fffz’

'ffg?1st1cs of the1r hous1ng (eg de51gn of the apartment un1t) B

The p1ann1ng 1mp]1cat1ons of the maJor f1nd1ngs of th1s the51s are

thﬁaddressed 1n the conc1ud1ng chapter | Th1s thes1s 1s 1ntended to serve as{pfi}f*,

'"fa start1ng p01nt for add1t1ona1 research 1nto the needs of the 1ow-

"f~t_51ncome e]derTy 1n an urban env1ronment Each of the three perspect1ves, Ny

"7¥55thes1s However, 1t was be11eved that 1t wou]d be more valuab]e both to

';.,the author as a 1earn1ng exerc1se and to other researchers, 1f more than

ﬂ;-h;cone aspect of the prob]em was examIned



o ttqn. ‘S—~j';af,

23

?;5_ - CHAPTER 11

B

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIO-cCONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SENIOR o o
CITIZEN HOUSING DEMAND POPULATIDN '":J RO _;' ;-??‘:

AINTRODUCTION

. . . , : , .
' Th1s chapter examizZs the sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng demand popuTat1on in.

' *hterms of 1ts démograph1c and soc1o-econom1c character1st1cs The purpose 1f:[fe |

Ionf th1s chapter 1s to cunpare the popu]at1on act1ve1y seek1ng accommodat1on o
V in sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng in Edmonton thh the totaI c1ty e]derTy popuTa- _?

ft1on, to determ1ne 1f there are 51gn1f1cant d1fferences in the1r compos1-

The demand data were coTTected from the Soc1ety for the Ret1red and

1

B ESem1 Ret1red (SRSR) Hous1ng Reg1stry As of JuIy 8 1977 when the data 7

'f:_coTTect1on was comp]eted the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1st had 3 215 reg1strat1ons

' 'Ef*Th1s f1gure represents between s1xty and seventy percent of the totaT num-=

iﬂ‘ber of hous1ng reg1strat1ons 1n the c1ty 22 Th1s means that there 15 an

:';;'actuaT hous1ng demand 1n the c1ty of between 4 592 and 5, 350 reg1strat10ns -

"f‘ﬁIngfﬁThe abstracts were used as a data source rather than the more

. :detailed registration form as it was believed that the abbrev1ated
.+ form prov1ded suff1c1ent data to. satlsfy the. purposes of th1s thes1s

»'vjtjfZTEQTh1s f1gure was g1ven to ‘the. author by the SRSR Hous1ng Co-ordinator -
-~ based on her experignce With the Registry. The -accliracy of ‘the: Tists.

" “is based primarily on.the w1111ngness of the various housing’ proaectsg:ﬁ_f
© o in the. -city to-provide the Reg1stry with the names: of ‘people on their - -
v}1jw-ﬂwa1t1ng lists and on the senior: citizens' knowIedge of the exjstefice =~
- and purpose of the SRSR Housing Registry. . In 1975 the SRSR Hous1ng ;_;i'~*
7 . Registry was established for the purpose of comp111ng a-master list. .. .
. ‘of people applying for senior citizen housing:in Edmonton, in order
. that the provincial government could more read11y anticipate where
- --demand s located .at present: and where it is- likely to be located . -
"z_the future.  As well the Housing Reg1stry ‘acts as an information ser—,lk
o v1c§ for sen1or c1t1zens who need adV1ce concern1ng the1r hous1ng
* needs. T P . :
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There appears to be some controversy over- the Va11d1ty of us1ng
e

_.wa1t1ng 11sts as a measure of hous1ng demand In a study done by A]berta
“Hous1ng and Pub11c works (1977 p 4) 1t was est1mated that approx1mately
7 ’twenty-f1ve percent of the peop]e regwstered at the K1rby Centre 1n Ca1->"

, gary (the Ca]gary equ1va1ent of the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry) was genu1ne1y

'an underest1mat1on the study was conducted dur1ng the summer months (June-:

l

‘ August) wh1ch 1s an 1nopportune time to ]ocate respondents at home Th1s
s ev1denced by the fact that 1nterV1ewers were unab]e to contact over 'pf'

5 flfty percent of the respondents. Of thosebwho were 1nterv1ewed on]y

»,,they needed sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng accommodat1on 1n the future

S B _ Lo .

d] 1nterested in mov1ng to sen1or/c1t1zen hous1ng However th1s is probab]y f -

‘t’s1xteen percent stated that they regwstered W1th the K1rby Centre in case {?'lf'

In a Vancouver study Gutman (1977 p 2) found that on1y forty per=" '}i.';

‘f‘cent of the peop]e who stated that they would move to one of the two pro- T

L

1Jects she was eva]uat1ng, actua]]y reldcated Reasons c1ted for not mov1ng }
M.Y[piwere varled Th1rty-four percent d1s11ked the des1gn of the prOJect

'»E;EForty percent stated that they preferred the1r present accommodat1on and

'77were not prepared to move to senﬁor c1t1zen hous1ng Nlneteen percent

=:ﬁsstated that the rwse 1n renta] fees at the proaect from or1glna1 est1mates Ejifj;?

;"“3'was a deterrent And f1na11y, seve\teen percent stated that they were

SR

S ”1winot 1n a pos1t1on to move at the t1me a su1te became ava11ab1e

It appears then, that although an 1nd1v1dua1 may have app]ied for

L

"ngsen1or c1t1zen hous1ng accommodat1on there s no guarantee that he WT1] movef;

“"ff71nto a prOJect at the f1rst opportun1ty It 1s one dec1s1on to reg1ster

lff-ftw1th an agency 11ke the SRSR in. rec09n1t10n of a potent1a1 need for hous1ng fijftfv:f
;‘ff.and yet another, d1ff1cu1t dec1s1on to re1ocate Desp1te th]S methodo]o-a¢haf*'.'

: ;fﬁg1ca1 problem, the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry has co]]ected the most comprehens1ve }tp;ff



. - B L . »/ T,
. o . | .
. : /

1c1ty w1de 11st of peop]e who are 1nterested 1n sen1or citizen houS1ng and,

vaor this reason this 11st prov1des the most accurate measure of” hous1ng

t:vfdemahd ava1]ab]e in this c1ty ' ”"’,, S o t‘;l*b S

)

_.'0rgan1zat1on of” the Data .

The SRSR Hous1ng Re§1stry records 1ts stat1st1cs accord1ng to ne1ghbour-_ ,

*hoods 1n the c1ty The data for th1s thes1s were co?]ected s1m11ar1]y
' ﬂHowever, upon 1n1t1a1 ana]yses,v1t was d1scovered that in severa] cases

:ene1ghbourhoods had been recorded 1ncorrect1y 1n the or1g1na1 f11es Because

2

o of th1s and the fact that ne1ghbourhood 1eve1 data are not d1rect]y compar-.. o

"fab1e to census, stat13t1cs the data were organ1zed accord1ng to 1976 federa]

- 'census tract boundar1es R

Many of the census tracts conta1n very few of the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry
'A_z_reg1strants To overcome th1s prob]em, the data were- aggregated 1nto 51x

d:"-dfd1str1cts in the c1ty and one add1t1ona] one for out of town reg1strants

- aries of the s1x 1n c1ty d1str1cts were created a]ong natura1 and

y‘arr1ers (1 e the North Saskatchewan R1ver Groat Rav1ne ra11way

.,

! ugh]y equa] ngure 2 1 shows the boundar1es of the s1x d1str1cts

':of ana]ys1s 5 the c1ty sca]e and the d1str1ct sca]e
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEMAND POPULATION

The fo]]ow1ng sect1ons descr1be the soc1o econom1c character1st1cs of

el

Vhfgvthe s\h1or c1t1zen hous1ng demand popu73t10" Pa”t‘C“]ar attent1on iSO

"fijffocused on determ1n1ng the type of people who app]y for sen1or c1t12en

B hous1ng and how the1r needs vary accord1ng to such varlab]es as age sex,u_s;~"

maqor roadways) keep1ng the numbers of reg1strants 1n each das- o

' census tracts 1nc1uded in each area Subsequent dtscu551ons of the o

erISt‘CS Of the SRSR reg1strants are Presented at two pr1nc1pa1 _hi;ff;if7’3
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o Canada, 1976)

”“:*[«?f“ffﬁ»]?MALEir - FEMALE f,jﬂ' [ MALEﬁbﬁi'“ 1f¢;'bFEMALEi1a*

'Jmarjtatlstatus;'fncomeﬂand houstng tenuren_'

| Table 2 T supports the statement that the pr1nc1pa1 app]1cants for
__sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng are women Fema]es comprlse over s1xty percent of l
.the SRSR reg1strat1ons for sen1or c1t1zen houswng When the number of {2
vvreg1strants and the1r spouses are cons1dered women compr1se near]y |

B seventy percent of the demand popu]at1on In contrast, 1n 1976 forty f1ve

h'{ percent of the Edmonton sen1or c1t1zen popu]at1on was ma]e (Stat1st1cs ;"~' f o

‘ ;;Zo{"*d.m S .f' TABLE 2 1 .;”]-j~“¢1 ’,{: e *j}j_ e
. NUMERIGAL AND PERCERTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF
SRSR REGISTRANTS At REGISTRANTS AN SPOUSES, BY kX

| REGISTRANTS 'f7 L jf REGISTRANTS AND spouses :f;l'3
“N=3, 215 . A ~N=4,089.-

'.»‘

7,7'312¢8ﬂp55"fd'eJ:} 1967 .,;;1,‘ "i252 ‘d‘?cfftait 2837

Table 2 2 shows the d1str1but1on of reg1strants (R Group) and reg1s-,pfljhf?"

lfﬁ*fftthtrants and spouses (R&S Group) by age categor1es In both groups over’ f1fty

| {f}apercent of - the reg1strat1ons are made by peqp]e between the ages of s1xty—-y:-ffod"'

’ 51’fhf:f1ve and seventy four, or- the young e1der1y Compared to a c1ty average fVLf%f'“

‘?”fffhowever the demand p0pU1at10" has a h1gher representatlon Of people aQEd

3 In on]y four cases, the ma1e was not the reQIStrant for the
- married-couple (See Table 2- 1)< In such instances, “the -
coup]es were separated’ due to the husband's 111ness and
C he Wife was. app1y1ngljor s1ng1e accommodat1on ;

. . v

vy
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between seventy and'eighty-four years,

In 1976, over th1rty f1ve percent

’ of the city's eIderIy ‘were under seventy years (Stat1st1cs Canada 1976)

Th@ most not1ceabIe d1fference between the two demand Groups is that

the R&S ~Group has a higher proport1on of peopIe under seventy years. than :

the R- Group and Iower proportton in all other age categor1es

of the R Group is 73. 3 years

72 3 years as w1ves tend to be younger than the1r husbands

TABLE 2- 2 -

NUMERICAL AND. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR »
‘ REGISTRANTS‘AND~REGISTRANTS AND}SPOUSESIBY AGE GROUP’

The mean- age

In. the R&S Group, this. mean is reduced to

Under 65

65-69

o

. MEDIAN AGE OF REGISTRANTS AND SPOUSES BY DISTRICT (N=4,089)

70-74 7579 - 80-84 g5+
_Registrants 23] 796 8T 687 . 380 198
Ne3,215 R . IR
Data Missing=84 7.4 ° 25.4 . 21,9 12.1 6.3
- Registrants and 448 1074 | 787 420 215
. Spouses N=4,089 e R e
Data Missing14811.4 ~ 27.2 25,3 20,0 - 10.7 5.4
' Source: SRSR -
TABLE 2-3 . '

DISTRICT

FEMALE
‘ =
[ = Central 73 ' 72
II  Central-North\ 74 T A n
IIT - North 72 T & 69.
IV  Hest 72 N
"V Southwest 72 72
VI -~ Southeast 72 . 71
VII Qut-of-Town 71 70

~

- Source:

SRSR

1
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Th1§;”act is documented more adequate]y in Table 211 in all d1str1cts
-in the c1ty except the Southwest the median age for females: is 1ess than
that of males. The median age for the tota1 sample is seventy-two years.
;Thefon1y distriet jn whtch the male median age is 1ess than that of the |
tota] samp]e is the out-of- town group Th1s may be attr1buted to the fact _

that young e]der]y pebp]e are more: w1111ng to move to a 1arge urban centre

N - that are the Iate e]der]y

Marital Status o - B ' o

1 Approx1mate1y f1fty f1ve percent of - the SRSR. Hous1ng Reg1stry reg1stra- :
tions are made by W1dowed people (Tab1e 2- 4) Speare (]970) has suggested

" that mob111ty among o]der ‘people is ]1ke1y to 1ncrease when the marr1age

‘bond is broken S1xty three percent of the SRSR reg1strants have exper1enced
."th1s break In compar1son over one- ha]f of the total Edmonton sen1or citi-.
‘dzen populat1on was marr1ed 36. 8 percent was w1dowed 7.3 percent s1ng]e and o

. ,the rema1nder d1vorced or separated 1n 1976 (Stat1st1cs Canada,,1976)

-

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REGISTRANTS T |
' (N 3 2]5) BY MARITAL STAIUS ‘ |

"SINGLE MARRIED - NIDOWED SEPARATED DIVORCED'.‘ COTHER
310 . 870 1766 120 m3 23

o 9.6 27 1 o 55,3 -3, 8 3.6 0.6
‘}Data M1sstng 13 i} Source SRSR ' -

B

Nearly seventy percent of the ma]e reg1strants are marr1ed compared to . s
' on]y th1rty percent of the fema]es As ma]es genera]]y do not Tive as. ]ongde,n
as fema]es, there are fewer w1dowed males than fema]es However, s1ng]e

. ma]es (s1ng]e and ever—marr1ed) may be 1ess 1nc11ned to apply for sentor

c1t12en hous1ng as they are, on the -average, more flnanc1a11y equ1pped for
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independent‘tiving (Brown, 1975). In addition,: they are ofteQ\more phys1-
“cally capable of perform1nu the dut1es requ1red to matnta1n a home (i.e.

yard work) . L
- Dwe111ng Type and Tenure

Accord1ng to a recent study done by the Soc1a1 P1ann1ng Sect1on of
A';the City of Edmonton Social Services Department (1978 P. 59) 65 6 percent
of the. c1ty s senior c1t1zens 11ved 1n a 51ngle fam11y dwe]]xng, th1rty-
vtwo p5rcent in apartments 2.2 percent in semi- detached hous1ng and 0. 3
percent lived in mob11e homes in 1971. The s1tuat10n for the SRSR reg1s-
trans is remarkab]y d1fferent (Table 2- 5) Over one ha]f of the. samp]e

i ]1ved in aparUnents and on]y one- th]rd I1ve in s1ng]e fam11y dwe]]tngs

The th1rd 1argest category of reg1strants 11ve w1th a famlly member

- TABLE 2-5 ‘.,‘ N
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR |
REGISTRANTS BY DWELLING TYPE (N=3 ,215) .. SR

© HOUSE  APART- SENIOR;CITIZEN _FAMILY', :.ROOMING/' . OTHER
. MENT  HOUSING " BOARDING .
R R R - T T 63
R T 1 I 30 A - SR B

In the same study, the C1ty of Edmonton Soc1a1 Serv1ces Department f“
'(1978, p. 59) noted that approxtmately s1xty s1x percent of the c1ty s ‘
. hfsen1or c1t1zens owned the1r accommodat1on 1n 1971 ‘Ina more recent study, :
‘ f_"Operat1on New Roof"‘(1974), s1xty percent of thelrespondents owned the1rv-t"

~own homes. o T "g S [ f.-[ ‘, AR

e *aie

Tab]e 2- 6 documents the fact that the maJor1ty of 'SRSR reg1strants 5

rent the1r accommodat1on The 1mp11cat1ons of th1s stat1st1c can not be
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~ underestimated, S S T BN
. A study done by CMHC indicates that in Edmonton
in 1974, 9. 4%, of seniors own1ng their dwelling:
paid more than 30%\ of their income for housing:
- while 56.1% of renters pa1d more than 30% of
income for housing. o
: ~ (Edmonton Soc1a1 Serv1ces, 1978 P. 89)

TABLE. ‘2 s | |
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR e
REGISTRANTS BY HOUSING TENURE (N=3,215) |

o wewm 1 gBOARD; o OTHR
o893 o052 W g6
286 . 68 .47 0.8

Data Missing#97 o Source: SRS

el FO]]°W1”9 from ‘the C M H. C study C1ted above, “this, means that approx-ﬁ"
SN L |
AT TR 1mate1y 1,150 SRSR reg1strants may be spend1ng more than th1rty percent

o of the1r income on h0U51n9 As rents have 1ncreased marked1y since 1974

o ‘g'ax th1s stat1st1c 1s bound to be h1gher today

Female headed househo]ds are more 11ke1y to suffer the consequences '
of r1s1ng hous1ng costs than ma]e headed househo]ds for twb reasons
erst]y, as shown 1n Tab]e 2- 7 proport1onate]y fewer fema]es own the1r
accommodat1on than ma]es Second]y, fema]es genera]1y have 1ower 1ncomes -

»_:‘ than ma]es (Brown, 1975) . A h1gher percentage of fema]es board than

: t‘: ma]es as more ]1ve w1th a fam11y member (See Tab]e 2 8)

There are more ma]e headed househo]ds 11v1ng 1n s1ng]e fam11y

1p:'dwe111ngs than fema1e headed househo]ds among SRSR reg1strants (See Table

‘:f, 2- 8) However, more fema1e headedthouseho]ds 11ve 1n apartments and

N

'ﬁ‘yi ;~' | sentor c1t1zen hous1ng than ma]e headed househo]ds



TABLE 2-7
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR _
~ REGISTRANTS BY‘SEX OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD AND HOUSING TENURE ’

e o OW RENT BOMD  OTHER
MALE .3 E 7 S R
| | 3.8 €91 33 .08
COFEMALE a2’ a3 07 16
‘. m2 702 56 0.8
 Data Mi's‘s_i'n'g:'97 R Source:  SRSR o

The 1nc1dence of SRSR registrants 11v1ng in a 51ng1e fam11y dwe]-

11ng rema1ns re1at1ve1y constant unt11 the e1ghty to e1ghty four age

i group (Tab]e 2 8) Th1rty e1ght percent of the peop]e 1n th]S age. cate-‘

' ",~gory 11ve in. a s1ng1e fam11y dwe111ng and th1s represents the h1ghest ’

proport1on by age group For all age groups, at 1east f1fty percent ]1ve

in apartments unt11 the e1ghty four age group Peop]e over the age of

. .e1ghty probab]y have never 11ved 1n apartments and as a resu1t are 1ess

E 21nc11ned to re11nqu1sh the 1ndependence of a 51ngle fam1]y dwe1]1ng than _

| :younger e]der]y who are more adapt1ve and who may have 11ved in apart-.

o

: ments prev1ous1y The 1nc1dence of 11v1ng w1th a fam11y member genera]]y E,;'”
E1ncreases W1th age those under sthy f1ve are’ not e11g1b1e for pens1ons L

' EE and may be ob11ged to 11ve w1th a fam11y member unt11 they rega1n f1nan- E':

”»c1a1 1ndependence n;; Eﬁ“ f‘-gicigblt éff'

Un11ke al j?ther mar1ta1 categor1es, the maJor1ty of marr1ed reg1s- E _
_ ﬁ_etrants 11ve in. s1ng1e fam11y dwe111ngs (Tab]e 2 8) At 1east f1fty per-a'r,f”“'
.ecent of the reg1strants in: other categor1es 11ve in- apartments Con- gﬂ _

1verse1y, the 1nc1dence of marr1ed reg1strants 11V1ng w1th a fam11y member'fff_nE

| s cons1derab1y lower than peoo]e in other marital aroune Sinale and

30
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‘ separated peopTe (predominatefy ma]es) compr1se the h1ghest proport1on of

*

peop]e 11v1ng 1n board1ng/rooh1ng house accommodat1on

Near]y forty s1x percent of the marr1ed reg1sE:ants own the1r own E

E homes (Tab]e 2~ 9) compared to the samp]e average of 28 6° percent (Tab]e R

2—6) By far the maJor1ty of peopTe in other marttaT categor1es rent o

T.AT_ their accommodat1on An Alberta Housing and Pub11c Norks (1977 p ]5), .
N .i_study conducted 1n Ca]gary, has determ1ned that homeowners by posses-c

-s1ng the1r home as an asset are s1gn1f1cant1y more f1nanc1a]1y secure :T.-

- than renters , In Table 2- 9, s1ng;e, separated and d1vorced reg1strants

"Jﬁexh1b1t extvemelé 10w ownersh1p stat1st1cs ~These- peop]e are 11ke1y to",

’ibe more suscept1b1e to, and Tess f1nanc1a]1y capabTe of coptng W1th

rising renta) fees. Y-Tj'f**' g

-

R TABLE 2 9

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR REGISTRANTS S

(N 3215) BY MARITAL STATUS AND HOUSING TENURE

'~’g_iMar1ta1 Status 1;owNﬁ_,:? ;_RENT BOARD;Z - QOTHERT~J TOTAL

LY

"7:_'sthgié*f, 86 84 ojf’sﬁ,;« 1;o<>"'.1od;o*

I3

,;;Maffied,&:.;,;*(;as;s R ) fi“<~1§5417‘;.>vfo;81"3; ;100 0o
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- Data Missing=107 - e Source OSRSR o



":n'_1ncome earners Desp1te the fact that the med1an 1ncome for e]der]y

'ttbfft1on (See Tab]e 2 10) '-;,_.p

. f idecrease 1n the proport1on of the e?derly popu1at1on w1th 1ncomes of 1ess:"ir<

'”ff tthan two thousand do11ars per annum (Tab]e 2 11) However there was a

“"fiista1gary exper1enced an 18 5 percent 1ncrease 1n the numbers of elder]y 1n;l“ftihyf»d

.it;jthat 1ncome category dur1ng the same perwod (Ba1rstow, 1973)

X ;7f}4; ‘The. C1ty of Edmonton Corporate P]ann1ng 0ff1ce (1978 . 29)

Income | » | N o

The maJor1ty of e]der]y people must depend on pub11c penS1ons and
’persona1 assets dur1ng the1r ret1rement years 4 Brown (1975, P. 91) ‘has
‘est1mated that 1n 1074 1ess than forty percent of the Canad1an 1a20ur R
_force was enro]]ed in a pr1vate penS1on p]an Moreover ‘unlessvthese s
p]ans are geared to keep pace w1th r151ng 1nf1at1on character1st1cs of

our .economy 1n recent years, the1r 1ong term purchas1ng power may be

;_,-ser1ous1y eroded (Auerbach ]976, p 33)

— A]though almost 51xty one percent of the Canad1an e]der]y popu]at1onf_
/7
' 1‘earned 1ess than two thousand do]]ars in 1971, 1ncome 1eve1s have ER
}‘1mproved for thas group between 1961 and 1971 (Tab]e 2- 10) The rate of'ht»Vﬂ

O 1mprovement however does not match that for: the total populat1on of

';people a]most doub]ed between 1961 and 1971 the 1971 f1gure amounted to i_""‘

;-1ess than forty four percent of the med1an 1ncome of the tota1 popu1a--

In Edmonton dur1ng the same per1od there was an 11 8 percent

{fftwe"tY‘ETth percent 1ncrease 1n the1r abso]ute numbers By compar1son,_i?aﬁt}yxgg

At the t1me the hous1ng demand data were co]]ected the pens1on

fj-1ncome 1eve1 for s1ng]es was. between 200 and 299 do]lars per month and

~ has stated that 57.2 percent of Edmonton senior citizens - e
" had "minimal or no income outside that prOV1ded by the “f~“7}nb)w s
‘kgovernment pens1ons 1n 7976 "o ST T e
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TABLE 2-11
 NUMERICAL AND- PERCENTAGE'DiSTRIBUTION'OF'THE ELDERLY BY -
SELECTED ANNUAL INCOME CATEGORIES IN EDMONTON IN 1961 A
- 1971

i et

BRI R 1T R (74 N
© INCOME CATEGORIES » = ‘

* Number Pehcéntage' _ Numbér : Pe%éentaQE“"

7

.\‘

 Lessfthan'2000=' S m» l13;4I15 7 f;74;7> “f‘.17,]80:1 L 62;9’6‘ SRR

2,837 158 . 4,954 8.1

L8 w9 2509 92

o TOTALLess than 6,000 17,128 95.4 2,643 902

SR T »‘ v4*ﬂZSource Adapted from Ba1rstow
R T (1973 p. 141)
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‘ for marrxed coup1es more than f1ve hundred doIIars per month Tab]e

2- 12 shows the d1str1but1on of reg1strants by 1ncome 1eve1 Those reg1s-

trants W1th income Ieve]s be]ow two' hundred dol]ars per month may not be o

Ie11g1b1e for Canadian pens1ons ) év

ITABLE 2-12

| NUMERICAL AND ERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR
. ff_; REGISTRANTS BY INCOME LEVEL (N 3215)

© Under $200- $2oo-$299‘. ,.5300_$399 : ,$4oo-$499; ~ Over $500
% 12§9‘_,,,;~'¥"589 L 391"-.' o
3. 1“*1, 41 3 8.7 2. 2T
'_fData sts1ng 73 1;.v o .qsource: SRSR L "(:5 tht"

Income data 1n th1s fonn however, are not re11ab1e measures of an

B v1nd1v1dua] s f1nanC1a1 weL?—be1ng Often, these stat1st1cs do not

36

E .'1nc1ude 1ncome from other sources, such as’ sav1ngs bonds and rea] estate,- '

cthat thea@eg1strant may‘own In add1t1on, some of these data were recor- C

| - ded 1n 1975 and 1976 and have not been updated Current]y, the SRSR

| Hous1ng Registry 15 co]]ect1ng more comp]ete 1nformat1on regard1ng the .
By

"f1nanc1a1 status of the reg1strants Th1s process, however was 1n1t1a- :
| ;ted after the data were comp11ed for th1s thes1s F1na11y, the 1ncome .;,, L
'”f"ffcategor1es were determ1ned by the Soc1ety 1n few 1nstances were the S

'“t*”*'NIJabSO]ute stat1st1cs ava11ab1e For these reasons, 11tt1e emphas1s W111

t 'be pIaced on th1s stat1st1c as a determ1nant of hous1ng need

fTab]e 2 13 sﬁbws the dlstr1but1on of reg1strants by month]y rent

"”5"}7Th1s summary represents Iess than f1fty percent of the tota] samp]e of

]

Qﬂ

the SRSR Hous1ng Reg1stry than pr1or to Ju]y 1977

R renters (N 2 052) These data are be1ng co]]ected more r1gorously now by

LIRS Ry L ST - O RN
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~Only thirty-five percent'of registrants pay rents of less than one

hundred and f1fty doI]ars per month. WTth~nearTy serentyethree'perCent'

of th-;mq'”“kggnstrants s1ng]e (s1ng]e and ever- marr1ed) those'totaTTy_ A

‘3—\/"

I»T1c pens1ons for the1r income must pay dwsproport1onate
if'1ncome for: housang The med1an rent paid by the tota]

ﬁfhundred and seventy four dollars. per month

TABLE 2- I3

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF
SRSR REGISTRANTS BY MONTHLY RENT

R

$100-5149 -*,51504$199‘:‘ $200-3249‘r Cover§250 N\
w3 3 ;-[ e
7329 a2 T 9.0
s1ng =1, 035 ‘.'j\np_ .-Source: SRSR
As ancome 1ncreases, the 1nc1dence of ererTy peopIe 11v1ng 1n - ‘--‘j_‘

‘y dwe111ngs 1ncreases Forty one- percent of reg1strants with
to, or 1n excess of f1ve hundred doTIars per month I1ve '

1n s1ng1e fam11y dweII1ngs compared to a sampIe average of th1rty-

three percent

Aga1n as 1ncome 1ncreases, the frequency of sen1or c1t1zens I1v1ng_if<f[ Lo

w1th a fama]y member decreases S1xty e1ght percent of the reg1strants;v R
T R

who stated they 11vedw1ththe1r fann]yreported 1ncomes of Tess than
three hundred do]]ars per month Th1s suggests that reasons for T1v1ngf'
w1th a fam11y member are more d1rect1y reIated to Iow 1ncomes and the

h1gh cost of hous1ng than to a des1re on the part of the erer]y peopTefi L

to I1ve w1th the1r ch11dren

| As 1nd1cated 1n Chapter I e]der]y peopIe are more suscept1b1e to a



S

,fate]y large segment of the demandlpopu]at1on

var1ety of chron1c a11ments than any. other age group. But to many, these

prob]ems become a way of 11fe and many are ab]e to- adJust the1r 11fe-,‘

of s1ck o]d peop]e comes to many peop]e H m1nds a p1cture that 1s not

supportediby facts Near]yvs1xty n1ne percent of the SRSR reg1strants '

that sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng ho1ds for 1ts res1dents and potent1a] res1-»

_ dents is not or1ented sole]y around hea1th prob]ems, as would»be eXpected

: 1n nurs1ng care or aux111ary hosp1ta1s

CONCLUSIONS

BTN

Th1s chapter has descr1bed the soc1o econom1c character1st1cs of

B the sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng demand populat1on 1n Edmonton Severa] d1f- ,>
"l.ferences between the demand populatlon and the tota] Edmonton sen1or

: ‘._;c1t1zen popu]at1on have been d1scovered and are summar1zed be]ow

: More women apply for sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng than men. Qver s1xty

A percent of the R Group and nearly seventy percent of the R&S Group are

S

Over one ha]f of the reg1strat1ons are made by young e]derﬂy peop]ejjﬂf"; -

|

1r:f;(51;ty f1ve to seventy four years) who 1arge1y descr1be themse]ves as‘ouv E
uv;fjf?be1ng in good hea]th Ma]ewreg1strants»are genera]]y o]der than femalé‘rtiafiiiti
- _;t;reg1strants The mean age of the!R Group 1s 73 3 years and 72 3 years L
”iftii;rfor the R&S Group ;f}’ff;,'[fﬁfﬁ-,ffftf,f,ffi

Desptte these facts, the SRSR reg1strants are general]y older than o

styles accord1ng]y When one refers to senior. c1t1zen hous1ng, a p1cture :

38

: reported that they were 1n good hea]th On1y twenty e1ght percent repor-':pj‘:
ted hea]th prob1ems that restr1cted the1r mob111ty Thus, the attract1on'1..f

e fema]e By compar1son, 1n 1976 forty f1ve\percent of Edmonton s tota] [RE

‘Zg'elder]y popu]at1on was ma]e Thus,‘females represent a d1sproport1on-:'{vi?iah-kf°




""*ﬁ¥t'i11ng 1ncreases and of 11v1ng wrth a fam11y member decreases Althoggh

.-vcent of the R&S Group

|
o
!

'-hthe c1ty e1der]y popu]at1on For examp]e, in 1976 over th1rty-f1ve

percent of. the tota] c1ty e1der1y popu]at1on was under seventy years of

\,‘1

age compared to twenty f1ve percent of the R Group and twenty seven per-

.:uJ

A]most seventy percent of the ma]e reg1strants 15 marr1ed comparedr'

to only th1rty percent of the fema]e reg1strants S1xty three percent

"of the reg1strants have exper1enced a break an; the mar1ta1 bond thnpugh

ht»wwdowhood separat1on or d1vorce Speare (1970) found that mob1]1ty ; -

o

‘ among the e]der]y 1ncreasesé¥hen th1s bond is broken By compar1son, 1n ':.:
_ 1976 over f1fty percent of the c1ty s, tota1 e]der]y populat1on was:

"marr1ed and on]y th1rty~seven percent was w1dowed

OVer f1fty percent of the SRSR reg1strants 11ve in apartments and

f‘rd1ffer s1gn1f1cant1y from those in a report prepared by the Edmonton ”__v” ‘

"Soc1a] SerV1ces Department (1978, p 59) wh1ch states that 1n 1971 over.b.
“'::rffs1xty f1%e percent of the c1ty S e]der]y 11ved 1n s1qg]e fam11y dwe111ngs
%:i'and ]ess than one th1rd of the e]derh popu]at1on 11ved 1n apartments |

On]y 28 6 percent of the reg1strants own the1r accannodat1on wh11e

”‘rf*;have 1ower pens1ons than men makes them ftﬁanc1a1]y vu]nerab]e 1n a

'fhexh1b1t very low rates of home ownership In contrast, 1n 1971, approx-
'5vf1mate1y s1xty-swx percent of the c1ty s elderly owned the1r accommodat1on

‘ff;;(Edmonton Soc1a1 Serv1ces, 1978 p 59)

9 PR

j., R : o S T T G
As 1ncome 1ncreases, the 1nc1dence of 11v1ng 1n a s1ng]e fam11y dwe]"f;f:ﬂ

39

Ve

- th1rty three percent 11ve in s1ng1e fam11y dwe1]1ngs These stat1st1cs _:rvf‘fff"

”f_,'s1xty f1ve percent rent Th1s coup]ed w1th the fact that women genera11y c'fﬁn*:"”

e -'b°“>’a"t housmg market Rough]y forty -six. pereent of the marr1ed regns-ff s

[ PN

:;f ftrants own the1r homes, s1ngle separated and d1vor§§f reg1strants ?f}if}f:j:f~;:f£7
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almost seventy-three percent of the registfants are singie (single
and ever4marriéd) and dependent‘on»government pensions for all or.most

of their 1ncane, only th1rty -five percent of the reg1strants pay rents

of less than one hundred and f1fty dollars per month..

“ From th1s research, 1t appears that demand for subsidized senior
c1t1zen housing 1s most 11ke1y to occur among single females (s1ng1e
and ever-marr1ed) ‘and among renters. Marr1ed coup]es exh1b1t hlgher

[

“rates of home ownershlp and have h1gher 1ncomes than do s1ng]es The

compan1onsh1p of a spouse’/the w1sh for pr1vacy and for 1ndependence,

are most likely otherrfactors ‘which-limit the attract1veness_of senior

citizen housing to married people. -

40
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CHAPTER III |

LOCATIONAL ANALYSIS OF DEMAND AND SUPPLY OF SENIOR
' CITIZEN HOUSING

| INTRODUCTI‘ON .
In a.1974 study conducted by senior c1t1zens in Edmonton caTIed
| »"0perat1on New Roof", it was. reconmended strong]y that hous1ng projects
be Tocated throughout the city 1n order that more sen1or C1t1zen; could
rema1n in fam111ar settings when they moved to senlor c1tlzen housing.
: The researchers found that senior citizens were re]uctant to move away
from ne1ghbourhoods in which they had T1ved for: many years and 1n which
| they had deve]oped soc1aT ties. Th1s fee11ng\was}preva]ent among both

home owners. and renters..

The purpose of th1s chapter is to ana]yze the spatial Tocat1on and )
spat1a1 preferences of the sen1or c1t1zen housing demand popuTat1on The
spat1a] d1str1but1on of the SRSR reg1strants in the c1ty will be exam1ned
‘ to determ1ne the degree to wh1ch the ex1st1ng sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

;opportun1t1es corre]ate w1th th1s d1str1but1on By ana]yz1ng the regis-
'trants cho1ces for senior: c1t1zen hous1ng prosects in the c1ty, the unr;t

versa11ty of the "Operat1on New Roof" f1nd1ngs w111 be tested

o SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE DEMAND POPULATION '

F1gure 3 1 shows the d1str1but1on of SRSR reg1strants 1n Edmonton by"
census tract. Reg1strants are concentrated in the downtown area of the
. c1ty and in older ne1ghbourhoods Tocated on both s1des of the North
Saskatchewan River. With few except1ons, the Tocat1on of SRSR reg1strants
_in Edmonton adheres to a d1stance -decay model: as d1stance from the

C.B.D. 1ncreases, the number of reg1strants decreases The outlineﬁplan
v - S

4



S FIGURE 3-1 T
DISTRIBUTION OF SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING DEMAND o
- POPULATION IN EDMONTON BY CENSUS TRACT .-

°

~

PP

: ‘Scale 1:250,000 . : | ) Source: SRSRV,Housing,‘Roois'trY

" Number’ of Registrants -

42

. Q‘.. 7'
%
)

Bl e AT



.If” south of ‘the North Saskatchewah RIver In add1t10n, the dIStr1ct north ,

_ decay modeT

‘0.

) .
Sve

areasareaImostdevoidé;;“SRSR senior c1t12en houSIng regIStrants

Golant (1972) stat that SInce there is a grow1ng treuj to con-
struct hou51ng types/that ref]ect the dIverSIty of needs encountered
throughout the- TIfe cyc]e in new syburban areas, the e]derly are able to
Tive In apartments away from the downtown area Census tract 1is a.
good examp]e of th1$ S1tuat10n ThIs tract contaIns a large pr0port10n

~of mu1t1p1e famIly dweIIIng unIts and as a resu]t houses a hIgher num-

ber of reQIStrants than would be antICIpated in a theoretIcal dIStance-3

e TABLE 3-1 R
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF
" SRSR REGISTRANTS (N= 3215) BY DISTRICT .

District f-'. S ;Number of Regtstrants' r.Percentage of Total

i crIbed above The Centra1 d15tr1ct accounts for a]most one thIrd of the )

B registrants

Powao

I Central -~ - " g5 so3290
AL -Central-North -~ . 418 - 13.0
CIID North - o q7g Y o
IV West B T | I O
vV ,Southwest e 393 1.2
VI _ Southeast ~. . - 53 . 167
_ VII ~Olt- of—Town T» o 254 “ﬁ" _ 7.9 :
' Data MISSIng 20" (0 6 percent) Ig,iﬁ “', Source SRSR ;

: Tab]e 3 1 lends further support to the dIStance decay mode] des-jx“ o
tota] number of hou51ng regIstrants wh1ch 15 more than the two d1$tr1ctsf\‘

of the CNR tracks accounts for on]y f1ve percent of the tota] number of

S SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES B

F19ures 3 2 and 3- 3 respectIvely, show the ]ocatIon of se]f-con-_
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3-2

LOCATION OF SELF- CONTAINED SENIOR cmzm
HOUSING PROJECTS IN EDMONTON '
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. : (;b , |
»_ta1ned unlt and Iodge sen1or c1t1zen hods1ng proaects in the c1ty SeIfJ I
' conta1ned un1t progects are: scattered throughout the. city,. aIthough the
pmaJortty are s1tuated north of . the r1ver Large prOJects, or those W1th
'more than ‘two hundred un1ts:\are e1ther ]ocated in Centra] D1str1ct or’
'f,along maJor roadways (1 e. Meadowcroft 1s Iocated near the St AIbert
v,Tra1I and Westmount Shopp1ng Centre) The one except1on 1s Strathcona'
JVIPIace, Iocated on Un1versaty Avenue Th1s prOJect is 51tuated adprox1—‘o
- Imater three and one haIf bIocks fran whyte Avenue wh1ch is the nearest

|
4.maJor shopp1ng area for res1dents of th1s proaect

Lodge accommodat1on 1s ne1ther as preva]ent nor as evenIy d1str1bu— o
‘:;ted throughout the c1ty, as seIf conta1ned accommodat1on The reason for

}the former s1tuat1on is that there 1s far Iess demand for Iodge accommo-b

'_'dat1on than there is. for se]f contalned EIderIy peopIe w1sh to reta1n

:?4 the1r 1ndependence for as Iong as p0551b1e and by far the maJor1ty prefer f *

"»{to prepara the1r own meaIs Lodge accommodatton 1s des1gned to meet the

"i;needs of peop]e who are st1II ab]e to care for themseres but who had to

”‘;qphave thelr meaIs prov1ded PeopIe who request ]odge accommodat1on gener- I*f;7'

’ ﬂfaIIy are oIder than those who apply for se]f-conta1ned un1ts and have a

"fh1gher 1nc1dence of health and mob111ty probIems than the Iatter group

}(SRSR Hou51ng Reg1stry)
- z*’.’sPATIEDIsIRIBUTION OF DEMAND VERSUS SUPPLY e

Tables 3 2 and 3 3 respect1ve1y show the d1str1but1on of hou51ng

'f:5 demand and hous1ng suppIy by d1str1ct and by accommodat1on type 1n the

:7;>c1ty A more deta11ed anaIys1s of these stat1st1cs at the census tract

S

‘ scaIe 1s presented in Append1x A..

D1str1cts I and II account for over f1fty percent of the c1ty -
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| . , s | |
: jdemand for self- conta1ned un1ts and conta1n roughTy th1rty f1ve percent

'-of the c1ty S seTf conta1ned un1t hous1ng stock In add1t10n, these two A
P

. d1str1cts account for more than forty f1ve percent of the demand for -

Iodge accomnodat1on and conta1n Tess than: n1neteen percent of the c1ty s

-~

: totaT of th1s hous1ng type North D1str1ct accounts for a very smaTI
.1percentage of the totaT in- c1ty demand for sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng and yet
| "conta1ns nearIy eIeven percent of the city's. se]f conta1ned un1ts and ‘ ‘
“ over twenty f1ve percent of the c1ty S Todge beds West Dtstr1ct is ////
B 51mtTarTy over stocked 1t has over twenty f1ve percent of both the,
”: C1ty s seTf conta1ned un1ts and Todge beds and accounts for onTy th1rteen
) \-v. :
‘fpercent of the totaT demand e
s TABLE 3= 2 S .
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL CITYa
. NREGISTRATIONS BY ACCOMMODATION TYPE AND BY DISTRICT
1;Dlstr1ct %,1 f_;; SeTf Conta1néd 'v"*»<~ ‘Lodge_:f .
RS TJ Number - Percentage - Number . = Percentage
1 central 80 ;-‘}‘;336 g **'sefﬁg;ff.]gng,a'AQ
ST & CentraT North -382 o4 36 . 1600
'fi,j'III North* },,‘~; 160 ~© . 5,97 e 14 6.2
IV West *f*l; S0338 12,3 300 1303
_v::”,v.°.'southwest L Jj_ 369;f;"'””sTls;G.uv»-Vc;-24bﬂgﬂvarg'10;7 »
VT Southeast ,V_T:¢_481;;% R VAV § 55;},;: 53'2454;.
"=7fzf’T0TAL “~ffv 27165jf:f 1oo 057'7f-bfzszf‘"f‘??100;o’*_}“’-'-~"

. .Data’ Mtss1ng 2000 source: SRSR”

- aa does not 1ncTude out of town reg1strants -

AnaTyses to test the correTat1on between the Iocat1on of demand for ;Q?}rh-“"

ft'sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng and suppIy of hous1ng UnTtS by accommodat1on type

k ”v'jand by census tract were made ' The percentage of the totaT c1ty demand

,popuTat1on in each census tract was correTated w1th the percentage of the

ttotaI c1ty suppTy of hous1ng un1ts 1n each tract for both Todge and se1f-‘.p L

-



TABLE 3-3

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SENIOR CITIZEN
' HOUSING UNITSb BY ACCOMMODATION TYPE AND BY DISTRICT

'I‘iltlrocatlon of demand versus suppTy 1s h1gh]y correTated As there are so .
'f~jfew Todges in. the c1ty,‘and demand for these 1s re]at1ve1y Tow compared i

to se]f-conta1ned un1ts, 1t wou]d be d1ff1cu1t, and most T1ke1y unecono-gtf

N I3

48

R ) . ) -
District ,"‘.<‘ Self- Conta1ned - lodge _ S \
'_' | I ‘iﬂ ‘ f Number .Percentage o Number - Percentage
© T Central . 0% 30.0 52 g7
-~ Il " Central- -North - 180 5.2 - 60 1000
S IIT North - o _,372} 108 0 - 180 1 26.9
IV " West -~ o885 256 167 27,0
..V Southwest | 633 183 0 o 65 - 10.9
VI Southeast o 32 10298 - 6.4
TOTAL: 38 1000 f'v- 5% 100, 0 -
©b- 1ncTudes prOJects wh1ch are in. Operat1on, under construct1on o ‘ i
o and p]anned i v o
e T ~,f o Source ATberta Hous1ng and Pub11c i
}‘«' R .t tfv. WOrks, 1978 ” 4
’conta1ned accommodat1on For se]f—conta1ned accommodat1on the Tocat1on"_ ’§
. £
o of demand Versus supp]y for unlts was h1gh1y correTated (r* 4632) and ' ,»%
:'was S1gn1f1cant at h1gher than the OT ]eveT of conf1dence The s1tua- H\ ‘,7%
t : _ ¥ 55
L t1on for lodge beds was qu1te d1fferent the 10cat1on of demand versus '7°§
; D R
, supp]y was nét s1gn1f1cant and exh1b1ted a Tow corre]at1on (r- 0168) A' 'v%,
"ﬁn{further test was made to detenn1ne 1f the ]ocat1on of the demand popu]a-;f_ 'El
‘ »'f;t1on f0r seTf conta1ned un1t accommodat1on correTated w1th that for
- }e;lodge beds The two hous1ng type demand popuTat1on Tocat1ons were hhgh]y
'"I_dfcorrelated (r--8070) and s1gn1f1cant at h1gher than the 01 Tevel of
In summary,_a]though there are areas 1n the c1ty where there are iT’
| -1fh1gh concentrat1ons of senior c1t1zen se]f—conta1ned hous1ng un1ts the( 7'E'ffh}~f2



m1ca1 to d1str1bute the un1ts 1n a3 manner wh1ch 1s more c]ose]y
a11gned to the 1ocat1on of the demand popu]at1on F1na11y, %%e 1oca-
: t1on of the demand populat1ons for both hous1ng types 1n the c1ty 15

h1gh1y corre]ated

REGISTRANTS' LOCATIONAL PREFERENCES

- Ne1ghbourhood Preferences -:ﬂ‘ ‘:’ : SRR "t ,'Afv.ad:~ 'V~f§;'.

Thus far the ana]ys1szof SRSR reg1strants demand for sen1or )

B &

- } c1t1zen hous1ng has accepted the assumpt1on that reg1strants w1sh to

: remain in a fam111ar ne1ghbourhood when they move- to sen1or c1t1zen
:hous1ng However on c]oser exam1nat1on of the reg1strants' responses to :_y
i.the quest1on, "In what part of the c1ty would you prefer to 11ve?", the .
AYSRSR reg1strants appear to be 1ess r1g1d in the1r preference than the f,,'ﬁ}
_’?fgroup surveyed 1n the "0perat1on New Roof" Study Only four percent of

utthe SRSR reg1strants stated that they wou]d prefer to rema1n in the1r

tfgyown ne1ghbourhood

F1fty-n1ne percent of the reg1strants d]d not have a ne1ghbourhood

:'.ft; preference or d1d not state that they had one (Tab]e 3 4) Th1s 11‘

"'F_d,stat1st1c may be 1nterpreted 1n many ways, none of wh1ch is fu]]y sat1s- Ji RIS

’1,'factory

;., :'f 1\ people are w1111ng to move anywhere to secure hous1ng at
i .'j' a reasonab]e cost o , . e o

";f;; 2)fffpeople do not perce1ve Edmonton as large enough to be ;~lf{ff;-~°"""

~concerned about Tocation as. they ‘are able to move- about
S the city relatively easily w1th an adequate pub]1c - ‘
ke transportat1on system,- a e . o

\».,3):"peop1e may be afra1d to state a 1ocat1ona1 preference e
. for fear that it may bias their chances for securing- LSRR PR
.',hous1ng in a district. they have ot se]ected as, the1r L

- first. cho1ce,vd,, ~ o SRR

,‘ 4)'jpeop1es preferences for dlstr1cts may be b1ased by thef:p}f»’
e locat1on of hou51ng opportun1t1es, ‘ , x

et 7 5 A A o3 L an s G2 e N ' A



o ff:Norwood :v'i_f_ :";.f;;'iﬁfa;fftx,i.35,d3f44'2;';“’].] BE

"”7;‘}:‘Rema1nder of. NeIghbourhoods Sl 36 10 1 2’?ifftii'“fh_ftfpintjﬁ

CToAL :'”f*}? . trn'Jg;Vd:nﬁ.";;]32151/'f’ jv“'IOOJQ

9, ) -
\ \

; Y -

> 5);;peop]e have moyed- from a home fhey owned to another
"»}‘ ‘reSIdenge prior to requestIng hou51ng aSSIstance (See
Chapter IV); and _

':'; 6) 'the data were’not co]]ected. o

Tab]e 3 4 shows the neIghbourhoods and areas] of the CIty thch

-recered at 1east twenty mentIOns from the regIstrants The remaInIng
' A325 mentIons were shared by over one hundred other neIghbourhoods in the

_ CIty Near]y twenty seven percent of the regIstrants who stated a

’preference were.very genera] in that they chose to 1Ive in a partIcular
: quadrant of the CIty rather than speCIfyIng a neIghbourhood In that qua-),
‘ .drant Note shou1d be made that on]y fIve regIstrants IndIcated a pre- - |
B ‘ference for lIVIng in the east sectIon of the c1ty These people account\\\\'fia.‘

,;for 1ess than one percent of the total SRSR regIstrants e

| o NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR
REGISTRANTS BY NEIGHBOURHOOD PREFERENCE

'

.Q>NEIGHBOURHOOD/AREA ;;:tt,.f:,'“::.; NUMBER | iEERCENTfoE;TQIAL

'I','N° Preference/not stated B [/ Q:»ﬂ;d: 59,3 .-
. City Centre ;‘I,t 'f*]77{a xfgi{* o 1376y]rj}:ﬁ f_ 11 7I,=f’?a
~ North R < 73
‘fﬂSouth . :‘7'47 - f{]ﬂ;f};f¢;sf}';}g129;f.,.ijgr*;~4 o

et Sam g gy o e
o Stratheona g T g
. Jasper Place jﬁ_'gf573.‘ S v}*ff~gtgj.?0,Ee L f~f[”‘o 6

e R Source: SRSR: N IR X
1. These areas do not. correspond'with:the‘District?boundaries'adopted‘17'*}“fsv,:';
' in thIs theSIs } R T L e T e

TRV TR ) e



qtﬁz TabTe 3-5 shows ‘the d1str1but1on of reg1strants by ne1ghbourhood

“,town area, T1ve 1n D1str1ct 1:

the north s1de of the c1ty

A

TABLE 3 5

o ‘about in wh1ch ne1ghbourhood on that s1de they T1ve

~;preferences for those areas that rece1ved at Teast TOO ment1ons

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SRSR REGISTRANTS BY
NEIGHBOURHOOD PREFERENCES AND BY DISTRICT |

The f1nd1ngs are: s1m11ar for the other

Over

' half of the reg1strants who stated they woqu T1ke to T1ve 1n the down- -

a totaTwof seventy-e1ght percent T1ve on

: areas over e1gbty three percent of the reg1strants present]y res1de on
”i‘the same- s1de of the North Saskatchewan R1ver as the area they seTected
These stat1st1cs suggest that the maJor1ty of peOpTe prefer to rema1n on .

. the same s1de of the River and for the most part are not as concerned |

80 i b A B s s e

INelghbourhood

DISTRICT

"‘_,Preference L

R | N T ,Ivav-_,v

;’VII

VII -

TOTAL:

,: ;C1ty Centre
i IWest '
T North
© South .

- 65.2 8.0 6.2 9.4 3.7

40,2 15 8, 9 29.5 0.8
36,7 .26,9 11 9 '-c7.7]@f3.o.,

‘ | '-3~9‘:55;8A,

9.1 1.6 2. o

142;3;

9.7

4.7

8,3
7.4.
9.0
5.2

100,00 -
100,00
100.0
1100.0°

';>=Hous1ng PrOJect Preference

E1ghty s1x percent of the SRSR reg1strants have app11ed to at Teast

--;to MOre than one proaect

TabTe 3- 6 shows those proaects wh1ch rece1ved at Teast f1fty ment1ons

.4{percent_of.the;demand

as. the1r f1rst cho1ce proaects

I.fcto wh1ch the reg1strant had made app11cat1on, were coded

[on % AX

"ifone hou51ng proaect wh1]e onTy th1rty—n1ne percent have made app11cat1ons
UnTess a preference for a part1cu1ar proaect

TQDLLwas 1nd1cated on a reg1strant s abstract the f1rst two proaects T1sted

These eTeven bu11-} E:7TT-f“:“i

the remainder is d1str1-if7I'rIIf
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A fof thIS s1tuat1on s the Ch1nese EIders Mansion in D1str1ct I | Jf Sl

Dl ;of the other senior c1t1zen hous1ng developments AIthougﬁ the maJor1ty

’5r}'ftof the demand for th1s pro:ect or1g1nates fran the north s1de of the :

'adJacent Th1s is espec1a1]y true for the P1oneer PIace Norwood T

1part1y epra1ned by the fact that the Greater Edmonton Foundat1on
1:operates the maJor1ty of the un1ts 1n th1s area and many sen1or C1t1zens

B make applicat1on to the Foundat1on d1rect1y rather than reg1ster1ng at i;ffV"

X
buted among forty -seven other sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng progects '

Cons1stent w1th the f1nd1ngs regardlng ne1ghbourhood preferences, f

_ the maJor1ty of reg1strants request hous1ng that is Iocated on the same

r51de of the North Saskatchewan River as they presentIy re51de W1th

few except1ons demand for a part1cu]ar prOJect 1s greatest in the

D1str1ct 1n wh1ch the proJect is Iocated and 1n D1str1cts 1mmed1ate1y

) Go]der Manor and Canora Gardens hous1ng deveIopments Rough]y seventy
'i..percent of the demand for these prOJects orwg1nates in the D1str1ct 1n
”»wh1ch~the prOJect 1s Iocated ANl three were des1gned and bu11t to |

-: serve the needs of the sen1or Cﬁt1zens 11v1ng in the 1nmed1ate ne1ghbour-

)

| hood surroundwng the'prOJects and reg1strants 1n these areas were to be o

*g1ven f1rst pr1or1ty in theJaIIocat1on of un1ts t[' f“._'.le -ili‘f- o i‘};

.°<-—

No proaect in Bﬁstr1ct III recéTVed f1fty ment1ons ThJS may be ::,:hk'

”';the Soc1ety As weII pr1vate1y-operated hous1ng proaects 1n th1s area
"rffjappeal to a I1m1ted c11ente1e (1 e PoI1sh Veterans Home 1n chk1nsf1e1d |
“/:,and EmmanueI Home 1n Be]vedere) PoI1sh and Dutch people respect1ver, ‘
?'}fiiare more I1ke1y to be attracted to those proaects and may prefer to make
Uuirf.app]1cat10n d1rect1y to these housLng author1t1es, as they become known o

kt‘*’f;to them through the1r church and socia] aff111ations Another examp]e ,farf{"xtiﬁ

o Meadowcroft is an except1on to the genera] ruIes proved to be true ",gff.i

S

@




hiver,ilegs than'twelve percent comes from Diétrict”iv and over thirty
"percenthcomes‘trom the south side ofrthehRiver 'The'reaéon for' this

may be due to the proaect s attract1ve Tocation. It is s1tuated less
'fthan two - b]ocks away from a maJor shopp1ng centre and is c1ose to a

:‘central bus depot. Pe0p1e may be more w11]1ng to forgo ]1v1ng in a fam-

iliar neighbourhood to 11ve in a proaect_that is.so c1ose to serv1ces.

- Second cho1ce progects tended to have a lower percentage of people
K

=+ from the area 1n wh1chfthe proaect is 1ocated than first cho1ce proaects

¢

- for examp]e, on]y e1ghteen percent of* the reg1strants who app11ed to |
Strathcona P]ace as a second cho1ce res1ded in D1str1ct V and on1y forty-
three percent res1ded on the south S1de The one except1on was Al

hSaJnts,Cathedra1 C]ose F1fty three percent of the reg1strants who c1ted

. I
'« this project as their second chovce resided in D1str1ct I. |

L

. 'h‘ g CONCLUSIONS

The 1ocat1on of thiijzz%orhC1t1zen hous1ﬁg demand p0pu1at1on exh1-

b}tedfthe character1st1c a d1stance decay mode1 As d1stance from

b the C.B.D. 1ncreases the numbers of pe0p1e demand1ng senior, c1t1zen ~-}'v‘r .

. hous1ng accommodat1on‘decreases

Despite the concentration of >¢1f-contained housing projects .in some

'“‘parts of the city.>the»Jocat' he demand population for this type3

of accommodation and the loca

of hous1ng un1ts 1s correlated and
psign1f1cant at h1gher than 01 1eve1 of conf1dence Th1s means that the | %~df
d1str1but1on of hous1ng units 1n the city reflects the 1ocation of the N
\demand popu]ation However, 1odge accunnodation 15 not as. we11 situated
The supply of, beds does not reflect the d1stribut1on,of demand 1n ‘the

city. ‘Since demand.is ]imitedwfor this type of housing,(re]atlve,to:



o

self-contalned accommodatlon) and is d1str1buted throughout the c1ty,
Vit s un11ke1y that it -would be- econom1ca1 to 1ocate 1odge accommodat1on
‘1n a manner which is more closgly a11gned w1th the demand populat1on

. locat1on One. way “this problem m1ght be overcome 1s to prov1de Todge "
~beds in a11 se]f conta1ned hous1ng prOJects As the locat1on of the. |
two demand p0pu1at1ons is highly correlated this means that where there
is demand for se]f conta1ned un1t accommodatfon there is Tikely to be
hdemand for ]odge accommodat1on Further 1mp11cat1ons of comb1n1ng the

A

two types 0 accannodat1on 4n a prOJect will be exam1ned 1n Chapter IV
;

Un11ke the "0perat1on New Roof" Study (1974), the SRSR reg1strants

“do not appear to be rlg1d in their hou51ng 1ocat1on preferences Analy-
(@S .
sis of the1r ne1ghbourhood preferences and hous1ng arogect preferences

} <1nd1cated that the North Saskatchewan R1ver was the maJor barr1er

| _'reg1strants w1shed to remain on the’ same s1de ‘of the R1ver as they

’ f'presently res1ded Th1s f1nd1ng underscores the need to study those whof

tare app]y1ng “for hous1ng separate from the e]derly popu]at1on as a who]ei y
i The "Operat1on New Roof" Study d1d not d1fferent1ate between peop149Who .
were act1ve1y seek1ng sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng and those who were not |
’For thws reason, the des1re to rema1n in a familiar nelghbourhood came ’
ccout much more strong1y among "Operat1on New Roof" respondents (predom1n--¥:
.'jjant1y homeowners) than it d1d among SRSR respondents (predominant1y :'_'

'renters)




CHAPTER\IV‘

o

SPATIAL AND ASPATIAL FACTORS AFFECTING SATISFACTION WITH SENIOR

4 . CITIZEN HoUSING S

/}T - INTRODUCTION |

| Th1s chapter examines the locat1on o( senwor citizen ‘housing in the
,context of the res1dents access1b111ty to family and friends and to |
| ‘des1red services and amenities. Part1cuf§r attention is focused on- deter-
m1n1ng the re]at1ve 1mportance res1dents p]aced on the spat1a] compared |
to- the aspat1a1 character1st1cs of the1r accomnodat1on This . 1nformat1on

was acqutred through the adm1n1strat1on of an 1nterv1ew survey

} , THE INTERVIEH SURVEY
| Se]ectlon of the Studx Areas .

Two pr1nc1paq factors contr1buted to the dec1s1on to select K1wan1s
R
P]ace and Meadowcroft for study (See Plates 4 1 to 4- 4) F1rst1y,
| \
: res1dents of these two prOJects accounted for over f1fty percent of the

: SRSR regvstrants who already 11ved 1n sentor c1t1zen hous1ng but who had

,placed the1r names on other hous1ng wa1t1ng ]1sts “The author W1shed to e

‘determtne 1f th1s f1nd1ng was a ref]ectlon of -a genera] d1ssat1sfact1on . B
';among res1dents of the respectlve houswng proaects |

k Second1y, K1wanws P]ace’and Meadowcroft are s1m1]ar in many respects
(Table.4—]) Fac111t1es prov1ded on each site are good and are comparab]e
v'fn)qualfty By ho]d1ng such aspatial factors as the type of bu1]d1ng,
.s1ze of proaect, age f bu11d1ng and rent schedu]es constant, it 1s
p0551h1e to focus atte tion on the res1dents evaluat1on of their housing
i w1th respect to the nelghbourhood sett1ng If K1wan1s P]ace and Meadow-

- croft differed significantly in these aspat1a1<characteristics. it would

56



57

pUNOUBaU04 U

mmnOA.mcwzocm 9Je|{ SLUBMLY JO M3LA

2-v 31v1d

__”_:nm.eoxm.w

ydey wcmw;

oeld StueMmiy jo mapp

L~% 3LV1d




"--'V*éw of Meadowcroft from Rear of BuildihQ,ShOang‘

PLATE“,4f3€

- View of MéadowcrOft from ]35{Strqet‘

PLATE 4.4

.~ the Parking Lot
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be difficult ‘to determ1ne the degree to wh1ch these attributes affec-

ted sat1sfact1on w1th the spat1a1 characterlst1cs o
S T 1

COMPARISON OF. SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS

oF KIWANIS PLACE AND MEADOWCROFT : c oA
Kiwanis P]ace o ,"' : Meadowcroft
. highrise building R | . 'highrise bu11d1ng |
. Tixed rent schedu]e Y ., fixed rent schedule ;3’
- Opened 1972 - ~. . . opened 1972
. publtc operation (Greater _.,priVate‘nOn-profit operation,-
Edmonton ‘Foundation) . B
. both Todge and se]f— . only se]f conta1ned
conta1ned units units e
‘ .}an 1argest prOJect Lo -‘,']argest prOJect in c1ty
‘j1n city - ' R —
. 272 bachelor units - » .'308 bache]or un1ts L

68 one-bedroom units .  © - . 112 one- bedroom units
45 single lodge units « T ,
3 doub1e Todge units .

© The Study Areas '[_' AN | a',: o :ﬁ:g? L

‘:'_F1gure 4 1 shows the 1ocat1on of Meadowcroft and of K1wan1s P]ace in

"the city and in the1r respect1ve ne1ghbourhoods of woodcroft and 011ver

,'WOOdCFOft is a res1dent1a1 ne1ghbourhood that was deve]oped 1n the ear]y '

,";_51xt1es O]1ver 1s an- 1nner c1ty ne1ghbourhood that was deve]oped dUr1ng 1e‘”"

N ‘the tWent1es and ear]y th1rt1es

.“”' O.-/

Near]y seventeen percent of WOodcroft res1dents are sen1or c1t1zens

o compared to approx1mate1y twenty percent of 011ver res1dents Between | 1 .
5'1971 and 1976 the wOodcroft area exper1enced a dec11ne 1n the non e]derly ?E&./I

' populatlon and a sharp 1ncrease 1n the e]der]y populat1on onée Meadow- o

;"_croft was opened The 011ver area however, exper1enced growth in both

i' 'segments of ‘the popu]at1on dur1ng the same per1od Thqs, thevage;struceJ;-
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FIGURE 4 ] ;

LOCATION OF MEADOWCROFT AND KIWANIS PLACE
N EDMONTO"J o
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. Centre

A
ture of the woodcroft popu]at1on grew older through the 1mportat10n of
--sen1or c1t1zens into the’he1ghbourhood whereas the 011ver population

‘exper1enced a more natura1 ag1ng process

| F1gures 4-2.and 4 3 111ustrate the 1and use patterns 1n the two )
ne1ghbourhoods WOodcroft is compr1sed a]most exc]us1ve1y of s1ng]e
family dwe111ngs the on]y h1ghr1se in the area’ is Meadowcroft 011ver"
' EXh1b1tS a very h1gh popu]at1on dens1ty s1nce it conta1ns a 1arge num—
-~ ber of 1ow-r1se] and h1ghr1se mu1t1p1e fam11y dwe111ngs ,Few ofvthe

or1g1na] homes are Stil1 stand1ng SN .;d,,', el lli

| WOodcroft js_a stab1e community. Durﬁnd the41and use surVey:condch ‘

ted in.June 1978 no constructtonract 1ty was observed “In the 0liver
’-jcommun1ty however there was cons1derab1e bu1]d1ng in the area espec}a]]y

B a]ong 116 street between 102 Avenue and 104 Avenue.. In add1t1on, several

of the o]der homes had been rehab111tated and converted into comnerc1a1

v ”’estab11shments or profess1ona1 off1ces Un11ke woodcroft the 011ver _3‘.4v,
.A;area 1s character1zed by a- “hodge podge" of land uses 1t s apparent

_'that the ne1ghbourhood 1s under cons1derab1e pressure for redeve]opment

011ver 1s surrounded on three s1des by commerc1a1 str1ps Jasper
e‘and 104 Avenue and ]24 Street In WOodcroft there 1s one corner store

h} 1ocated on’ the corner of WOodcroft Avenue and 136 Street The remalnder
'7'of the commerc1a1 act1v1ty 15 concentrated in the nor;hwest and northeast hh*h

[

: fcorners of the ne1ghbourhood and to the squth in Westmount Shopp1ng

The nature of the cunnerc1a1 act1v1ty located 1n the two ne1ghbour- B

- hoods is very d1fferent In Westmount Sh0pp1ng Centre there are both LT fdl[db'

:71{: Defj"edhéfe aé'five;Storeysfor'less,:'_ e ’,,r.n.,n,;

P

R ¥
s e e

s




FIGURE 4-2

[

LAND USES IN'NEIGHBOURHOOD

~ SURROUNDING MEADOWCROFT = .
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LAND USES IN NEIGHBOURHOOD
SURROUNDING KIWANIS PLACE
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FIGURE 4-3
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[' ,f specia]tyeclothingAstores (which cater to younger age groups and middle

/’i'~pattern, whereas 011ver has the o]der gr1d pattern For thws reason the

A‘fiThe f]ow of traff1c through woodcroft 1s cons1derab]y ]ess than that .'

to upper 1ncome 1evels) and major cha1n department stores (Pennwngtons,
ZeT]ers WOodwards and Johnstone Walker) wh1ch serve the needs of the 3
o]der 1nd1v1dua1 Other than Safeway, there are no maJOr stores c]ose to-
| fK1wan1s P]ace * Clothing stores 1ocated a]ong 124 Street tend to be extre-
mely expens1ve and to attract a young to m1dd1e age c]1ente1e Other |

.examples of commerc1a1 activity in the area 1nc1ude a car dealersh1p,

,furnlture stores and spec1a1ty shops (1. e ant1ques, draper1es art and

’ crafts supp11es) Thus, a]though K1wan1s P]ace is s1tuated near commer--'
,c1a1 out]ets, few of these prov1de serv1ces wh1ch are read11y atta1nab]e
_'by a 1ow-1ncome o]der 1nd1v1dua] | . |

A]though the 011ver ne1ghbourhood has exper1enced a gradua] ag1ng of

- a 1arge proport1on of its popu1at1on th1s has not resu]ted in the

1

"~'estab11shment of commerc1a] act1v1ty that serves the e]der1y Th1s
‘s1tuat1on is unusua] for as Regn1er (1974b p. 35) remarks | :f, S s

-the percentage of e]der]y 11v1ng w1th1n a ne1ghborhood is
“often an’ accurate measure of. ‘the. qua11ty of 1ife for older
people - 11v1ng in the area, :Not only is ne1ghbor1ng ‘enhanced, o .
. .but social services, ‘retail shops that are oriented to the o]der B Y
. individual are more common in ne1ghbourhoods w1th a h1gher N SR
v,concentrat1on of e]der]y

:i"Another pr1nc1pa1 d1fference between the two ne1ghbourhoods 1s the

}m.fnature of the street patterns WOodcroft exh1b1ts a curv111near street

| 1011ver ne1ghbourhéod expertences a great dea] of through traff1c part1-c_ ;:,ELQ;F
"‘,cularly a]ong 102 Avenue and 121 Street In woodcroft, 1]5 Avenue and

,~139 Street are the only through roads 1n the ne1ghbourhood (Figure 4-2).-‘

o carr1ed by the boundary streets (118 Avenue, 142 Street and Groat Road)

":»(Unfortunately, no stat1st1cs were ava11ab1e for 102 Avenue and 121 Street



’f%;;‘of one hundred and flfty apartments per progect was se]ected keep1ng the
-'—respect1wprogect as a who]e FHers were sent to the apartments

'ivqhbottom of . the f11er and to return 1t by ma11 1n a stamped se]f addressed

65

“in Qliver (Figure 4-3).

‘ Adm1n1strat1on of . the Survey

" The purpose of the survey was to determ1ne the 1mportance res1dents
p1aced on the 1ocat1on of the progect w1th respect to such factors as L
"»the type of. nenghbourhood in whtch the progect was s1tuated and prox1m1ty |
- to. fr1ends and re]at1ves. and to des1red serv1ces and amen1t1es A]though
some quest1ons were d1rected toward the 1nterna1 env1ronment of the pro-
-;Ject (both phys1ca1 and soc1a1), empha51s was p]aced on the res1dents

- eva]uat1on of the env1ronment beyond the progect s1te

| In September of 1977 ‘the management of both K1wan1s Place and of .
'Meadowcroft were contacted to ga1n perm1ss1on to conduct res1dent “inter-
V1ews.j In both cases, the management expressed concern for f%#&pr1vacy o
of thewr respect1ve res1dents and for th1s reason, wou]d not a11ow the
fauthor to make personal contact w1th the re51dents Through comprom1se,
h'i’1t was agreed that a fher2 exp1a1n1ng the ‘purpose of the survey cou]d

, be sent to the res1dents and that they- would respond 1f they were 1nter- ’

:ested in. part1c1pat1ng

e

To ensure the pr1vacy of the res1dents on1y the apartment num- o

ber1ng system was supp]1ed by the managers. A stf"t1ff§3 random samp1e ’

;'V;proport1on of bache]or and oneTbedroom umts3 equa1 to that of the .

J

:'fﬁj_selected for study The re51dents were asked to comp]ete the form on the ;y:cf”?f§

‘f-enve1ope Two weeks after thxs 1n1t1a1 contact was made, a rem1nder was

\ h-ma11ed to those who had not returned the1r form ‘:UHH 7-17J";r:'f _E;,EAfo-ifc;' I

h~12,-;A'copy'of~the;flier is contained jn‘AppendixfB;f,nif
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The response was 1ow. 0n1y n1nety two re51dents had responded after ‘

the two 11, rs had been sent. In fact, the rem1nder encouraged on]y an |

add1t1o a%"ten peop]e to rep]y Of these n1nety -two - respondents, on]y

forty three agreed to part1c1pate in the study s1xteen from K1wan1s ’
o P]acezand twenty seven from Meadowcroft | - o

‘These 1eve]s of response’1nd1cate the. necess1ty of contact1ng sen1or

ctt1zens in person rather than through 1mpersona1 means such as the ma11
Peop]e who te]ephoned to f1nd out more about the study were nervous at
f1rst and some were even annoyed However, after exp1a1n1ng inmore - E
detall who was - conduct1ng the research and the uses to wh1ch 1t wou]d J L
be put, most were w1111ngnto be 1nterv1ewed 0 Some were: concerned that

their comments would be forwarded to the management one or. two respon-

- dean d1d not overcome th1s fear even during the1r 1nterV1ew.,' A T

The 1nterv1ews were de11berate1y de1ayed unt11 September to ensure | .[5 »;

_that.most peop]e wou]d be home from ho]1days Dur1ng th1s peraod

o

"however a mun1c1pa1 e1ect1on was in progress and Edmonton ma11boxes were -
; 'brimm1ng w1th e]ect1on advert1sements It 1s probab1e that the f11ers f;[h

'jWefe d1scarded w1thout be1ng read as they wene perce1ved to be re1ated

7f1to'the e]ect1on, or, 1t may be that peop]e were t1red of rece1v1ng "Junk -

-htjmai]" dur1ng th1s per1od __‘ﬂ?iji ;lff}1j5L1‘ «a;fq[j'~h‘;_j'~i;;f;f¥«’,**

Interv1ews were conducted between October 11 and November 11 1977
g; Ea h 1nterv1ew 1asted approx1mate1y one hour and ten m1nutes i Dur1ng the :

~""t1a1 week a sma]] pi]ot survey was conducted 1n each proaect and the

sults analyzed ”The p110t 1nterv1ews resu]ted in m1nor changes be1ng

3,;:1%m5$e 1n the word1ng of the quest1onna1re

Ry T
- . -

K1wan1s P]ace Lodge res1dents were not 1nc1uded 1n this study as Meadow- ”fif;'t
croft does not offer ‘this type of accommodation. ) , - . y




-

| Lh'f;(Tab1e 4- 2)

"L?{”according fg'th;%r own eva]uat1on Approx1mate1y EWth¥'°"e percent °f
‘J'"7g3lthe Kiwanws P]ace and s1xty three percent of the Meadowcroft reSpondents
L {*stated that they ead hea]th prob]ems wh1ch h1ndered the1r ab111ty t0 ‘

’}“‘;_ part1c1pate 1n some act1v1t1es Table 4&4 shows the frequency of hea]th-

: '.,_one a11ment Desp1te these chronic condat1ons, only th1rty one percent

}'Uf°fof -the’ Kiwan1s P]ace and fdfteen percent of the MeaddWcroft respondents e
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r\'7_'

el

Although the re11ab111ty of the data is constra1ned by the sma]]

smap]e s1ze, some 1mportant d1ffe§ences in the reszdents eva]uat1ons
3
of the two pr03ects energed The rema1nder of th1s sect1on will d1scuss

' the spat1a1 and aspat1a] character1st1cs of the respectlve hous1ng pro-
'JeCtS, as they affected the res1dents 1‘
Ana]ys1s of the Survey o | é ; e
Demograph1c and Soc1o Econom1c Prof11e - Vp ;v .59 :

-

N1nety three percent of the respondents were female: 0n1y two . _
R e

‘ ma]es were the pr1nc1pa1 spokesman for married coup]es Seven marriéd .

_.coup1es were 1nterv1ewed two at K1wan1s P]ace/and five at Meadoweroft

N 1 .

-Except for two respondents who were s1ng]e and 11v1ng in Meadowcroft‘/

o

nthe rema1nder of the samp]e had been marrxed and of these the maJorlty .'h', ;;e

had been w1dowed R ';<' e '~f' | ‘t" RS S

The average age of the K1wanis§P1ace reSpondents was exact]y two

;‘,.years o]der ‘than. that of the Meadowcroft group *76. 4 years compared to
: gh74 4 years More than ha]f of the latt\r\reSpondents were unden 75 A R

TN

LY d e

, 'years of' age compared to th1rty se;en percent of those at K1wan1s P]acee-vi Pt

LENCTING ShF.

el

fooe 0

;;&3

Table 4 3 shows the d1str1bution ﬁ; respondents by hea]th status,

' J'Lirelated problems mentioned at each progect Some people cated more than ~~?¥% ¥fj;§i

f: descr1béd the1r health as either fa1r or poor. Th1s f1nd1ng suggests Q';:f.

'.-‘;.




that elderly people adapt their life- ster according to thetr abilities

NN
and Judge the1r health 1ndependent1y from the1r chronic ailments wh1ch

have become an accepted way of 11fe

TABLE 4-2

L]

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION: OF RESPONDENTS
\mavmemeMDMPMﬁOmemmg' '

) Age_Group | KiuanIS‘RIaCe . _Meadowcroft: -
R g} No. % No. %
65 -69 3. 187 5 18,5
70- 74 o o3 87 10, 37.0 k
75 279 - L s 3h3 5 .85
i 80-84 : 3 18.7 - 5 ' es
S I 2 12.5 "2 “,174
TOTAL: 167 100 .27 000

4-5).

0

Ed

e

OnIy one respondent refused te answer the 1ncome question (Table

Eighty-seven percent of the k1wanls Place compared to seventy- :

3% three percent of theJMeadowcroft respondents had 1ncomes of der hundred

doIIars per month or less

q:

This difference may be exp1a1ned in part by

the Iarger number of marr1ed couples wnterviewed at Meaddhcroft Noh

, attempt was made to ana]yze the assets of the respondents in greater

deta11 as such quest1ons genera]ly prove to be offensive As weII

‘:'f 1t was reasoned that other questions prov1ded the respondent w1th amp]e

, opportun1ty to note financial cons1derations in the selection and

eVaIuat1on of his housing

,ﬁ/{g

barrier Imposed Qy the North Saskatchewan River,

*

)

Former Housing Env1ronment

L

. l ;

i

~

Cons1stent with the results of Chapter III regard1ng the m1gration '

P

1

.8

‘-‘Kfz '

only three respondents R

.- ! l.



2 o "TABLE _4-3
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE - DISTRIBUTION oF RESPONDENTS BY
.PERCEIVED HEALTH STATUS AND BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE

| waan1s Place . V'Meadowcroft

~ Health Status

M.t he. 3%
gExceTTeht o ‘
God 0 &5 16 59.2
Fair 4 om0 2 7.4

fpdar U RN o f' 1T 5;2~‘; Q‘; 2 7.4

S T2 W 1 a9

COTOTAL: o - o 16 1000 - - 27 100.0

TABLE 4-4 -

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTiON OF
HEALTH PROBLEMS AMONG RESPONDENTS“BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE

KTWanis Place _ Meadowcﬁbft

 Health Prob]éms,/”"

| L Ne._ % - “MNo. %
.CardTOwVéscuTéf

- Arthritis

w N o

. Poor Hearing . 15.8 16.0

SR

. - 4
, PodrvEyésighﬁ o ,.v! . ‘TM'lf, 4f'5.3lr"‘ ‘f‘_»7 © . 28.0
. Sﬁbrtnesgfbf Breath B 'T E_/KT..' ';a;5.3. }\v. 1 N',f‘v:44d“f;

“Walking Difficilties © 3 - 1s.8

a0 6 40,
105 1 a0

Other v .. . % . TV 83 . 4 .60

R S




TABLE _4-5
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION-OF RESPONDENTS.

I BY INCOME AND BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE
Income per o ' vKiwanis Place ____Meadowcroft . -
Month Mo, 2 M. g
. Less than $200.00 2 2. 3 1.5
$200-$250 _ = 6.2 2 7.7
$251-$300 . 3 - 87 7 26.9°
$301-$350. / 3 8.7 6 231
$351-8400 - T 5 31.2 o 3.8
$401-$250 . 2 7.7
~$451-$500° - ] . 3.8
Over: $500.00 2 2.5 4 15.4
oTAL: (160 1000 T .2 100.0 -
(. ".
TABLE 46
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUIION OF RESPONDENTS
 BY FORMER DWELLING TYPE AND BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE
.- Former Dwe]ljng "_." Kiwanis Place’ Meadowcroft
; Type ‘ _ ; No. . S No. %
~ House - 5 3.2 N | 40;7 :
" Walk-up Apartment S A 9 33.3
' Elevator Apartment - . 2 T2s5. 3 q1n
Boarding/Rooming House . = - A 2R Y
Suite in House . & 25000 .“;"f T
Senfor Citizen Housing = . a2 7.4
CoToTAL: -6 10000 2 000



‘moved from the south side of the city. Four lived outside Edmonton N
prior to. the1r move, and the rema1nder Tived on the north side qf the
r1ver Although most respondents had111Ved 1n a house for many years,
the majority had moved to another form of hous1ng prior to their move
to Kiwanis Place or Meadowcroft (Table 4- 6) " While two Kiwanis
respondents stated that they had ]1ved in sen1or citizen housing prlor
to their move to Kiwanis- P]ace, their stay in these projects was very.
. short, In both cases, this housing had acted as an interim residence
until K1wan1s P]ace was Opened For this reason these respondents
preferred to answer hous1ng quest1ons in terms of their former pr1vate
E res1dence In contrast, those who had ]1ved 1n sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

~

before mov1ng to Meadowcroft had rema1ned there for an extended period.

. <
e

Over ‘half of the respondents in both proaects rented the1r former

. accommodat1on (Tab]e 4- 7) Of these the maJor1ty had Tived in their

'fformer home f1ve years or 1ess In both study qroups those who had
N stayed in their former res1dence f1fteen or: more years 11ved in a house

' they owned Th1s would suggest that most respondents who app11ed for -

- res1dence in K1wan1s P]ace or Meadowcroft moved fram owned accommodat1on -

| to renta1 accommodation or to 11ve with a fam11y member. prlor to the1r

,_rmove to sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

C]early, the most favoured feature of the respondents former home -
was prox1m1ty to serv1ces" fo]]owed t1ose1y by an apprec1at1on of
their ne1ghbourhood and ne1ghbours (Table 4-8) when asked what they
nd1s]1ked about the1n former ne1ghbourhood half of the respondents in.
'each proaect stated that ‘there was noth1ng they dis]1ked D1stance |
. fr serv1ces accounted for at 1east one- th1rd of the reasons why the

respondents d1s]1ng the1r former home environment (Tab]e 4 9)

\
CoL
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c ' N N
| “TABLE 4-7 AR ’
B NUMERICAL AND' PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS

BY LENGTH OF RESIDENCE.IN FORMER HOME AND \BY HOUSING TENURE - -

Length of Resi-

K1wanIs P]ace '

: Meadowcroft

dence (‘n years) ) QWﬁ Rent Otht'a"rf"b Own .ERent _Other
Less than ] “ ] : | |
;o 6.2 o
1.-5 . 7 2 2
S 83.7 6.2 7.4 407 7.0
5.1 - 10 2 13 1
| R PN 3.7 N 37
10.1 - 15 T 2
’ 6.2\ 6-2 7.4
15+ 3 5 .
8 18.5
TOTAL: o4 90 3 g i g
. o 25.0 562 187 296 592 11.1
o . TABLE 4-8 SRR )
NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF NEIGHBOURHOOD |

FEATURES LIKED BY THE RESPONDENTS IN THEIR FORMER HOME .

| Features LIked

vu‘

Kiwanis Place

Z‘J‘Meadowcrdftk'

No. g .

, TOTAL:

L No. % L
Proximityfto,services B e N R 486
Nice neighbourhood/ T Lo e
' - neighbours _ 17 o 347 8 - 25.0
Nice house/apartment . 9 ~ 18.4 170 23.6
Proximity to family - 4.1 2 28
" .49 100.0 72 .--100.0 -




" “Wanted“to Tive on own

K

TABLE 4-9

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF NEIGHBOURHOOD
FEATURES DISLIKED BY RESPONDENTS IN THEIR FORMER,HOMES

Features . = }li“' Kiwanis Place ___Meadowcroft
;o istiked [ T R
~ MNothing R 8 31 15 .69
o143 3 T g

. Too far from services

'Neighbourhood deter-
ioration

| Apartment

IR T R S R
L R
4.8 3 9:4
Neighbours 4.8 3 9.4
~Asked to leave 9.5, . - i B | |
Independence/secuthy Lo e 2 :j 6I2 i

MaTntenance of, BUIldTng;.’
R 4

T i W

CTOTA: 201000 0 32 1000

| TABLE % 10
| NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS BY
REASONS CITED FOR DECISION T APPLY FOR SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING

Reasons to App]y for , KIwanIs P]ace C;f L Meadowcroft i.i' ’.>Mu
SenTor CTtIzen Hous1ng | _; aNo.-g S ‘Z, :“_i;‘nﬁ‘ﬂb? ‘ETIA;Z;;v“ PRI
B S 26.1 17.2

S TR

6 Ef ‘

=

PRI T EN ENE © SN TR S PN G

‘Financial’ (good rent}
gj—[bcatIona1 considerations =
(closer to famIly & SerV1CESl7

~ “Securit
"EiEea the |ooE" of -

- «senior citizen housing °
- “UnabTe {or unwilling) to
- maintain-former home
~D1d not wish to remain B
alone in home = 1 3.3

'.”]3 3

.-An]3.3C

“Iro h.bm;mA

8.6
5 0.3 :
e 9 e

: (Independent and privacy)
“HeaTth-and UTd Age .
Widowed il ,
*.’EompanTonship B
~:’Forced to move from‘home :

CTOTAL: ;}*"‘; 3007000

| o
Pee




L
Present Home Env1ronment

Reasons c1ted for dec1d1ng to move to senior c1t1zen hous1ng were

~ varied (Tab1e 4~ 10) Several respondents remarked that they "11ked the |
_]ook"'of the proJect and 11sted no other reason for their decision to

_ app]y for res1dency This wou]d suggest that the mere prov1s1on of a_ ;
hfac111ty creates demand A]berta Hous1ng and Pub11c works (1977 p. 1)@? _‘
7 supports this 1dea as they noted that demand for senior c1t1zen hous1ng

in Ca]gary appeared to be 1ncreas1ng although construct1on of proaects S

"was' at an a]] t1me hlgh R t. kk_

F1nanc1a1 cons1derat1ons were the ost frequent]y ment1oned reason rf'f

o for app1y1ng for. sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng in both progects Hea]th

: 51ndependence and secur1ty factors accounted for one- th1rd of the reasons‘t

' *"¥5K1wan1s P]ace respondents app11ed for hous1ng In contrast Meadowcroft-

"'respondents c1ted Iocat1ona1 cons1derat1ons w1dowhood home ma1ntanence--

f{'and 11v1ng alone as 1mportant factors The d1fference in the two

°=1:groups ages may exp1a1n th1s contrast in rank1ng of pr1or1t1es ~jff'

Tab]e 4 11 shows the 1mportance placed by the respondents on
_selected character1st1cs of the1r hous1ng wh11e search1ng for a p]ace toiV“ ‘
'_;'11ve Part]y because of the sma]] samp]e s1ze and part]y because most 5e_’

’of the\respondents cons1dered some of these factors when choos1ng ar

p]ace to 11ve (regardless of the1r f1na1 locat1on) the data are aggre- ffh].:‘

»‘* gated for the total samp]e rather thah by progect

R

4 Derek Fox (1970 p. ‘3) writes. of the Br1t1sh s1tuat1on 1n th1s way

It seenms” that th1s phenomenon of . supp]y generat1ng 1ncrea51ng R
.~ deff¥nd from those in need: may not have yet reached. its peak o
. as many ¢1derly people are Just, realising the benefits I
... and -comfort of the specifically designed 1oca] author1ty
-+ housing or housing assoc1at1on housing , e
e ] S _ PRI o



 TABLE 4- n : !

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS
- CONSIDERED BY THE TOTAL SAMPLE (N=43) IN THE
SELECTION OF SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING

Considered Cons1dered Considered Cons1dered Did’ Not B

g 'Hous1ng o . Very " NotVery Not - _
;Character1st105; Important Important Important Important Consider

‘280 3 - 2

Reasonable Rent 651 732 7o 46

S -7 WM. 9 2 m
Quality of ' o ‘ ’

_Neighbourhood * 16.2 3.5 209 4.6 5.6
o | o4 e 3

© MNeartoParks . 9.3 209 7.0 628
) (N () R A S

| ’TNearIto ChurCh?_ﬁEﬂ‘iZST ' U:‘23;2‘if:ﬁ~ ]6;2_'71~"34}5 i : 30%2
Near to Tamily Y e el ' B

"1'"»and3Ff1endS" 819 ,'J."T319f‘ ,}:2352 ”ITff:'z{Q;"“';18;6'>' -
e g Tl e 3

. Meartobus o8 139 23 23 0 10

'V“fNeaf'to'Seniorsc5 '

47 63 s o

VR'VTC1t1zen cEntre; . T{f9:3TT:I'-_Jé’2'g_H:f 13;§{h‘j1§‘371d‘f,iv“53;5‘§

._'Fac111t1es
ruBu1Td1ngf g\\

. Apartment

232

N 'Des1gn '_-f; ii";» Q[3Z*:-H'-48'8 I'“TT—J3¥9"f.“
i e 1 8
Near’to ST - .

[P o N .
S - T

6. 842

| -Near to~

'I'Vj quermarket.' . sip s W6 .. 16

: hjgl-/}ﬂ“CjOI.TIEEEJIGT:-'TE.AZT”E\”E‘k.6_
"Near to Iarge Co USSP

""1_",Shopp1ng Centrefflfl~44:2'Tiw7f}23;2”31i"ffT3I§fvf,;-fji;GR.ﬁ, iI3=9?'°

o ws s me . me
— S N ’ .loTl T;ij'

T2 w6 - s



o

B

o 'f5911" emergency number i

s va te]ephone has 1mmed1at' access to med1ca1 a1d in. aq@;mergency ~1n34 v_g]

The features most often cited by the respondents as belng very

? 1mportant were reasonab]e rent prox1m1ty to bus trans1t and to- a

supennarket. Surprisingly, over half of the respondents stated that -
'being‘c1ose<to a church was not very important not 1mportant or'they‘
did not even cons1der it at the- t1me they were choos1ng a place to 1ive.
‘No one con51dered be1ng close to a park very 1mportant In fact near]y

s1xty three percent of the. respondents d1d not cons1der 1t Less than

_ ‘ha]f of the respondents thought that the qua11ty of the ne1ghbourhood
‘;~1n whlch the progect was s1tuated to. be an 1mportant or very 1mportant
Q'.conS1derat1on Fac111t1es prov1ded on s1te were more 1mportant to the’ ‘,"‘

. respondents than the des1gn of the 1nd1v1dua1 unxts Few respondents '

\were concerned about belng near a sen1or®c1t1zens centre

'Ll‘

In a study of senwor c1t1zen hous1ng managers he found that n

Pub11c transportat1on, shopp1ng, med1ca1 and re1lg1ous
-facilities ... appear as the most: important, with. such.
‘things as- pass1ve and act1ve recreat1on fac111t1es tak1ng
secondary pos1t1ons Cer
| | - (N1ebanck 1965 p 65) IR

Th1s study found that pub11c transportat1on and shopp1ng fac111t1es t;t_f S

%
'_Q;,were 1mportant to the respondents However re11g1ous and medica]

'f1ect1ng a p]ace to 11ve Unfortunately, it is 1mp0551b1e to 1ocate a

proaect c]ose to medica1 faca11t1es that every person 1n that proaect
/ B Q

'ywou1d use,’ even 1f they were prov1ded on site S1m11ar1y, g1ven the

7[easy access to a]] churches S1nce~Edmonton Te]ephones 1n1t1ated the

;
may be argued that every sen1or c1t1zen w1th

| These f1nd1ngs are somewhat contrary to those of N1ebanck (1965)f ’

76

‘vfac111t1es were not pr1or1t1es at the time that the respondents were 581--';~fj'%

"T?Var1ety of re11g1ons, 1t 1s hardly poss1b1e to locate a PrOJect w1th1n . R



':f:;ffeatures that were d1s]1ked 1n both bu11d1ngs 1nc1uded the sparcxty of

it-'?that they WOu1d prefer toqbeid
- A

the case'of‘churches, it will be shown later than most churches arrange

'transportatwon for parishioners who would otherw1se be unable to attend

1'church

Among the features 11ked about the respect1ve hous1ng proaects were
the- soc1a11z1ng advantages of 11v1ng 1n a prOJect w1th one's peer group
These accounted for rough1y twenty two percent of the tota1 responses 1n k

\

“each prOJect (Tab]e 4- 12) | Conven1ence of hous1ng proaect S. 1ocat1on '

was ment1oned by on]y e1ght percent of the K1wan1s P]ace respondents com- -

i pared to over. e1ghteen percent of the Meadowcroft group Rent was men-

‘t1oned only once 1n each bu11d1ng “This is surpr1s1ng s1nce it was th1s

- factor that was c1ear1y very 1mportant to the respondents at the t1me '

:they were choos1n@ a p]ace to 11ve (Tab]e 4 10) and a factor that promp- -

' ted many to apply for’ sen1or c1t?2en hous1ng (Tab1e 4 9)

| Th1rty seven percent of the respondents 1n each- prOJect stated that
| bthere was’ “0th1"9 they d1$11ked about the1r prdUect (Tab]e 4 13) Th’, z{l
't”_‘emaJor1ty of d1s11kes centered on the des1gn features of the bu11d1ng and |

t‘}cof the respondents apartments Many stated that they would prefer to

'fs:']1ve in a one bedroom su1te, rather than a bache]oﬁgsu1te Other de51gn

ﬂ\,.

’7'of the step onto the ba]cony Two respondents at K1wan1s P]ace stated

-y e"f

Fosere o a general store apd th1s conment

",3e_fwas the only one that referrfégto a brob1em beyond the bu11ding site. f”'

Generally, the respondents were sat1sf1ed w1th the1r hou51ng and

fi;described themselves as be1ng e1ther happy or very happy about 11v1ng 1n

ﬁ'tw‘sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng 0n1y tWO respondents dEscr1bed themse1ves as

:9

77o

: “5-;lstorage space (eSpec1a11y in the kitchen). the he1ght of the cupboards andﬁf;?jti';

e _be1ng unhappy and 1n both 1nstances the reasons for the1r unhapp1ness ;}frppz_yﬂ 5
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TABLE 4-12

. NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING
CHARACTERISTICS LIKED BY THE RESPONDENTS BY PROJECT -

| Chéracter1st1c5; 'ffj - “Kiwan1$ PTace “” _ Meadowcroft |
R ST __No. - g ~ No. g S
_Convenient Locations .4 82 ' 17 ~18.5
Fac111t1es 1n T T T o :
Building T 2 . 41 5 gy
Nice Apartment/ S o o R
Building =~ - 9 18.4 . 8 8.7
Socializing ‘ o | B
-+ _Advantages oy
“Good Maintenance R
Independence, Free~
dom,. Pr1vacy o

2.4 20
2.2 16

16

— N
] -

12

: Good'Rent'uv '
©Quiet
- Other o

wiro] —leoloo

| olrMolo
LR £ . -
OV O E=d

1

1

5
7.

COTOTAL: Sot000 0 w2000

e af,*}z;f TABLE 4 13 ECEENDEE
) NUMERICAL ANO PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS
: DISLIKED BY THE RESPONDENTS BY PROJECT '

A_fPfCﬁEPQéteristicSZRuUi*f:fI C'g“.iK?Wa"ngP’?F?i} TTJIH';NEPNRVETOTFEIRINI_‘PL

e ——— W s

| Des1gn of Apartment ?:;f*gfs;;.BTQQR;_”ZQ;G-ffgj]4I_522~f’jf‘;§lf2f§¢{~fj:_ﬁfﬂQ f
i"'Design of Building ;?{,,i'481;*'ff{lee;’j}-iw-f5g9;.}515120;9} -

- Incompatibility of L YT L P e SO
. Residents . :-;;;r‘i{:.izﬁ'{,',._7~4a3.;jv,*ﬁ1,1:f Cal
. Mant to be closer ,‘fIL”"f* I R T R
o to general store P o2 e R e SRR

| TOther R e 370 123

t”TQTALﬁ‘;;-:';frc,i*”;._f om0 oamo -




were'Unrelated to their housing.
. .
Tab]e 4 14 and 4~ 15 show the re]at1ve degree of sat1sfactlon for )
_ selected hous1ng character1st1cs of K1wan1s P]ace and Meadowcroft respec-

§t1ve]y Over n1nety percent of the Meadowcroft reSpondents were-very

ot

.jf" sat1sf1ed with their acce551b111ty to stores and to bus tran51t wh1ch is

"ts1gn1f1cant1y d1fferent from the sat1sfact1on reported by the K1wan1s
) “l'grOUp , o
B Sources of d1ssat1sfaction that were ev1dent in both groups were - -
}.persohal safety and access1b1]1ty to med1ca1 serv1cest_ Fear of fwrelrn‘- S

, a h)ghr1se bu11d1ng prompted two respondents to Voice_comp]aints regar-. -

o dmg personal safety Desp1te ‘the existence of 'ff“?.d%:c.a:] "C.T.""""és‘i near each-
| fProaect and the emergeney number "9]1", 50me resnoaaents were unhappy

Fabout the1r accessib11ity to th1s servnce ; . -"'A' o ' - }"- ,tv:* a

Wh11e most respondents 1n both prOJects rated the qua]ity of'their

f'.,?d;ne1ghbourhood as e1ther satlsfactory oF . very sat1sfactory, many prefacedfflr
& ff;the response by stat1ng that they d1d not know much about the ne1ghbour-;
"’*.f‘hood or the people who 11ved there Most considered the1r ne1ghbourhood : 'f
| to be a vert1ca1 one, or, the people who lived 1n the1r bu11d1ng., Th1s f;:‘ o
'7ic was discovered to be true as we]l 1n a study of a sen1or c1t1zen cottageihf:?_'A
‘";tt deve]opment in P1easanton, Ca]iforn1a Canty (1974) found that residents :;f:;~{h
% spoke of the1r ne1ghbourhood 1n terms of the development a1one and not of ‘vhemff*

""?1 1ts surroundings

 Secial Pamcipatwn et Ty
?“iﬁfltm' Most respondents had ch11dren 11v1ng in the Edmoﬁ on area. and the S t
- maaority v1s1ted w1th the1r ch11dren at 1east once per onth (Tab]e 4L16) ‘;
T%QT 0ver sthy percent of the respondelts 1n each proaect v1 1ted W1th the1r "5

e

) ;afvch11dren at 1east as often as. they d1d when 11v1ng in theif‘former?home~h;c ;f.:t”“
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:'\\

: :and were content w1th th1s arrangement (TabTe 4 17) Except for one .
}'respo\\\nt who m1ssed her grandchTTdren those who v1s1ted the1r ch11-
'Vdren Tess often were not d1scontented they understood\that théﬁr \.’

'ch11dren were busy and were haphy to v1s1t whenever the opportun1ty

f._arose Many respondents\telephoned thelr ch1Tdreh regu]ar]y add th1s ;;f

| ﬁ_compensated for not see1ng them a§ often wttfr’ ‘

Those who had chwldren T1v1ng outs1de the Edmonton area but w1th1n

Alberta were able to v1s1t w1th them at Teast once per month. They were »'in_

S

ocontent w1th see1ng the1r ch11dren e1ther as. often or TeSS often than"

‘{j.they d1d 1n the1r former homes Respondents who d1d not have ch11dren

4

- T1v1ng in ATberta were not ang to see them very often and m1ssed them a _ff;»

. great. dea] N

§

)

v‘t1ve hous1ng prOJects and over s1xty s1x percent managed to v1s1t the1r

A

' the respondents at each;rOJect were able to VTSTt fr1ends outs1de their : S

"; deve]opment at Teast as often as they d1d pr1or to the1r move to sen1or '

c1t1zen hous1ng (TabTe 4 19) Those who saw; their fr1ends at Teast as

often as before the1r move were sat1sf1ed WTth one except1on Of those :

who saw the1r fr1ends Tess\frequently, onTy two regretted not V1sit1ng
more often“ the rena1nder had made new fr1ez§z in the1r qgspect1ve

e

The maJor1ty of - the respondents had made some fr1ends 1n senior - HARS
- citizen hous1ng (TabTe 4~20), and v151ted w1th them at Teast on a weekTy -
"”a_'ba51s (Tab]e 4- 21) Few stated that they never v1stted peop]e 1n the '

“i bu1Td1ng One of the respondents had recent]y moved to Meadowcroft at

: the t1me of the 1nterv1ew and had not had the opportun1ty to estab11sh

o more than casual friendships.

The maJor1ty of respondents had fr1ends T1v1ng outs1de the1r respec-'

o _fr1ends at Teast once per month (TabTe 4 18) S]1ght1y ove{ one~ha1f S? fi.a



B ™

o 8
T N . R

TABLE 4- 16
FREQUENCY OF VISITS NITH CHILDREN BY RESPONDENTS

~

..fFrequency of jf*-Ilfg'f;?fﬁ' -'»K1wan]s‘PVace F*"' ﬁ--Meadowcroft.'}
, ‘VISits Ll T CNeL Ty o Ne T :,;f%‘-.~
. - e —

ity - My e, e

oAt ]eéﬁt.dhcé/ﬂéék.‘::v'l' e }g;i‘uif‘37,5'\'f:I‘w_'15f 3 SSQSJZ‘Q” |

'v*1‘EjAt‘]eé§t7oncé/month-' R S fIZSiO ;E'I”:’:87‘._‘5\29;6 W

%e T DR S S I

e No chi dren*”’“\\ T T S S oA

TomaL: ")//ifi»--~‘fj‘j o  16f*7Ff,]00.¢;I.1 S S B 1V R

| TABLE 4 17 _"~" L

COMPARATIVE FREQUENCY OF VISITS NITH CHILDREN BY RESPONOENTS ‘
BETNEEN THEIR FORMER HOME AND SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING :-”

: Comparat1ve Frequency ___kiwanis Place F-FE __Meadowcroft P
- of. Visit1ng AT No. % M. - 3

,;' Visit Moréfoftén B 2. 133 }'jf}lT : 5I1 'i‘20,0': |

Visit"és'oftenI, N "‘ f‘ g "I‘; 50,0 o _fri]1' | ;44;0iS;, '

Visit less.often . 4 S 9 3.0

SO s w000 s -w00.0 0

~.o'</ o



‘ TABLE 4218+
. "-"—-‘—--—-r—
FREQUENCY OF vxsxrs UITH FRIENDS OUTSIDE PROJECT BY PESPONDENTS

 ‘ _g’V1s1ts - ;.Q;~’ :lﬁg,A_ viiNo_;,ﬂ_¢;,5%

K1wan1s Place " vv"‘MeadOWC«oftqgfff:_"‘ .

Frequency of

Tt 1e§st 0h§é/wéék7; I

"f‘*Never “;;.;.;»H;_-f'-;' | }_-f--.e}fg/-‘ ;-Igﬂff;;_:;;gleﬁ ol

. k. ' 7j fff;ﬁ3;7;p{f;fﬂ"?égf 'Jj2§;§j?ﬂ€f]??1

' f ,No-fr1end$:j;‘ff°f  ,.~f ‘»;', 52]:_.f’.1é.§%  ¥; 5f*'é j;; k;:7:h2i:ﬁf3~{
R G T e e T T T T e

ST a6 1000 L 27 10000

'°th COMPARATIVE FREQUENCY OF VISIFS WITH FRIENDS OUTSIDE PROJECT

BY RESPONDENTS BETNEEN THEIR FORMER HOME
AND SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING ' ’

- Comparat1ve Frequenqy -

~of V1s1t1ng

'-K1wanls P]ace~-~‘

" Weatoworote

”:_;t&No.J;  2 _ %_  ,‘ B

 visit mokelbften.:

Visit as often

© Visit less often

4 286 .

f?»f* ;5 28.0

‘ j2 : ': 48;0 ZV

 A NT0TAL (wlth fr1ends)‘:

N N

................

AN
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TABLE 4-«20

NUNERICAL ANO PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONOENTS BY xl;f
DEGREE OF. FRIENDSHIP FORMATION IN SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING

JRRY

I5ijumber of |

"Tﬁ.FrIends ;ff.f‘},_ e

| _,;KTwanIs Place. f{' Meadowcroft

 ”f]jﬁMade many frIends NSTRE
: f‘; Made some frTend\V “'Ti” »_;_f
L Nade hardTy any waends ‘7'

'Tffj*Made no frIends'[”

y | _’f U630

S t" R

s fTOTAL;f_fI*fIfoj j .

TABLE'4-21.I= .

'-I

';'ffl;FREQUENCY OF VISITING wITH FRIENOS T
.fIIN SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING PROJECTS ?@»?v_3;3?,;;O,T;T

S 000 ez oT000

S fFrequency of
SR V1S1t1ng i

' iflilKIwaOIS'flace* -fO'f' ;Mé?dowcfoftO; .

: fQNo;‘vOf;T‘{%fi;:‘Of;:O0N9S ‘:]1i“'%f’}"¢’”2 

TR

IV.DaIly

% e

3 w7 93

}At teast °nce/week \X S C T

"-Less than Once/month . 5;~ B I

”~:*INever -

T

 “:g1‘ToTAL;>'




*'fg contr1but1ng to the:respondents 901ng out 1ess frequent1y than they _ﬂf; -

B

@ negative effect upon them emotionally.'

BN d1d before the1r move to sen1or c1t1zén hou51ng are show? 1n Tab}e 4- o

‘-.t'25 Hea]th age and lack of fr1ends c]ose by were~among the more 1mpor-,

tant factors

As stated ear11er *on]y two respondents descr1bed themse}ves as

w

betngfunhappy or very unhappy andwtheseremotlonswwerewnoterelated.to

thewr housing | Although some respondents stated that they would 11ke to

5
see the1r fam11y or fr1ends more often th1s d1d not appear to have a.

" make new fr1ends in senlor c1t1zen hous1ng and this compensated 1arge1y

for not v1s1t1ng w1th fam11y members and old fﬁlends As we]l many \h]f5*‘~”

peop]e were able to v1s1t at least as often as they d1d 1n the1r fonner

'~f‘} home and thus their 11ves had not changed drastxca11y upon moV1ng to

-
sen1or C1tizen housing It appears then. that the Iocat1on of the

respect1ve prOJects d1d not s1gn1f1cant]y‘affect the respond_

part1cipation. : ]l.tﬁjt {f ;f't? : f.?ﬂi-ftA"

The were ab]e to adapt and to f :”‘ |

‘E,sociaTif{‘f



FREQUENCY OF GOING OUTSIDE PROJECT BY RESPONDENTS

Ny

Frequehcy of

“ .',' ) . . .

'*ff;K1wan1s P]ace

Meadowcroft

ah?;ﬁ Going Out

.»\

Da11y Iess than one hour }‘r

1nc1ud1ng w1nter

oo Da11y less than one hour
"*‘fN;g except w1nter G T

1nc1ud1ng winter

" Daily one hour or more *i

except winter

',;' Hard to answer, 1rregu1ar

Don t go out on usua] days

R SRR AR

Da11y one hour or more N;7f}ffif3f;f'1~ ﬁ?j*iff:e'fii7ff3::'
: e -8 FEI“RSOFOGf;ENF.Q‘jls?If‘r

e

;IOTAL{-Av:E" R

aiamarerit
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NEEEE Y A
Y87
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Z'IfNjQOEO”IE ! f[[if

COMPARATIVE FREQUENCY\OF GOING OUT BY- RESPGNDENTS—BETwEenfL"7”

THEIR FORMER HOME AND SENIOR CITIZEN HOUSING

‘.'"

K1wanis P]ace

"\{IffMeadowcroft

Comparat1ve Frequenqy
of Going out :

5. Out as often ;I;"Hx

Out more Often 'fﬁ,f:fw*ﬁ

Out less often |

_E'tif233gfii118 a8 ifvﬁg?fnjf

'I?:SSRN'

"%fj'”i}WQEf?;
?2§,67~£;L~;;1‘
iIAEBI;iiﬁR-’ =

':ﬁi;fiflﬁifff};Tddfdf’I; ;;:f°27'J%"?iIOO}05I,Ig7 o



TABLE 4 24

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS BY REASONS
CITED FOR GETTING OUT MORE OFTEN THAN IN PngIOUS,HOME =

- ‘:;ffgeaSOn‘

'TV“}*K1wanjs_Place»¥ f,fT

| Me_adowmtoft- S

v"-""-l, o

a;<”g£Everyth1ng is- more~;;7f;5?<5hif3 =
T j;conven1ent here B A P

, _‘f}Husband was. 111 ""°Wlﬂ_ff”§‘bff‘?°'
_*have’more freedom SR

‘ ?f"}More to do fff;?;’ 2%

;;E{Had to work before }ng;;L'Sf}fIN4 66 7TI}I;II

Lf§s5ﬁflT;

55

S 18 i

TABLE 4 25

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS BY REASONS
CITED FOR GETTING OUT LESS OFTEN THAN IN FORMER HOME

Reason fjf. f;ﬁ*‘"

Kiwanis P]acejf'v”

Meadowcroft |

NO’L:-\ S

TLfHeaTth probTems

o Age-,«

;iﬁNobody to VTs1t

| b“-}ﬂA:Used to work_ in garden i
. i_-j;;;Too far from friends o {3if‘ﬂM
“'5*;qf:'Sick re]ative :;E'Ofv?7fS}3;?fﬁ;l

e

¥

'“}iﬂ;33;32};fjg“’;f.
| “'ﬁfIT;II*,T' i
-3 IR

,A; T 88~

xis;ﬁf;ﬂk}
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The respondents were asked three hypothet1ca1 questlons to determ1ne o

"ftftthe1r hous1ng locat1on preferegces w1th reference to the type of ne1gh--;;,;;j‘f

"t'ﬁef bourhood the age structure of the ne1ghbourhood and of the bu11d1ng they';ff :

.7}figfwou]d seTect 1f cost was no ObJeCt Tab]e 4 26 shows that a]most n1nety-;;f'.

”17?ifﬂthree percent of the respondents at Meadowcroft chose the same type of

| "’ii'inetghbourhood as the one 1n wh1ch they res1de present]y K1wan1s P]ace

u'r;fﬁfrespondents were more d1v1ded 1n the1r response A]thobgh the ma;or1ty B

"f[seTected "downtown or c]ose to 1t", severa] preferred to be ina suburbanvgf,'ﬂ )

o 5lneighbourhood 11ke woodcroft CTose to a shopp1ng centne “Jlgg;ujfrg{f°

The maJor1ty of the respondents preferred to be s1tuated 1n a szs .

'fj,ﬁe1ghbourhood that contalned a]] age groups (TabTe 4 27) The respondents 5?2?1T

“”??'we1comed the opportun1ty for generat1ons to mix and stated that o]d peop]e

h:iﬁwere depress1ng As two respOndents put 1t they wanted "to be near 11fe".:tlt*;

':f Those who stated a preference to be s1tuated 1n a ne1ghbourhood w1th

’"mostTy oner people feTt that they woqu be more comfortab]e 1n these .

"?[;;5surround1ngs the ne1ghbourhood would be qu1et and they would share more

o ffnn common W1th the1r neighbours.;;hf:

-t A

Very few wanted to T1ve 1n an apartment bu11d1ng thh a11 age groups,

?'rfif_part1cu1ar1y young ch11dren and teenagers (Table 4 28) By,far*the

o "maJor1ty preferred to be 11v1ng 1n a bu11d1ng wh1ch housed on]y sen1or

::-7f7c1t1zens and oner people, whose ch11dren were grown o

\

s

An OP,JPn’ 1n terms of hous1ng 10cat1on that 15 be1ng madé*ava11able _;ysfyf

z»;fv:to sen1or cit1zens 1n Br1tlsh Co]umb1a is to rema1n 1n thetr own apart-f A

Vh”frsment w1th the a551stance of a rent subsidy. The rat1ona]e for the program

| 'Tﬁ:15 simp]e., Tt ds- cheaper for the government to subs1dize low income ;;-5fvf“45 B

?senior c1tizens in an apartment 1n the pr1vate market than 1t is to con-s, R
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TABLE 4 26

NUMERICﬁL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS BY
PREFERRED NEIGHBOURHOOD LOCATION |

N

ngéf' t: ‘E‘Raff'K1wan1s P1ace 3'Meadoweroft"5\iﬁef$_':::.'

o ‘ . NO. ‘ : % ‘ v No. . '. . %

Jf~ E;Downtown or c]ose to 1t EJE’?'RTOR;"""*GZ;S U‘f'E;frjyf'R%ijB;f::{‘f~
o Away from. downtown, ﬂear "]q'*} e TR A
*},Re51dent1;} area away from .' R

- . w BRI - - E O

| E3R7?Away from Edmonton (sma1lf}_..1¢-s-\~-r-

jﬂ?Nf .town) ;;.,ﬁ:,,.,i -U-}iffﬂijfffiji:f;f?~7O7fEf€3'fff',f;f“3{7ff{ff*fn'f“27

RNCICI Sl IAELE__ﬁ_ZZ =
NUMERICAL AND PERGENTAGE DISTRIBUTION ;i RESPONDENTS
BY PREFERRED AGE- STRUCTURE OF THE NEIG‘ OURHOOD

v%

‘:EU:Age Structure ok K1wan1s P]ace ‘ / \r Meadowg;oft
‘,;ofNe1ghbourhood Th e ~35,& NO‘V:f' *;%af”{%f;\ “No, - -%-

'TE@:; Mostly older peop]e S 5.0 ’\s;,/ "4h 128 513,{751E;:

A1 age groups e )3U“t:1‘<; 9 56, 25 18 66. A

E.=;fNoipreferencevm:;igs»;fj:_j-;OE;LBN 18 7RR‘.galﬁ,:,5:1.f';_18f5iiaJRNEE:w..

”f-fgastrUct, ma1nta1n and to subs1d1ze a structure designed exc]us1ve]y for

\th]ow 1ncome e]der]y people., Moreover the Br1t1sh Co]umb1a goveonment

Rreasons that through this program people are more read1]y ab]e to se]ect

ﬂ"affa locat1on that 1s both conven1ent and fam111ar to them

Over s1xty percent of the reSpondents were 1n favour of th1s program |

Q-RipfFour pr1nC1pa1 advantages of the rent subs1dy program were cwted by the



TABLE 4 28

A )

;f>f,'f NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTIOF OF RESPONDENTS By
o PREFERRED AGE STRUCTURE. OF F APARTHENT BUILDING TENANTS

1 B . o . ; . N . :

"j . .

) -of Tenants ‘,‘;f TR f’..f 5No;lg-ﬁ‘ga %_g:;'_f;p;¢No; E v4vy_%ﬁ ‘

g&A]] age: groups - S 3_“t‘2"'yf ']2 5 .;fTJS:'h 218, 5
Most]y older peop]e '7;;* 'F~av5f*,i,. 31. 2. _}f | 14 8
On]y sen1or C1t1zen R yy9!'_sfgy56,2: ;,»~h7115 59 2

“t7) No preference, ?fi?:t;Qifhtﬁﬂ:if*m:fsi}ifr :iifphitfhf??5$dhf. 7 4

*'1'3r]£ﬁ11;§hpeop1e wou1d be ab]e to rema1n 1n the1r own home

'“ff;“ftun1t1es for sen10r c1t1zens

v':

Age Structure ,1f;j _ﬂj)‘ K1wanis Place” ’~f%.;t.cMeadowcroft~lf;f;\_-c35h

f,=;,QTQTAL;;T,jf;“g]fff};f{?-i. f3fj,j6~'{ﬁffibo;o;fgﬁf;i_{*27g 100 o R

}wﬂt}nféf'fSUCh a program wou]d s1gn1f1cant1y expand the hous1ng oppor~«»~;]s;f§ff

: 7'/1?..,;5,kggzenv1ronment ;;‘ EOR :5;~--r-:-: L u,_,,-_g q-'-*77%'""”“'°

- J] Jhe program wou]d reduce the government s costs 1n the 1ong

5if<;g]f

[

ii~-1ncapac1ty to. care for themse]ves

o ”7":y'vﬂ i AT
F ‘j;gmz;fiPeople on the1r own do not have the physical and emot1ona1
e :~,g1;;.secur1ty offered 1n sen1or C1t12en hous1ng.y»~ '

;('3._”-_'There is a: 1ack of compamonsmp for peop]e who- do not hv?m

ffReasonS,cjtedfhyftHOSeyagainstfthefprOQram.ihcludedisﬁéh”toneerns'{‘}77f:dh

'1;J;Peop1e may want to remain in’ the1r own home desp1te the1r R

g_g sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng, part1cu1ar1y for those who are 'single, :'_;;;t”f

'3--\. Few of the respondents who stated they were in’ favour of a rentli :
'¥;:;;:‘ subs1dy program sa1d that they wou1d have rema1ned 1n the1r fonner home E
| had the program been avaxlab1e to them 1n A]berta Many stated that they
.*f“t wou1d have moved to sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng regardless of the program s

'”_ffw' ava11ab1]1ty Two arguments may be put forward to exp}a1n th1s f1nd1ng



“7}10ne is: to suggest that senlor c1t1zen hous1ng offers more than cheap

j'subsequently app]y for

- .
x

. F""

-

.'e'tihous1ng Many peop]e are attracted to the way of 11fe and the.compan1on-
':‘-_iish1p oppqrtun1t1es it proV1des It has been argued by many gerentolog1sts'
' V;ithat sen1or c1t1zens are more a11enated 1n ah age 1ntregrated than in an
' f_fage segregated hous1ng env1ronment (See for examp]e Ne1banck 1965

CgAtchley, 1972)

The converse argument is that respondents who part1c1pated in th1s ﬁ

H:study\have ]1Ved/1n sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng for some t1me over ha]f of

\

3 \/

I;fthey have pecome accustomed‘to a part1cu1ar way of ]1fe and fznd 1t

*d1ff1cu1t to p1ace themse]ves 1n a hypothet1ca1 51tuat1on 5.7;p~5[17_-

Th1s area of d1rect rent subs1d1es requ1res more 1n depth reseanch

‘f1nanc1a1 reasons. Tho e who have not yet moved to sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng
~]/may apprec1ate the opt1on‘of be1ng subs1d1zed 1n the1r own place par-

"“1t1cular1y marrued coqphes and those who are very 1ndependent Moreover; :5h
‘7f1t would mean that pe§p1e pay1ng exhorb1tant rents re1at1ve to the1r | )
'%1ncome cou]d rece1ve 1mmed1ate a1d rather than hav1ng to wa1t between two

:'and three years to obta1n g su1te in sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng

Mob111ty _:fi;f_if_gietf_hshiéﬂ:ff,;j;f[fiLvﬁff'”_‘ﬂrfifff'5- b

' n1or c1t1zen houswng, are do1ng so pr1mar1ly for ,

} "92'.

*j:the respondents‘have 11ved there for three years or more For th1s reason, S

:i;ACCOQﬁ]ng to the Soc1ety for the Retwred and Sem1 Ret1red est1mates, overtfjff;*?

7}“n1nety percent of the peop]e who reg1ster w1th the Soc1ety, and who Lffjﬂ‘”: L

SIX of the forty three respondents owned automob11es and of these, fﬂf?l o

K o
BREALE

<fon1y ha]f stated that the1r Car prov1ded the primary mode of tnggsporta-- o

”?aifally re11ed on other means of transport

At Meadowcroft wa'lk1 ha whe mnnh Anad maed 4:...4....-.‘-;1‘-.’.’ T SR T

{;taon in. summer months (Tab]e 4 29) Dur1ng the w1nter car owners gener-;-ég;s,v,



,:"ﬁjtem at least once per week and the ma30r1ty descr1bed the serv1ce as

"'7fifstop 1ocated on the northern edge of the hous1ng s1te In add1t1on,‘;

. o : N PN . ' '. . . . d .
:fmode and the Second mode was wa1k1ng Fr1ends and re]at1ves dr1v1ng

~;respondents to the1r dest1nat1on was the most frequent]y ment1oned mode

\

o ’f.1n both prooects For the most part tax1s were used on]y when abso]ute]y

;necessary and gene/ally as a ]ast resort Most stated that they cou]d not

afford to use them ;f‘;bffﬁ fj;f'v"

On]y f1ve of the Meadowcroft respondents stated that the1r modes of

3

'—trav',f'” . ur1ng the w1nter months The pr1mary change was the

.

less frequent use of the autonob11e.1 Th1s was true as we]] at K1wan15 jll'

~

: '“"[mace six. of the K1wan1s P]ace respondents stated that they changed

93

ffthe1r mode of trave] dur1ng the W1nter months the use of buses became ;}fg;ﬂ;f

'?”fifthe most frequent]y ment1oned pr1mary and secondary modes of trave]
: ”‘“f7The respondents st111 re11ed on fr1ends and re1at1ves and tax1s as ter~»-,_ff‘*“

. ""f7t1ary and quartenary modes of trave1 ‘“:;?;’5:‘

A..‘

On]y one respondent d1d not possess an Edmonton.Trans1t System

B 97;;,sen1or c1t1zen bus pass because for hea]th reasons, she was unab]e too-J&? :

nutfffuse a bus Seventy four percent of the respondents used the trans1t sys-fjlt'°f

R

R /\ SR
-e1ther*:§t1sfactony or very sat1sfactory Meadowcroft res1dents are “1;gtfg e

ajiblocks fron a maJor bus term1na1 there 1s frequent serv1ce to a vartety,, dfj;“‘

ibgddays two buses (Numbers 12 and 50) stop evehybone ha]f hour at the bus

. [there 1s no serv1ce at th1s s1te dur1ng Sundays and holidays.; For ser- fjthiﬁa

AR

7iv1ce dur1ng these days,}resodents must wa]k three and one ha]f b]ocks to 7

st

'"1S}1fdasper Avenue Desp1te th1s drawback K1wan1s Place respondents rated

":f'the1r serv1ce a]most as h1gh1y as those in Meadowcroft _ff;J_?Ef"*ti

V‘dﬁﬁ,-ﬁ

B S

:‘1t:f*part1ou ar1y fortunate because the prOJect is 51tuated approx1mate]y tWOiS?Vn?&dd

v"*‘iifuof de§t1nat1ons K1wan1s P]ace 1s not as we]l 1ocated Dur1ng the week-,n'AQQ"

TN



Lo Bus ;,;;_a_aﬂg i A5:;.'s"
SO S, 2

.'t?;uffffy};ft mman | T i
L RANKED -FREQUENCY OF TRAVEL MODES USED BY ;j‘f*t,;.'_;t:;” :
o THE. RESPCNDENTS N SUMMER.MONTHS S ek

. 1'°tiqueu0taf:~x‘ e K1wan1s P]ace 1?j | Meadowcroft fw;:ffu’.:;?7?'>-’
oocdravel {.. sty o dfv:3rd?qf4th Ist_ ond . 3rd cdth

J-‘e"‘ 9

2
0

7.5 31272507 7 29.6 333 28, 0_313;3-33:-~ B
0

J?'eraxig;;«.’gi‘igizfi 3
S : _573 3;;

\
12

\J—-',"

1 1

2 3
,;;3};g;f37;5;f16:z.ﬁ_xg; 55 5 44

4 6

0 0

2
"7?1513?““’ 24 13f€§£i2f*1f;;‘75::"
8.

25 T4 14

"*fd?fifmornt?“f)“f;i”' 6 6 f125~g59¢3e327;a;27;;“25f* 25. .t
e __100,,.1oo_w,1oo,u_1oo;,¢;1po-a‘Joo;->100f=.100_:@' L

Act1v1ty Patterns and Serv1ce Needs N

In order to study the extent to wh1ch elder]y peop]e make use of

”‘ﬁ'f]fthe1r env1ronment to secure des1red amen1t1es and serv1ces the respon- «~if“

| vﬁgff_hdents were asked to descr1be the1r use of twenty two fac111t1es and ser- T

"'-J_[v1ces ATthough the samp]e was sma]l, some remarkab]e d1fferences between

“"3f¥2the two hou51ng proaects came>to 11ghtt, _;:;37'. .

For each serv1ce, the respondent was asked how frequent]y he used

s

WA 0.

uh5t;;the serv1ce and the seny1ce ]ocat1on he frequented mos& often (1 e

"“3k5ffavour1te drug store) F0110w1ng from the work of Regn1er (1973) the

‘5‘ffifday use un1t\Was,u89d to measure the 1ntens1ty of use for each serv1ce

£

Ao \ g
~1xRegn1er (1973 p 9) def1nes th1s measure as one day of use per month

R L

:*‘xfj!yfor retr1eva1 of a 900d or servide » F°” examp1e ]f the respondent

S state he went to a bank once per month the bank wou1d be ass1gned one gj;"’”

S TN S

S e



ot
\

day use unit. (DUU), if week]y, 1t wou]d be ass1gned four DUU 51m1]ar]y,
11f two respondents stated they r)s1ted the same bahk on a month]y bas1s,

| that bank wou]d be ass1gned two DUU By comput1ng the DUU fortserV1ces :

“J.'used most often by the respondents and by mappang each s1te that

’tF:recelved the1r patronage a spai1a1 representat1o& of.the respondents use

of the1r env1ronment 1s poss1b1 :
et‘ Analysis was“made of those serv1ces that a magorwty of the ]?5f;:jlf

‘ _respondents used at least once per month They 1nc1uded post offlces, R

‘drug stores grocery stores, banks, ha1rdressers/barbers,~and churches
J

‘fAs we11 the respondents were asked how often’ they went downtown for any ’ :f-'

"-_reason to see if the Ppresence of a maJor shopp1ng?centre near Meadowf ‘

X croft obv1ated the need to 9 downtown
O . . o L / ) ) .
F1gures 4- 4 and 4- 5 show the day use un1t summary of these se]ected

’ ,serv1ces for K1wan1s Place and’ eadowcroft respondents respect1ve1y
; The | tota] DUU accumu]ated by Meadowcroft respondentsféor the serv1ces
'was 609 untts. Four hundred and seventy-s1x of these or 78 2 percent
'of the tota1 DUU were. 1ocated w1th1n a one and one- ha]f block radtus of
| the hou51ng Site. Most of the serv1ces the peop]e usedﬂeould be obta1ned

~at Westmount Shopp1ng Centre and more spec1f1ca11y, at WOodwards The'

°AA},Hoodwards grqcery sect1on, ha1r sa]on post off1ce and drug department ’

’f-altogether accounted for 288 DUU out of the tota] 256 DUU for the . o
ewestmount Shopptng Centre as: a who]e.‘ | |

| Un11ke most other ous1ng propert1es in the c1ty, Meadowcroft is ,::
: located very near two maJor chain grocery stores woodwards and Safe- X

| way. Many respondents sa1d they went to both on a regular ba51$ to )
'hcompare pr1ces The hillh accumulated by these two stores accounted for

| s1xty-two percent of the total buU for aT] services Un11ke;K1wan1s

" . X
.o T,
. 4 “ e .

AR SR SRS S



FIGURE 4 4

) LOCATION OF DAY USE UNITS ACCUMULATED |
 BY KIWANIS PLACE RESPONDENTS FOR SELECTED
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FIGU\RE 4- 5
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'7~3f'are many F1rst1y, 1t 1s d:ff1cu]t for sen1or c1t1zens to transport

A

'PTace the Meadowcroft respondents frequented onTy two grocery stores,

'f;no others were ment1oned _' _P4§

The totaT DUU for the K1wan1s PTace samplé was 264 un1ts twenty-
.1‘n1ne percent of wh1ch were Tocated w1th1n a one and one -half bTock rad1us
ff of the hous1ng 51te Less than eTeven percent of the DUU accumuTated
‘T by the respondents ‘were Tocated 1n the 1mmed1ate V1c1n1ty of K1wan1s ';

'-._'PTace. B | e |

| The cTosest grocery store to K1wan1s PTace is Safeway,:Tocated on»ﬁT-f;fva{

. f102 Avenue and 124 Street It rece1ved Tess patronage than the grocery

| *sect1on of woodwards at Edmonton Centre The reasons for th1s S1tuat1on 1.

7;‘jheavy grocer1es four and one han bTocks especiaTTy 1n w1nter,,when the”;.‘f"

: -s1dewa1ks are not properTy ma1nta1ned SecondTy, there 1s no pub11c

e transportat1on ava11ab1e between the hous1ng prOJeCt a"d grocery store

!?T'Th1rd1y, tax1s are proh1b1t1ve1y expens1ve for many,.even for the shortnl‘

o 'distance from the store to the hous1ng s1te FourthTy, Safeway does } fﬂf"‘

not deT1ver grocer1es In contrast WOodwards at Edmonton Centre will
":.dellver non per1shab1e goods w1th1n twenty-four hours of the1r purchase.f"i“'

The’ number 12 bus route stops at K1wan1s Place and w1th1n ten to tweTve.;V

Tmlnutes stops d1rectTy in front of Edmonton Centre For all of these

.1reasons, it is ea51er and cheaper to go to the store farther away Th }?
y:downtown Bay grocery sect1on was frequented for the same reasons ;Two

. smaTTer grocery stores Tocated sane d1stance from K1wan1s P]ace were

used reguTarTy by some respondents because they coqu order the1r | f ‘ ”h»: - fﬁ@

'grocer1es over the teTephone and have them'de11vered F1ve DUU were . tof‘ ;. ,_:z
kdaccumuTated by respondents us1ng the Woodwards grocery store at North- - ;

o

gate MaTT Once per month the management arranges for a bus tr1p to :



VNorthgate a11owing~respondents3to’shop for»two’to three hours.
The maJor1ty of serV1ces used by K1wan1s P]ace respondents are,
- 1ocated a1ong the maJor bus routes partlcular]y 1n the downtown area.
As 1nd1cated ear]1er more K1wan1s P]ace respondents bused than wa]ked to

:“the serv1ce 1ocat1ons whereas at Meadowcroft the oppos1te was true

' nQProport1onate1y, K1wan1s PTace respondents use the downtownanore fre-

”;quent]y than Meadowcroft respondents averag1ng 3 75 DUU per mﬁnih s o

"'-,.compared to the 1atter B 2 6 DUU per month "i . t ;:"~>f'*d‘:;;::,mv7.‘ o ftf

‘Q’fffor K1wan1s P]ace respon ents Despwte the two year age d1fference fﬁ§,7yfff

'ffdbetween the two groups, 1t may be argued that s1nce Meadowcroft respon-""'"'

- .;»a:whereas 1t 1s more of an effort for K1wan1s P1ace respondents to go

\.ijj_shopp1ng, or to go to a 11brary As Madge (1969 p 244) remarks, ,1 R R

Meadowcroft respondents accumu1ated an average of 22 5 DUU per ’;kj'a'i,,‘ ”

'fmonth 1n ebta1n1ng these serV1ces, compared to an average of 16 5 DUU

~Tdents have so many serv1ces c1ose by, they tend to make more use df than,”ﬁlﬁ

O

| jthere 1s more to shopp1ng for the e]der1y than mere]y obta1n1ng commo- ;d](”"'

','1jdit1es .1;5;;§f 'f g”_'-; ;',, "47‘--f75‘f.; : 5,;‘ o

‘ ,';In add1t1on to 1ts ‘instrumental funct1on, the shopp1ng
.expeditfon is used by old people, as it is by mothers.

- tied to. young children, to satisfy the expressive need .
“to keep in touch with the 1oca1 commun1ty and to confirm
1the1r p1ace 1n soc1ety L S :

;;jA number of Meadowcroft respondents stated that they went to Nestmount ,
Shopp1ng Centre da11y to browse 1n the shops and to watch PeOp]e : Nobody'f o
L K1wan1s P]ace stated that they went downtown "Just to 1ook around" SO

'The1r tr1ps were more purpose-or1ented T ;:?

Regn1er (1973) found that in two sen1or é1t1zen hous1ng progects
f1n San Fransc1sco the most dispersed use pa;tern exh1b1ted by the “:

srespondents was the1r choxce of doctors He remarks that ”the doc!br was"-l‘

3




-~ 00

-2the on]y serv1ce that some 1ow-capab111ty*respondents used and 1t
ltseemed that every respondent went to a d1fferent p]ace" (Regn1er, 1973

'~d p.. 3) In this study, the on1y respondents who went to a doctor at
| ."fi]east once per month had severe gyron1c allments Th1s was the on]y
B tr;[ser that 1nduced the respondents to. cross the North Saskatchewan
.“.:.R?Jgj§2n a regu]ar bas1s (w w Cross Hosp1ta1) ';_ e |
Ch ch aff111at1ons produced a d1spersed pattern as we11 and thlSv..

| ri;was part1cular1y not1ceab1e at Meadowcroft where the’ ma30r1ty Of

i Lrespondents secure serv1ces w1th1n a wa1k1ng rad1us of the hous1ng pro-

'°)Tf);tran5portat1on for the respondents who otherw1se wou]d be unab]e to

“'5*; attend church Nondenom1nat1ona1 church serv1ces are held at both pro- 3

'Ject Many respondents rema1ned w1th the church that they had attended
'd”’tpr1or to the1r move even though a church of the same denom1nat1on may f{? fffd;;
RN - y/,s. :
'[Vlfhave been 1ocated c]oser to the s1te The maJor churches had arranged

..‘

- Jects once per month and these attracted those who had not been very

. :r1nvo1ved w1th church act1v1t1es 1n the1r former home or who coqu not
R

"“;;go to the church on a regu]ar ba51s. At Meadowcroft church attendance

"~f accounted Pbr only 7 2 percent of the DUU: accumulated by the respondents ,f';’

blﬁwhereas 1t accounted for twenty five percent of those accumu]ated by

FE K1wanws Place respondents Despite the 1arg” number of regu]ar church
; v attenders/at K1wan1s P]ace thws percentage would 1ike1y be 1ower 1f '

: other servxces were 1ocated w1th1n wa1k1ng '1stance of the s1te

’,..,

A11 reSPondents at Meadowcroft descr1 ed servwces 1ocated at‘ |
, westmount Shopp1ng Centre and the 1mmedia e v1c1n1ty as be1ng bOth Con-_'r"
ki ven1ent and near ~ Most of the Kiwan1s P ace respondents described the fflf' R
A]'»serv1ces they used 1n the same manner | 'owever, grocery stores more thann |

: b three b1ocks away were generat]y descr1'ed as be1ng 1nconven1ent and far,u’




":.y1nconven1ence wh11e obta1n1ng these serv1ces Because of the reduced

o ::busy streets wh11e on the1r way to shop ThTS was expected part1cu1ar1y

AT~ff?not one of the respondents ment1oned 114 Avenue Regn1er (1974b)

S because of the prob1em of carry1ng the grocer1es home "in comparison,h:
. — S
',drug stores (wh1ch genera]ly se]l more 11ghtwe1ghtfproducts) 1ocated the g
o same d1stance from the s1te were descr1bed as betng both conven1ent and o

.,“near

Apart from the we1ght of the grocer1es, few peop1e descr1bed any

o

’l’:_bus serv1ce on Sundays, a few respondents ment1oned that 1t was d1ff1cu]t
*;,'j'for them to attend church 1f they coudd not get a r1de w1th fam11y or
- {’fr1ends It was expected that respondents wou1d comp]ain of cross1ng

’ S
‘f;[at Meadowcroft where re51dents must cross ]14 Avenue to reach Westmount "4[{1*)*
| ‘f;Shopp1ng Centre There are two cross wa]ks on the Avenue but ne1theq‘

",;;iare marked w1th stop 11ghts or pedestr1an 11ght s1gnals Surpr1s1ng1y,'f;ft‘ffr

31’f1argues that busy streets d'/not act as barr1ers to senior c1t1zens 1f

:td}?ysome 1mportant serv1ce can be obt§1ned on1y by cross1n9 them : However;“““;'iﬂ
;;1f the purpose of the Journey 1s to have a 1e1sure1y wa]k the road w11T”f".

':‘;’_act as a barr1er and may "effect (s1c) the d1rection or. area 1n wh1ch f‘]i_j',

' hithe respondents choose to take wa]ks“ (Regn1er, 1974b p 34)

‘ | Serv1ces such as dryc1ean1ng were se]dom used by sing1e women who }a[ﬂj»é
ih?:genera11y had purchased c1oth1ng that was mach1ne-washab1e. Men, |

‘ fh;however, made more use of th1S serv1ce Less than half of the respon-A”'

| dents ‘”S”‘Ed pa"ks "egu‘a"‘y» genera”y they accommmed thelr children SRR
Lt parks two to three times year Ne1ther mov1es nor- 11ve theatre Sl

AAffwere popu1ar past1mes among the respondents even though Meadowcroft 1s }ij*[é R B

,.s1tuated approx1mate1y two b1ocks from the Westmou t C1nema Many

/;espondents did not 11ke taking pub11c transportation for even1ng shows,pfs“ :

S



"jpart1cular]y if they werevalonet Most peop]e found that te]ev1sion i

' .7rep1aced the need to see mov1es and was much cheaper. As we]] most

' 7commented that the nature of the fllms today were dtstasteful to thém

'”’,.0n1y two respondents adm1tted to 90109 t0 a PUb on'a regu1ar bas1s\\

. \

Proport1onate1y, more Meadowcroft than K1wan1s P]ace respondents :7”'

‘7ftfattended sen1or c1t1zen re reat1on centres on a regular bas1s However

H”‘f?f'jhnear1ynha1f stated that the'nattended no more than once or- twwce in ;rft_j}j“_fa

"T“ff:a year usua11y for spec1a1 occas1ons Many fe]t that the recreat1on pro- -{,g
g Q?;tgrams prov1ded on s1te kept them busy.‘ Most respondents re11ed on the

' 7Thf11brary resources ava11ab1e at the two proaects more than on pub11c

”Ah'fgyfpub]1c 11brary fac111t1es and of these foun stated they used the WOOd-’“ '-1'*
';s‘iiTcroft L1brary 1oca§ed d1rect1y south of Meadowcroft more than once per

| ﬁ“i‘monthr Few respondents d1ned in restaurants frequently, a]though more

"if::11brar1es Only twe]ve of the Meadowcroft respondents stated they used

N

’-flhfiMeadowcroft respondents had ]unch wh11e shopp1ng downtown The pr1nc1pa1

g Qtjreason c1ted for not eat1ng at restaurants more often was the COSt

When asked 1f other serv1ces should be prov1ded on the respect1ve

' id;fh51tes over f1fty percent of the reSpondents,ﬁn each proaect fe]t that

liﬁy_fdoctors be ava11ab1e on ca11 One K1wan1s P]ace respondent stated that

';fno add1t1ona1 serv1ces were necessary., Some stated they wou]d 11ke to
t*have space prov1ded for med1ca1 personne] 1n thewbu11d1ng, or that

L

'h:.fshe would 11ke closer shopp1n9 fac111t1es and a m1n1ster 1n regu1ar ;,v*ﬁ:;if:'é

Ha]f of the K1wan1s P]ace compared to two-th1rds of- he Meadowcroft

frespondents stated that they were 1n favour of havang ftxed accommodat1on

:fy;twwth three 1evels of care e]f céntalned lodﬁe and nursing) Reasons

d':yc1ted for thxs dec1s1on were re]ateqlto the secur1ty of know1ng one has *Mf"s7



T a p]ace to go w1thout mov1ng away from fr1ends, shou]d the need ar1se

1

-vtwho answered th1s way, descr1bed the1r own hea]th as good or better,,_

""‘ '»'.1

-:°se1ves ?ﬁ*”ff -.'t].', f *:?i‘*'e T,hﬂ'. »vt“j\’ |

. concwsxons

Desp1te the 11m1tat1ons of the data the 1nterv1ew surVey has shown h3=‘

'::*'_that anants P]ace and Meadowcroft respondents va]ue both the asoat1a1

103

'eThose who were aga1nst the 1dea of m1xed accommodat1on fe]t that 1t wou]dif"

',"be depress1ng to ‘be surrounded by s1ck peop]e E1ghty percent of those f v"l

_dand probab]y have not had to th1nk about a h1gher 1eve1 of care fOr them- 't e

ﬁ'jf;and spat1a1 aspects oT the1r hous1ng The Soc1ety for the Ret1red and _,f'jg:j?;

| :affTSem1 Ret1red stat1st1cs show1ng that half of the reg1strants already

""*'Tgﬂre51dent in senlor c1t12en hou51ng come from these two prOJects can not ;'fﬂ T

h.;on the bas1s Of these f‘”d‘"gs' be 1nterpreted as an 1nd1cat1on of wwde-«;f5;nffifﬁ

i

"553;uspread ma]content among the re51dents Both of the prOJects res1dents 'fVfonffﬁ*

'**lhfrated the1r sat1sfact10n w1th the1r hous1ng very h1gh1y

'°"7:awas the1r respect1ve ne1ghbourhood sett1ng However,_1t was on1y one facet

The maJor d1ffere"°e between the tWO PrOJects, as po1nted out ear11ep, fg}ft;f

. of th1s sett1n9 that set these two proa ts apart that 1s Meadowcroft s '”37?

‘73f_‘prox1m1ty to a. ‘major shopp1ng centre and to a bus term1na1 'é“'

""‘;character‘of the ne1ghbburhoods and the age compos1t1on Of the people

rugLf'who livéd“/Jere, went ]arge]y unnot1ced by the respondents

Meadowcroft s 1ocat1on afforded the respondents a var1ety of oppor-g“?'h;f1fj"e

‘f',7ffotunit1es to get outs1de frequent]y Tr1ps were not necessar11y purpose- {'*"‘h'

"‘f_orlented in K1wan1s P]ace the oppos1te was true At\Meaggwcroft

“-fcthe respondents secured most serv1ces w1th1n a two b1g%k radius of the

.t,rhous1ng s1te At K1wan1s P1ace the pattern of good retr1eva1 was far :



"fts1de the prOJeyt;

H'tfsf‘the respect1ve‘pr03ects

104
fafmore d1spersed As a result K1wanls P]ace respondents relled more |

1
heav11y on bus trans1t to reach serv1ces than d1d those at Meadowcroft

More peop]e went out more often at Meadowcroft than they d1d at
f‘K1wan1s P]ace The responses of the twenty seven respondents at Meadow- -‘

&

-;;CrOft wene\so\cons1stent, 1t 1s suspected that 1f more peop1e had been

. '1nterv1ewed. the resu]ts wou]d not have d1ffered s1gn1f1cant1y
The move to sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng d1d not appear to negat1ve1y

'fin add1t1on, most respondents had made new ﬁr1ends at

Contrary to f1nd1ngs of other stud1es, prox1m1ty to church and to fdf"

;”h?med1ca1 serv1ces was not cons1dered to be a pr1or1ty among the respon— .f}bf:" 3

,;jffdents at themt1me they were choos1ng a place to 11ve Th1s study has Jffff?rffti

| “3szshown that 1nterven1ng opportun1t1es are rare]y cons1dered For these 5“7_75,'

”*yfservrces Peop]e tend to rema1n w1th the doctor or church they v1s1ted

;Su;7jbefore the1r move to sen1or c1t12en housing Reasonab]e rent prox1m1ty

'?ifto bus transportat1on and to a supermarket were character1st1cs that“‘*5%1va*"*”
. k‘ "

e T;tfwere most sought after by the respondents when choos1ng a p]ace to 11ve

‘.‘; o
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5«»_m[must be’ concerned W1th and be accountab]e for the econom1c costs. Under

N DIRECTIONS FOR:FUTURE PLANNING S
"[INTR_ODOC'TION L
Many factors can. 1nf1uence the se]ectton of a: senlor c1t1zen
"fhous1ng prOJect s1te The~ava11ab111ty of land ne1ghbourhood res1dents
B Qfacceptande of a prOJect the character1st1cs of the u]tlmate c11ent

’h?fgroup and the ava11ab111ty of cap1ta1 are among some of the 1mportant

'vg'cons1derat1ons However 1t IS the economtc aspects of a s1te wh1ch

'\'7':are most often cons1dered by hous1ng author1t1es. Sentor c1t1zen hous1ng

"hff1s pub11c hous1ng, a]] 1eve1s of government 1nvo1ved in supp]y1ng untts'

o

*”Epsuch constra1nts, the\s1te se]ect1on process 1s reduced to an ana]ys1s

' "fof measurab]e costs and benef1ts the max1m1zat1on of hous1ng un1ts per

i3

ﬁ'”fitt has concentrated on the qua11tat1ve aspects of sen1or cwttzen hous1n9

A

“*filocat1on wh1ch are not as ea511y measuredg and as a,result haV% often
*7?been over]ooked in prev1ous stud1es ROt L

Th1s the51s has exam1ned the 1ocat1ona1 pr1or1t1es and preferences
‘"T:fof Edmonton senlor c1t1zen hous1ng regtstrants from a number of per- ~l'

:‘*f'spect1ves.c F1rst, study was made of the soc1o econom1c and demograph1c

”77f:charactertst1cs of the sen1or c1t1zen hou51ng demand and tota] e]der]y
| popu]at1ons 1n Edmonton to determ1ne 1f there were notab]e d1ffer- --ry': i

'd’5jences between the two popu1at1ons Second the d1str1but10n of sen1or

' f,supply of hous1ng untts assum1ng that sentor c1ttzens w1sh to rematn 1n
:i‘Na fam111ar ne1ghbourhood when they move to sentor c1t1zen hous1ng o

'"7',fTh1rd th1s assumpt1on was tested by exam1n1n9 thé demand popu]at10n

LN

'“farea] un1t of 1and Thts study has not focused on such factors. Rather, ffhph?f

. ,c1t1zen hOUS1ng reg1strants in the C1ty was compared to that of the»5gtd‘{;
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"f'c1ty-w1de ne1ghbourhood and hous1ng proaect preferences Fourthw'an
v1nterv1ew survey was. conducted 1n two s1m11ar sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng |
p‘progects 1n Edmonton to determ1ne res1dents' 1ocat1ona1 pr1or1t1es and

"rfirpreferences w1th respect to fam11y, fr1ends and to ameth1es and serv1ces.

. f'

The purpose of th1s chapter is to out11ne the pr1nc1pa1 f1nd1ngs of',

' 7e'the the51$ and to d1scuss the1r 1mp11cat1ons for future p1ann1ng As}-’

7-fwas 1nd1cated 1n the 1ntroductory chapter th1s thes1s represents an’ 1n1-

attempt to ga1n better understand1ng and 1nSnght 1nto the.elderly s ,'i”

Stial
Frﬁagxpercept1on and use of the urban enV1ronment Severa1 avenues for future Sl

'”w7»research have been 1den§1f1ed through the course of th1s study and are

"f{h1gh11ghted 1n th1s chapter

THE DgpAND POPULATION

In th1s research data were co11ected from the SRSR Hous1ng Res1stry;v“

. LI,‘

f'rif and the 11m1tat1ons of these data were c]ear]y 1dent1f1ed The\most j;; itf_ﬂ
";;faccurate means of determ1n1ng hous1ng demand 1n future research wou]d e o
;hilélbe to col]ect the names of reg1strants from each hous1ng prOJect‘s wa1-.;;;f;jxef
1;5ifitt1ng 11st and to cross reference dup11cat1ons In th1s way, peop1e who e
:tffjregwster w1th hous1ng prOJects that serve 3 spec1f1c ethn1c or re11g1ous %hfift*a7
:?F»hfgroup wou]d be better represented than they were 1n the data co]]ected

'l’~ffor th1s thes1s However such a research effort would be extremely

5 ;3:cost1y both 1n terms of t1me and manpower.](_“;ijrfgf* .

_o—econom1c and 1ocat1ona] character1st1cs of the demand popu]a- 5“7j'r<

-'a“sh0u1d be conductedjto»1 entnfy hous1ng c11ent groups w1th1n each
~faD1str1ct For eX%mp]e, w1th more re11ab1e 1ncome data those 1nd1v1dua1s o
’-Efisuffer1ng f1nanc1a1 d1ff1cu1ty cou]d be d1st1ngu1shed from those reg1s--;5:;;gf1=h

jﬂ;trants who have app11ed for sen1or c1t1zen housing for such other reasonsf:rr



' "1;;ersh1p In 197], over s1xty -five percent of Edmonton s sen1or c1t1zen

‘.as hea]tﬁaor companionship.zf . o
One of the most not1ceab1e d1fferences between the demand popu]a— ﬁf
\

A“?t1on and the tota1 Edmonton e]derly popu]at1on was the rate of home own- :

: nef_popu1at1on owned the1r own accommodatuon wh11e in. ]977 an equ1va]ent

‘tpercentage of SRSR regtstrants rented W1thout the hedge aga1nst 1nf1a—

,_At1on that home ownersh1p affords, many e]derly peop1£w1n the c1ty are

";]unab1e to cope w1th r1s1ng rents on a f1xed 1ncome S1ngle, separated %_; o

:and d1vorced reg1strants the maJor1ty women, exh1b1ted very 1ow rates of

L4

1home ownersh1p Th1s,_coup]ed W1th the fact that women are genera]ly

;f;1ess f1nanc1a11y 1ndependent than men at th1s stage of 11fe cyc]e makes =Vk;f

-5 ,'.:"‘

Ethe1r 31tuatton tenuous 1n a c1ty eXper1enc1ng a hous1ng boom ;"”_-',}7J B

Other demograph1c character1st1cs wh1ch d1st1ngu1:hed the SRSR

8 ;reg1strants from the tota] e]der]y popu]at1on 1n E&mo-ton 1nc1uded age,

i;fif;sex and mar1ta1 status A]though the average age °f the R&S Group was

"v"sgtonly 72 3 years (the young e]der]y) they were genera]]y o]der than the ;t“fﬁf

’~?_£t§jftota1 e]der]y-popu}at1on._ The SRSR reg1strants were predom1nant1y made

V*;f;up of s:ng1e fema1es s1ng]§ and ever-marr1ed) By compar1son, 1n 1976

/\.

RE) A e
vx"p_forty-f1ve percent of the Edmonton elder]y popu]at1on was male and over 1;{_;“

"tf";f1fty percent was marr1ed Moreover through the use of more re11ab1e

';ﬁi1ncome data, a s1gn1f1cant d1fference 1n annua1 1ncomes between the tota]

’;yftff}elderly and the SRSR popu1at1ons\Wouid 11ke1y be ev1dent the 1atter _fdﬁfs;ihﬁd

"'f'figroup be1ng more dependent upon Government penswons than the former

Two 1mportant 1mp11cat1ons for the p]ann1ng of future sen1or c1t1-?}:_}

NUSE .
zen hoJEhng progects ar1se fran the f1rst component of th1s study
"'fl=F1rst a]though sentor c1t1zens as a group exh1b1t many 31m11ar charac-j,_ipa:,'

h'{{_ter1st1cs such as stage of 11fe cyc]e and 1oss of work ro]e,\they are K

\- :
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| ~[ texts Th1s study has shown that 1n Edmonton SRSR reg1strants represent.:

[

of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng reg1strants f’fuigfg;fkcﬁaf; .;a quaj

. e -

\

"_ not a homogeneous port1on of soc1ety except in the most genera1 of con- -

©

P

a dlst1ngu1shab1e subpopu]atlon of the total Edmonton e]der1y populatlon;~:~

-I In study1ng any aspect of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng, 1t 1s 1mportant to j;:°

study those peop]e who are most 11ke1y to move to sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng ;j'3'}"

rather than: the e]de”1y POPu1at10n as a whole _\?ﬁ"

Second by determ1n1ng how the demand popu]at1on d1ffers from the

dt e]der]y popu]at1on as a whole, hous1ng author1t1es may be 1h a better

pos1t1on to forecast the number of people who may requ1re hous1ng ass1s—fg;:7’
tance 1n the future For examp]e /1n Edmonton, s1ng1e fema]e renters |
are more ]1ke1y to app]y for sen1or c1tlzen hous1ng than marr1ed h

homeowners."“'e0p1e who exh1b1t one or more of the character1st1cs 1Jsted

above have a h1gher probab111ty of requ1r1ng hous1ng ass1stance than

- those who do not Th1s soc1o econom1c 1nformat1on can be atta1ned ww.ﬂf]ifﬂ,f;t

}ﬁ"ff: read11y from the Federa] Census every f1ve years and from the mun1c1pa1 L A
B - .‘ _ ,av_.l.bu_; L -”;{-“j"n.Trrﬁff7>**7f;,ie;¢it;f;)fjrf-f;:x;fﬁ,‘g
DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSING DEMAND AND SUPPLY .'j;j ;f_l;j71;}17g1¢;><,v

H"

The d1str1but1on of the demand popu]at1on 1n Edmonton 1n 1977

adhered to the d1stance decay mode] fhe Centra] D1str1ct accounted for

""i nearly ohe th1rd of the tota] reg1strat1ons wh1ch was more than the tota]

for the c1ty s south s1de The out]1ne p]an areas were a]most devo1d _;fvaﬁT;N;[

R RIS

. a,ﬁs. R

l

parts of the c1ty, the dastr1but1on of these un1ts 1s corre]ated w1th hﬁifkfrj« '

that of the demand popu]at1on at the 01 1eve1 of conf1dence S1nce

demand for 1odge accmnnodat1on 1s 1ower than for se]f—conta1ned un1ts |

Desplte apparent concentrat1ons of se]f conta1ned un1ts 1n some *fvldihﬁ: BN



v

in Edmonton and 1s scattered throughout the .City, there 1s no correla-
t1on for these un1ts However the d1str1but1on of demand for self-
conta1ned accommodat1on is h1ghly correlated w1th that for lodge beds
- .Th1s would suggest that the prov1s1on of lodge accommodat1on 1n add1-
.t1onal self conta1ned un1t prOJects would more adequately meet the B i

demand Moreover, 1t would allpw self—conta1ned un1t res1dents unable '

“to cont1nue prepar1ng the1r own meals, to rema1n 1n a fam1l1ar environ-

7ment among their fr1ends f SR

Nearly s1xty percent of the SRSR reg1strants d1d not have, or d1d

. _fnot state that they had a ne1ghbourhood preference Only four percent h?h

stated that they W1shed to rema1n 1n the1r own ne1ghbourhood The

109

maJor env1ronmental barrier for both preferred ne1ghbourhoods and hous-‘ Jf°i

f1ng prOJects was the North Saskatchewan R1ver Reg1strants w1shed to .
_'rema1n ‘on the same s1de of the: River assthey presently res1ded Th1s
ef1nd1ng underscores the need to study those people who have made a

‘comm1tment to move‘to senior c1t1zen hOUSlng rather than the elderly

populat1on as a whole The results of the "0perat1on New Roof" Study

and thlS thes1s were as dIfferent as were the character1st1cs of the\ " -

, respect1ve respondents The former respondents were largely marr1ed
homeowners wh1le the latter were predom1nantly s1ngle renters gAfi
K B

homeowner naturally feels a stronger comm1tment to his home and ne1gh-

“bourhood than dpes a; renter who :sgﬂggve moved.several.tlmes in order to

| f1nd affordable accommodation. g

' In future stud1es city-w1de neighbourhood preference data should
be collected in such a way that locatlon of housing opportun1t1es does
not bias the results As well reasons for these preferences should be

‘ stud1ed in’ greater deta1l than was. poss1ble using the SRSR data.

ool

SRR

D e



| N_Elousounﬁ{_ooo PREFERENCES
Befere a s1te seTect1on process s 1n1t1ated in any c1ty, a. stddy

shoqu be made to determ1ne the 1mportance sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng resi-

‘ dents pTace on the Tocat1on of a prOJect w1th respect £0 des1red ser- -

.v1ces and. amen1t1es fr1ends and fam11y The study shoqu.encompass
AR S TCI
- every type of hous1ng eg. low- r1se, h1ghr1se cottage) and shoqu>
- _1nc1ude both Todge and seTf .contained un1t res1dents As weT], it shou]d

.l-1nc1ude prOJects Tocated in a var1ety of ne1ghbourhood sett1ngs

Th&i\\terv1ew survey conducted for thTS thes1s can best be des-_

a ';cr1bed as a p1Tot survey The f1nd1ngs cannot be 1nterpreted as. be1ng

o

:representat1ve of sen1or c1tlzen hous1ng res1dents throughout the c1ty

- The quest1onna1re proved to be easy to. adm1n1ster answer and to ana]yze'

~gb_'ReTat1ve1y few changes wou]d ‘be" requ1red to expand the scope of the

110

"7survey to 1nc1ude the var1ety of hous1ng types ava11ab1e to sen1or c1t1-}pi5:»

B zens Of part1cu1ar 1nterest woqu be to 1nvest1gate the degree to Eju”

‘wh1ch res1dents in smaTTer progects p]ace more 1mportance on the charac-':'

ter and quaT1ty of the1r ne1ghbourhood (1f 1ndeed they do) than d1d

:}those of K1wan1s PTace and Meadowcroft These two prOJects prov1ded such e

- a range of. soc1aT1z1ng and recreat1on¢opportun1t1es on site that the ,
res1dents d1d not 100k to the surround1ng ne1ghbourhood for these |
'Qua11t1es TR T - .&\/ N

At the t1me that res1dents of Kiwanis PTace and Meadowcroft were

',Took1ng for a pTace to live in sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng, three factors were

o cons1dered to be 1mportant Tow rent prox1m1ty to bus serv1ce and to -

-x'shopp1ng Meadowcroft res1dents sat1sfact1on w1th these Tatter two

,'factors d1ffered marked]y from that of the Kiwanis PTace group, over.

.n1nety percent of the Meadowcroft respondents descr1bed themseTves as

B A S SR VR B S 45 i i 2
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| o and to churches is noted often as belng a pr1me cons1derat1on 1n the

~'not necessar11y used because they are the c]osest they are frequented

“a proaect c]ose to e1ther service ) “that a maJor1ty of the respondents

S L

being yeryvsatisfied'wtth their 1ocation-with»respect’to these serVices.

A

De5p1te the many d1fferences in the character of the two ne1ghbour-

B N DR I RO A 2

i,o hoods in wh1ch the prOJects were’ s1tuated two factors may be attr1buted TR

» - R
Ay

%,
to the var1at1on 1n the respondents use and eva]uat1on of the1r respec- - i

¥ R RNt P

',t1ye env1ronments Meadowcroft s prox1m1ty to-a reg1ona1 shopp1ng

e

e L N
o

R

vcentre (WOodwards 1n part1cu1ar) and to a maJor bus tenn1na1 had a con- :

o’

s1derab]e 1nf1uence on the res1dents act1v1ty patterns : Th1s study

P

found that Meadowcroft res1dents went out more often than d1d the K1wan1s

P]ace samp]e and that the1r tr1ps were not a]ways purpose or1ented At :‘ ;" i

S

K1wan1s Place, S0. few serv1ces were 1ocated near the stte that most i
: ;tr1ps were p1anned and were of a §g1t1 purpose nature In add1t1on, '~l-§f.-""
LfK1wan1s P]ace respondents re11ed more heav11y on bus trans1t to reach

'des1red serv1ces Meadowcroft respondents wa]ked to the serv1ce'1oca—'nht

Sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng reS1dehts access1b111ty to med1ca1 servoces

-7 D

‘l‘select1on of hous1ng s1tes Th1s study has shown that these serv1ces are t;‘j

‘~because of the 1ong term relat1onsh1ps that have deve]oped between the

, respondent and- other parlsh1oners or. their doctor To attempt to 1ocate

' wou]d use, is 1mposs1b1e Preferences for these serv1ces are emot1ona11y
based and 1nterven1ng opportun1t1es may not even be - cons1dered In
thlS thes1s it was d1scovered that retr1eva1 of med1ca1 serv1ces was the’ -
- one att1v1ty that” prompted some respondents to trave] to the south side |

_of the city.. w1thout except1on, all of the rema1n1ng serv1ces that were

"7"used at 1east once per month were obta1ned on: the north s1de of the
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More detaw]ed ana]yses are requ1red to deve]op a 11st of 1ocat1ona1 :
-cr1ter1a to be used in the se]ect1on of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng s1tes 1n

B Edmonton. Once these have been deve]oped they should be tested in other

'centres Such cr1ter1a have not proven to be un1versa1 except in, the f

_ most genera] context

SURVEY TECHNIQUES

Persona] 1nterv1ews shou1d be conducted rather than other survey

}r_techn1ques when gather1ng data from sen1or c1t1zens. Us1ng the ma11

t&system to 1ntroduce respondents to the author and to the study proved to o

: be most unsat1sfactory Sen1or c1t1zens are often afra1d of . be1ng hurt

.“Once they met the:Qythor face to face and saw that she represented no

S danger the respondents were genera]ly most w1111ng to be 1nterv1ewed

| Many peop1e probably refused the 1nterV1ew because they were not ab1e to f};‘ o

3.'fJudge the author S. character or 1ntent from the f11ers.

Interv1ews shou1d be no 1onger than one hour 1n 1ength 1f poss1b1e. k

’..Many respondents found the quest1onna1re t1r1ng and wou]d lose 1nterest

"»1n the quest1ons toward the end QUEStTO""37r99§i§2g}d/be worded as ;_ﬁ‘

c1ear1y as poss1b1e and Jargon shou]d be avo1ded

Probab]y one of the most 1mportant th1ngs to remember when 1nter-" ’
) v1ew1ng sentor c1t1zens is pat1ence. Interv1ews shou1d be schedu]ed at {

o ‘_two-hour 1ntervals at a m1n1mum Many of the respondents Tooked upon

the 1nterv1ew as a soc1a1 occasion and wou1d d1sappear in the m1dd1e of
a quest1on to make beverages or to prepare food S1nce the respondent
~ has offered h1s t1me, 1t is 1mportant that the 1nterv1ewer respond

'h accordtng]y For the most part respondents for th1s survey seemed dis-

ne -




“appointed when thejauthor‘1eft'after ohe'and:oneLhalf hours for another:
interview. | o

. FUTURE: RESEARCH |

o Add1t1ona1 research 1s requ1red to determ1ne the 1mpact of 1ocat1ng
‘ ~a senfor c1t1zen hous1ng prOJect in a young ne1ghbourhood The compa-
},"t1b111ty of 1and uses and arch1tectura1 sty]es, the po]1t1ca1 c11mate,
the: serv1ces ava11ab1e to the res1dents and to potent1a1 future res1dents

: fare a]] concerns wh1ch shou]d be addressed 1n th1s research In theory, '

RN

o it 1s assumed that proaects shou]d be 10cated 1n areas in wh1ch there is

In'J‘T'natural ag1ng of the popu]at1on In this way, the 1ntroductlon of an

7

2 L age se@regated bu11d1ng wou]d have the 1east 1mpact on a- ne1ghbourhood and

h1ts res1dents However, to date, there is ]1tt]e research to support th1s

.!.hypothes1s‘

From the resu]ts of the 1nterv1ew survey, prox1m1ty to bus trans1t
?‘ha maJor shopp1ng area and to a maJor cha1n grocery store were 1mportant

9'.fcons1derat1ons to the res1dents 1n the eva]uat1on of the1r hous1ng

"ef'A1though ne1ther reS1dence was very far from these serV1ces (compared to L

' fi7;‘many other Edmonton proaects), 1t was the ease w1th wh1ch Meadowcroft

‘ _res1dents secured these servvces that was so remarkab]e

In order to eva]uate the su1tab111ty of a site for sen1or c1t1zen
hous1ng adequate]y, hous1ng author1t1es shou1d deve]op a techn1que to

easure access1ba11ty Such a measure should eva]uate the future

i res1dents acce551b111ty to servwces from both a quant1tat1ve (d1stance) .

"-and qua11tat1ve perspec 5 _ (eg qua11ty of serv1ce env1ronmenta1

3tbarr1ers between hous1ng "'d serv1ce ]ocat1ons) ‘ Pr1est (1970) and

:H11tner and Sm1th (1 have both deve]oped an access1b111ty 1ndex to

i .
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measure d1stance and ease of access to serV1ces However both studles
' -fa11ed to exam1ne the qua]{ty of the nearest serv1ce For examp1e, I
pr1ce and se]ectlon of merchandxze opportun1ty to comparlson shop,\ e

'faesthet1cs of a store and 1ts surrounds are character1st1cs that were

"over1ooked 1n these studles The need for such research can not be :

:": stated strong]y enough As res1dents age and become 1ess mob11e, they

1.becone 1ncreas1ng1y dependent upon support serv1ces 11ke Mea]s on whee]s
' r{vTh1s s1tuat1on w11] occur w1th greater frequency 1f a proaect 1s s1tuated "

“too far from ]1fe susta1n1ng serv1ces Fhe cost of prov1d1ng these

: .sterv1ces, over a 1ong per1od of t1me w111 exceed by far the 1n1t1a1 ‘f;:;;*:;‘-*

o licap1ta1 cost of acqu1r1ng land 1n a more access1b1e 1ocat1on

By the end of the century, sen1or c1t1zens w111 comprise over

'”_jeconom1c trends cont1nue to preva11 the demand for sub51d1zed sen1or

"’jfc1tlzen hous1ng w111 cont1nue to grow substant1a11y. To fu]f111 th1s
‘7';‘d1ff1cu]t cha11enge w111 requ1re cons1dérab1e ?oresight, 1mag1nat1on ,
Ztl*and determ1nat1on. Th1s thes1s has addressed some of the spat1a1 |

7aspects wh1ch shou]d be cons1dered by hous1ng author1t1es in. the se]ec- fh" i

"“fA't1on and eva1uat1on d‘sen1or c1txzen hous1ngi¥,tes Severa] avenues
| " for add1t1onal research 1nto th1s prob1em have been 1dent1f1ed The.:7 |

"?Vopportun1tes for change are there for those who share an 1nterest and

| f’ffftwe1Ve percent of the Canad1an populat1on (Auerbach 1976) If current f;t;fbf

'3gffconcern for the future of our nat1on s elderly f“:7'-'_f'»-f3bj:i.”‘ '?'ﬂa,jq x
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SENIOR CITIZENS'

7=o‘Into¥v1ew Date

Interviewer.

ﬂ'.},F]acehentNin-Bui]djng" (ff’\(i'

HOUSING SURVEY

};Hou§ing Project -

"'Type“of Unif??-v‘”‘

- Floor

»FORMER HOUSING ENVIRONMENT

,1" Where d1d you 11ve before you moved here

L)

o 2 How long d1d you 11ve there? N

B Ll 1ess than one year»;
s "to 5 yearsv'
© 51 toToyers

':-:' 3. D1d you 11ve in a:
"‘; house ‘

e dup]ex | : \

B wa]k -up. apartment/condom

infum

e]evator apartment/condom1n1um

townhouse e

board1ng/roomlgg/gguse
‘mobile home 5" B

'ﬁf‘f%"_"i /other (p]eaSe spec1fy)

b1 former res1dence an a
o . -

) on?

partment WHétlf1oor didNyou:lfye

e

NS. ‘With whom d1d you 11ve in your former res1dence?

‘ a]one ,
spouse,

"re1atfves$
friends -

| ~ other (p]ease specify)

RTINS



s .

6. Did you own, rent or pay board in your former home?
o  OWN ‘
 rent

board v .
other (p]ease spec1fy)

o Y
—————
——————

A

-~

7 -"Have you ever 11ved in sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng before you
o moved here? e : ’
-_Nof ' | o

\ 'f ze where was. that SR ‘ .
| ’8{; WOuld you p]ease tell me the th1ngs that you 11ked most about

| rank these?

. ;9; what th1ngs d1d you d1s]1ke about the nelghbourhood 1n wh1ch ﬁfhrf

y0u used to 11ve? How wou]d you rank these? ’;7?'

 PRESENT HOUSING O i e R

*‘.T;t what were the reasons that made you deC1de to app]y for sen1or ';,\ﬁgf, .

c1t1zen hous1ng? »;V K

e

142 ~

the ne1ghbourhood 1n wh1ch you used to 11ve? How wou]d you c;_ _ f_‘fe



I V- SR

2. When you or1g1na11y made your app11cat1on for sen1or c1t1zen ‘,?
"_ hous1ng, d1d you specify 1n wh1ch developments you wou]d ' |
. .prefer to 11ve? '
”-YeS'vﬂ
S Nox

“f'Don t Know* v J

<
—
———

,*(Gpotofquestion:3) ;qﬁbb jh

3 (11) _ji)g;_ was th1s deve]opme:t one of your f1rst two
L cho1ces? ‘ k R
- _YeS* o 'H_ . . ‘ . SR |
'uNoj'f7'i ':'v77§7.f;;_;_e?*(GO'ﬁo:QﬂeStioh:B) R
Don t Know B T T A

B ¢

i;

;), 1f th1s deve?opment was not one of your ffi\- R
f1rst two cho1ces wh1ch d1d you choose?

;h7?i(111) {ffnof‘{ﬂ

- ) -

e ;7;‘:( ) Why dld you Prefer these hou51ng projects7 How wou]d -fhftffhf
E you rank these? O T o S

| ; .??]gf"* '

ﬂ ;ke3g"How 1mportant d1d you cons1der each of the fo]]ow1ng reasons ’1uf‘;‘
_,71- when you were try1ng to choose a p]ace to 11ve in, sen1or
-»vj c1tlzen housing? Sner T

REASONS "; '~1" Consid. Con51d Consid.  Consid. Did not ‘f*j
Y V Impt Impt N V Impt N Impt Cons1der :

,__}Good Rent . for a|5@~”m'3
,#,fQ~a11ty of ne1ghb |
~Near to parks .
i‘;:Nearvto‘church R 3
~ Near to fhien&s,&‘Faml )  h _
h.Neah'to'bus tkahsita S
~Near to- seniors centre
'“fFac111t1es in bldg fo177~~”ju
;‘:ARt aesign BN

—y o ™

.




' {“PhyS1ca1 cond1t10n of

* " Personal. Safety

144

R ~ Consid. Consid. Consid,  Consid. Did mop
REASONS V. Impt Impt  N.v. Imﬁt N Impt.;Consider»

TR <2

'“. Near to med1ca] fac
“Near to supermarket

. °‘; Near to: ]arge ;ff'-jj_‘,;_ s S .f]' ‘ B ‘  o ;iijj> -
o ShOPEJAQ - =

4 what do you ]1ke most about your present hous1ng7 How wou]d
you rank these7 | R ‘

 “145 What dO YOU d1s11ke about your present hous1ng7 How wou]d |
you rank these? e B S

S

-,'6 How sat1sf1ed are you w1th your present hous1ng in terms of

PROPERTY e Satisf ' Satisf,i-:Neutra] Unsat1s Unsats 2 vjm;t

“building & grounds

i”*Access1b,.to stores
} _Q‘Access1b;fto bus | , | , | }
U‘V“fAccéssib;mto'med1¢a1:’ ,~.£f;1‘%;5:‘ ';fi :va'fE S e P
iv{AéceSSib;ttO recreat1on Lo R R R

i ‘Accessib. to - fami]y s
- friends

' '._fr1ends & to soc1alize -

~.Opportunity to make 3'f”':'7ﬁ 5 f;,f;f - fitlﬂ L




Rty Very o O ery .
' PROPERTY' . Satisf. Satisf: - Neutral  Unsatis. . Unsatis.

QAPt Design "
. Bu11d1ng Des1gn |
.Ne19hbourhood Qua11ty :

| ',1‘ 7. 'In genera] how wou]d you descr1be your fee]1ngs about 11V1ng
';‘I , here? Hou]d you say that you are ' ' ‘
‘1'fjvery happy ‘

- happy ©
"1f]neutra1
T unhappy
- - very unhappy

——
——

| ﬂf8e'fHave your fee11ngs about ]1v1ng here that you have Just
- }d:°;5descr1bed to me changed s1nce you or1g1na11y moved here? I o
S el Gther words, did you feel any d1fferent1y about 11v1ng here*f'*5-
'1':’_?[f]when you f1rst moved 1n? DT R
_a(ui.;ﬁferS-f p ~‘-.No"'2'* D G e
*!'ﬂ;ffﬁ If Xe how have they changed?ggadfaaff<5f}uff‘fff R

,*;»_:J ;QQf.WOu]d you say that ]1v1ng here 1n sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng 1sff;;iif1f?i[:}
’_,'ip,_f»better,_the same or. worse than 11v1ng 1n your former home?_}jigﬁf*_ Bt

| ”"ﬂffbetter I ERI L
| 'the same

3“'worse 77“"f;
: W

“

. : [REER

15_10;vﬂHow 1639 have you 11ved here?  ‘1i S e e
.'Aj;less than one year. ;':\u"'ff'uziffat'fht7."fo}’f:3°:i’t;‘};lh‘ fof?ﬁ”f‘f?ﬁﬂi*

- one to three years . ‘=‘#~»lj';=1nﬁltt:fv;ei:;7.fe}ig‘laf°?ﬂd.'*f‘;hﬁi
"ithree to five years T e L T e
«fzmore than f1ve years ’

!l'H

v‘hACTIVITY PATTERNS AND SERVICE NEED§ | e{ s ~.;:,;\ e
o NOW I AM GOING TO ASK You ABOUT VARIOUS SERVICES THAT PEOPLE USE. fgg--i*“’

1 WOULD LIKE YOU TO TELL ME HOW OFTEN Y0U USE THESE SERVICES, AND;_'f;f‘;o 3
How EASY OR DIFFICULT IT IS FOR vou T0 USE THESE SERVICES s




" SERVICE

,,_,» ,“.mw

>an<HH< v>4qmmzm >zo mmx<Hom zmmcm

vonmmw

xmmuozamsﬁ Sex _ “Age
,medﬁma‘mamﬁcm _

-~ Income . .

@.,K1w.nmw»ar

y: f ,

N

Use

“Inconvenient

L e

‘Near or Far

'Dis&dyantagés of_the}

'3 $érV1céfLocatiQn 

| Relatfve:to‘the_Locééx

':tionlOf;thg/HouSing S

Project

Use service more if

closer to housing

- project '

m«onmxk mﬂ01m |

- | Mode of Transit

| Convenient-or.

| Approximate Distance

cxcm mﬂowm

e

\zmzm\ndmms Store

m:o@bdzm nm:ﬂwm Admwmmv

oo::aoi: S

‘Post Office . -
oxkndmmzﬁzu__, .

Home Care- mm1<dnmm

zmadomd mm1<,nmm

sl

Bank

:mdxaxmmmmx\mm1cm1

n::wn: e T

mm:gosm xmnxmmﬁdo: nmzﬂ1m_
rdo1m1< . _

zmmﬂmcxm:ﬂf
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Use .

o M,@-ae of .'T_f‘é;shéit g

?Convenlent or.

'Inconven1ent

. Nearor Far

':fffAdVahtagés ahd/6r17‘ f'_\_ |
o D1=advantages of theifﬁif.;’

"Serv1ce Location

"-vRelatlve to the Locd’

“tion of the Hous1ng

'f ProJect

- Use serv1ce more~1f
f,closer to hous1ng
‘.proaect '

&5

:fh;APQrGXimaféZDiStanCQZ._;1iif:‘



LAY,

E R R RS 3

HZ. uCan“you think ofbany other'services that-yOu fee1[arei
~important to senior citizens that Ifhave.not'listed2

=

3. 'thch of these serv1ces that we have been d1scuss1ng, do you
”:_feel shou]d be prov1ded on- site in a sen1or c1t1zens hou51ng

prOJect?

: f4i';Do you th1nk it is a good 1dea to 1nc]ude a mix. of se]f— _
’ conta1ned lodge and nur51ng care accommodat1ons in. sen1or
. :c1t1zen hous1ng proaects7 (1 e three 1eve]s of care)
- 'f"»,Ye's__ ‘ : s S
,iNoll‘
| Don t Know

——
e

1h:(11) Nhy do you say that?j

L

“ SOCIAL PARTICIPATION :_ffﬂﬁ”fﬁj“j;wﬁio,}&; fVef;f;“'f“' : QFT,“fli L

”'-;Tjiéf]DO you have any ch11dren 11V1ng in Edmonton area?
.”“ftiéS"“f‘,. S Nd"‘.<a= S s T
‘}‘_J-If none 11V1ng here Nhere do they 11ve7

vf;é;'iHow often do you v1s1t with them?
'g ;VOnce a day fjsfj_;;;_;oa_ o
_ y”1At Teast once. per week
At least once per month

'Less than once per month



~ More oftén

'"ﬂn_More often

"'fﬁf,/Less often\

N R

.~ Do you see them more often," as. often or 1ess oftengthat B
" you did in your prev1ous home? '

-l_ |

~ As often. ; B _

~(i1) .How do you feel about this?

°

“_-Do you have any cIose fr1ends who do not res1de 1n th1s
| hous1ng proaect? ' ' '
Yes ¥ o

————
. .

e

f,( ) 1f xes, “how often do you v1s1t w1th them’
' _Once a day: '

- f_’fAt 1east once per week
At Teast once per month

;};’ '; :f;‘ 1% ;

“fﬁa}Less than once per month
1ﬁNever ' '

,ozDo you see them more often as often or;]eSSfoftenithan,yoo]ﬂmi
- didin your prev1ous home?l,gi_:;__hﬁn'z'“""'”'“” SER

PR

' As often tf;ffﬂi-[.'.f’tf,fjmfhﬂ?.'

) ﬁow do you feel about th1s?




P

. ;S1nce you have moved here have you=made many fr1ends7

- made many fr1ends j f R S A

* made,some-friends - . oy

As least once da11y
At least once week1y
At 1east once month]y

' t'Less than*once per month

Never . B
o , . .

.:Do you usual]y get out of the house some t1me every day

"throughout the year? If.s0, how many. hours on the average7
‘Don t go out da11y on usua] days IR R

: '-0ut da11y less than one- hour, 1nc1ud1ng w1nter f (
‘v[jv0ut da1]y 1ess thaq one hour, except w1nter j"'l

out daily. one hour or more, 1nc]ud1ng w1nter e

.;JTOut daily: one hour or more except W1nter f~\'7* :

'7-e7Hard to answer, 1rregu1ar R AR

o :f?would you say that you go out more often as often or
S Tess often than you d1d in your former. home? ’
tfhwaore often fiéfnaff:g” o :
As often r~l:7;f hhf1t'w

"¢:Less often ,?ﬁfifv;"kh

_Amade hard]y any fr]ends

:r 'l

made no fr1ends R .f‘~ s

}”How often do you visit fr1ends in the deve]opment or they

visit you?

.

¥

L

a

— ettt
< N

I

JL;H i 11

T a

. T S

S

150



If youysudden]y needed assistance because of an emergency ‘

'all age groups lived - f. S
‘mostly older people lived
~‘only senior citizens Tived

10.
~or 11Tness who would you turn to first for help?
spouse-- - - housing staff L
ch1]dren . SR community -agency e
other re]at1ves e "c1ergymaﬁ\\-5 ‘ .
: res1dent in- police A __;;_
| deve]opment —_— o family doctor/hosp1ta]/
vfr1end/ne1ghbour ~ clinic .
outside develop. - : N |
.+ Other (p]ease.specify)“
Q%LU_Q_N. ; “ | ;,‘: . ) |
~ 1. If you had a cho1ce and 1t wou1d ¢ost you no more where wou1d
‘ ”you prefer to 11ve? ( : ' -
‘downtown or close to 1t - .
v away from downtown, but near a shopp1ng area ~ } i;____ '
e " in a res1dentia1 area, away. from a shopping area R
’ T‘away from Edmontqn, (sm&11 town rural area) ’ P
‘;other (p]easefspec1fy) _
2. Aga1n, if you had the choice and ‘it would!cost you no more, L
.. wWould you prefer to live: .y ' .
) in an area where most]y older people 1ive? _\jfee____*
’ in an’ area'where all age groups live? o ____;_~
do’ rot have a preference . o s ‘ .} :
(i) Why?' -
1*23. Again w1th the same qua]wficat1ons as before would you pre-_," !

fer to live in a bui1d1ng in hich

8.

| ———
————

do not have a preference

Py

In British Co]umbia the government has’ recent1y 1ntroduced

a rent. subsidy program for 1ow-1ncome senior citizens. Through
this program the government hopes that more senior citizens



o

w1]1 be -able to remain in the1r own homes for as long as
they wish- rather than hav1ng to move to sen1or c1t1zen housing
because they cannot avford the1r Pent'\~DO you th1nk this pro-

.

gram 1s a good 1dea7 9 . L o
Yes - | o ? e
No ‘ s SR
Don't Know - I
[ o . Kt ¥
; 5, If such a program “had been avaw?able to you 1n A]berta and you N
| -,‘were e11g1b1e for ass1stance dd'you think. you wou]d have ‘
- stayed in your former residence rather than mov1ng to sen1or
citizen hous1ng? \h‘"n'-< R
Yes® R ; TR L
No | —
Don't Know _;____ ,
-~ MOBILITY: | |
1. Do You own an automobile? = | B &yd
. es . ; o : ¥
No . = "'n R “ Q; . .
2. How do you get around 1n the summer months? (RANK)
car S . wa1k1ng o _ ° ;;___
bus - $° DATS - . w7 " |
taxi —- fr1ends/re1at1ves drive me -
A . do not go out —
>3. How do you get aroUnd in the w1nter months? (RANK)
car | , walklng o
bus DATS g | -
 taxi - ufr1ends/relat1ves drive me e
- . do not go out _' . PO

How often do you use buses to. get around?

e,



very satisfactory - . . .

153

at, least once per day -
at least once per week

* at least once’ per month
less ‘than once per month
~never , :wﬁ3

T

: . Do you have a senior citizen's bus pass? -
No

¥

—

(ii)~ If nd, why hot?l : - - o

. ‘Do you feel that the bus serv1ce in. your area is:

| sat1sfactony
neutral
- unsat1sfacton>\
- very unsatlsfactory

,’f | "," "il

(i1) th\do you feel this way?

L

Do you encounter any pfoblems\when USing public tfahsit? .
Yes , ’!‘ - | o . : : o
o

R (ii)”,If'xes;5Whatbare they?




DEMOGRAPHIC:

1.

. (;

. what‘15‘ypur‘efhﬂ§c_origin? 'i :‘

Resbondent's Sex:
- Male , |
Female = x - S

What is YOUr mar1ta1 statué?' | 1 R L

single SRR e S

married ' '

// widowed

‘ separated
d1vorced

ff | l

¢
°

. ‘WOuld you p]ease te]] me the year 1n wh1ch you were born

‘Respondent
Spouse _‘7"'

'"_.:;%‘_;

.;.Is‘Engl{sh‘your:fjfgfz1angdage?tzl15»’__:

1
§ ee———

“No

(i) If no, whay s’ your fif$f71anguége? e

..;Hod,WOUjd‘you describe your health?

s

’

.._Have you any hea]th prob]ems that make it d1ff1cu1t for

' you tO part1c1pate in some act1v1t1es" ‘
CYes e o
1 NO: ‘ .

(11) f xe what are they?
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A

\ 8. On the card prov1ded wou]d you p]ease te]] me what category
. your monthly. income falls 1nto approx1mate]y
- Less than $200 - ' $351-¢400

82009250 s401-g4sp .
o 851-8300 % T 4si-g500 -
$301-$350 < . More than $500 S

9. ,Are there any comments you wou]d like to add about sen1or
'-c1t1zen hous1ng or about thts quest1onna1re? ‘t‘}

~
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| FLIER MAILED 10 INTERVIENER SURVEY RESPONDENTS

© KINANIS PLACE om0 MEADOWCROFT

’//ia;***********************R E 'S I D E N T S*******************************
7

*x My name is Mrs. Susan Kelly and I am a graduatekstudent at the
Un1Vers1ty of ATberta 4 R , .

** 1 am in thg,process of doing research for my thes1s ‘which focuses on\ "
- the Tocation of sen1or citizen hous1ng deveIopments 1n the. city of e
Edmonton , . R

% T NEED YOUR-HELP o PLEASE'*'Vt;‘J" o )

[ wouId I1ke to taTk to as many of you as. poss1bIe about your fee]1n953;~.'
‘concerning the Tocat1on of senior citizen housing developments with
respect to shopp1ng, medlcal, recreatxon and transportat1on serv1ces

‘ ** The quest1onna1re will take up no more ‘than one to one and one- ha]f N
- hours of your day. sometime during the- next e1ght weeks ALL QUESTION- S
: NAIRES WILL BE STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL IR el .

'ff** The Greater Edmonton Foundat1on at K1wan1s PIace and the Management athf
Meadowcroft have g1ven me: perm1ss1on to conduct th1s survey

'** If you have any quest1ons about the nature of th1s quest1onna1re or
: 1ts purpose pIease contact me by teIephon1ng 475- 0896

- rPTease complete th1s section and ma1T your repIy 1n‘the;enc1osed . ;’éc_: o
- envelope. THANK-YOU.  ° Sl e S o o

g ~************************************************************************* :

"Name . vf S 7-:,- | (p]ease compIete if- you 1ntend
T ’ Lo to partic1pate in the study) .

‘»Apartment'NUmber " L T SN\ '¥-~;:»
| ATeTephone Number: i‘ o -‘;°\'“ e
1 Tives at Kiwanis. Place Meadowcroft R :

I wouId T1ke to part1c1pate in your study
/I/Woqu prefer not. to part1c1pate in your study

’FOR THOSE INTERESTED IN PARTICIPATING IN THE STUDY 1 NILL
- TELEPHONE YOU  AND WE CAN ARRANGE A CONVENIENT TIME FOR- YOUR -
 INTERVIEW.

************************************************************************ s
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 REMINDER WAILED T0 INTERVIENER'SURVEY‘RESPONDENTS
Au.*********************%****;*******;************************************** )

MEADOWCROFT AND KINANIS PLACE RESIDENTS -- A REMINDER"'

: ********************************#****************************************’ ‘ﬁ

About two weeks ago I sent yoﬁ///;11er 1n the ma11 te111ng you f |
'7h‘<about my proposed research 1n the f1e1d of sen1or c1t1zen hous1ng Ofuf‘\ -
| -‘;cpart1cu1ar 1nterest to e’ 1s you eva]uatwon of your hous1ng s 1ocat1on

| *;7W1th respect to shopping, recreat1on and health serv1ces

So far the response to my request for your he]p has been qu1te
:;thood However, I wou]d apprec1ate hear1ng from more of you as th1s
'lti‘research w1]1 prov1de me w1th the 1nformat1on I requ1re for the second

. part of my'Master of Arts thes1s

If you have any quest1ons about the nature of the quest1onna1re or
: yf;1ts purpose p]ease do not he51tate to contact me by te]ephon1ng |

- 0896. .

For those of you who are w1111ng to be 1nterv1ewed p]ease telephone

o me or drop me a 1ine in- the mail to the address below
Tl “=‘__‘Mrs Susan L. Kel]y
T 413424 =59 Street
'*;’EDMONTON A]berta

'fi_}TSA oRg
1;I'sha]i,]ook_fornardjtptmeetingsyou;ffThankaou;f‘fff' s

R v T T S PR -~

’ ',f**************iiii**f****&******g%**********?****tnfie*#********#***i**iv*uya'“'



