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Abstract

We all experience time and temporal duratios + - s atent, different
cohorts expereince different life rthythms. After rwtly . .. sing <owial time as a
construct, from a historical and sociological perspective. cnphasis is placed on
summarizing current rescarch knowledge on the consesp v+ of Carcping for women. A
LISREL model is then proposed which hypothesize= i ther: . =ivt vortain antecedents of
i:arggiving to a dependent parent, and that such caregs mp has me zstive consequences for
the caregiver’s life balance, a composite concept wih i fuilc« satisfaction with leisure
time and satisfaction with the balance between ome . ot s fsmnily. The results of the
LISREL mode! indicate that only some of the hypeshe«: ..t predictors of the caregiving
concepts reach statistical significance at the 0.05 levet - = A concepts of nuintenance,
transportation and financial help having the largest numbher ot significant predictors. The
exrlﬁnpdfvaﬁm for these caregiving concepts, however, i very smull, the largest being
only 0.033 for the maintenance conce . Four of the seven predictors of the concept of life
balance reach significance at the 0.05 level, and provide a total explained variance 0.07.
Surprisingly, caregiving shows no significant relationship with life balance. The
interpretations of these results are assessed in light of the cited literature, and some policy
directions relating to caregiving are sketched.
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Chapter 1

Social time as a construct

Years chased away by time
often return 7
and chase time back again the other way.
— “Time, aging and recollections™
(Germuin 1975: 47

Rapid social and economic change seems to characterize our times.
Sometimes it is daunting, in the dizzying pace of change, to discern any
patterns or trends. Often, we despair of ever locating the bridges between
the past and the future as we scramble to find ﬂrm Jooting in the present,
while changes swiri around us. Worry and anxiety about our futures, both
individually and collectively, throws us further off balance.

(McDaniel 1992b: 2)

Being a caregiver is doubtless an opportunity, but the dangers of losing
herself, her energies and appetites, and her sense of ¢ future may be even
greater for the caregiver than for the ill person. As litile as we know of
iliness, we know even less of care. As much as the ill person’s experience
is denied, the caregiver's experience is denied more completely. o )
(Frank 1991: 107)

introduction

Present Western society has been, llﬂcmnmglmF fixated on the ideas and
concepts relating 10, and awash in, the implications of time.! That we reside in a socicty
and industrial era dominased by time and notions of industrial discipline is evident. ‘Time'
as a concept of analysis has received a great deal of atiention from the natural and physical
nﬁca.ﬂdﬂuls&mmmhveexmmmwﬁ?ﬂemmlcmm
humanitics have been slower 1o take up the analysis of time as a variable in itsclf.} This is
not to say, however, that time has been absent indirect and even direct soc

MMMmﬁdMgmeW ‘rlnylhnnfmlbcﬂvcjfe‘
Suvhnﬂﬂcmmmvdﬂmm rhythms and periodicities;
and Weber and Simmel concentrased on gnglhehi;hly alized semporal ordor
characteristic of modern cultural life, with the latter focusing cspecially on cities.4 In
mporary discussions of care &i:i;.m lhemhjstnflhinthﬂs. 'y
ors have speculated abowt stinct time rhythms of women (Brody 198
GilhﬂylﬂLﬂﬁﬂBmﬂylﬂlmﬂH&rImMImlm

Mylul”l).
The purpose of this thesis is 10 investigate the caregiver burdens of what Brody
(lﬂl)cﬂh ‘women i the middle.’ Wmns:mgmm-mn
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and their family. These and related hypotheses are more thoroughly specified in chapter

four.
Lauer (1981: 21) defines social time as the patterns and orientations telnt.in; to

social processes and to the coneepwﬂtziuon of the ordering of social life. In particular, the
concemn of the thesis is with ‘sociotemporal’ order — that which regumsl the lives of
loqill entities such as familics and complex organizations. Though the ‘physiotemporal’
and ‘biotemporal’ orders are to a cenain de;ree natural and inevitable, the soci
order is not, and it possesses s unigue subjective quality that clearly demarcaies it from the
former. This has led to different schools of sociology adopting differing approaches toward
the analysis of social and personality structures, wit Plrmmln functionalism
concentrating on continuitics, and Marxism focusing on discontinuities.

The sociola ical concern with time should be the manner in which it is perceived
and handled by collectivities. The thesis explores, from a societal context, the manner in
which time is perceived by individuals. It is argued that the particular place a person
occupies in the nexus of social life (by this it is meant who the individual is, whether male
or female, youn gmold,eﬁ:)hau' onounced effect on the manner in which they perceive
time duration. As Sturt (1923: 141) argues, “...time is a concept, and...this concept u
constructed by each individual under the influence of the society in which he lives.”
(emphasis in original) Using data from the 1990 General Social Survey (Cycle five),
conducted by Statistics Canada (Statistics Canada 1989), caregiving tension is probed, in

part, from a emporal perspective.

Thesis outline

Chapter one briefly documents the emergence of the sociology of time, or
chronosociology, ﬁ&msﬁeﬁpﬂnﬁmd@mulm&mﬁ
time. qulilplmwﬁndgcoﬂiMhnnfmmdMﬂmnlmﬂmhﬂy
expected durations. these initial sections may not seem directly relevant to the central
 of this thes:s, they are provided as a general orienting overview. This disc
leads ino a discussion of time rhythms and the decrystallization of rigid life patterns,
plmenhﬂ in relation to women. Gwerm presents & broad overview of research on

caregiver t » wider | ) s A
consequences ulciegl* i p "l‘m:daehplmﬂmlm
Cllwﬁve

civiwmlmugn ASK ;
hﬂhﬂm

Time and social peyohology: Towerds ohre

McGrath and Kelly (1986: 2 that social virtually nc
mnmuhm(«mmgﬂzym rm:
heﬂwhdhmnﬁ uwmmm m

st b s hwﬁ-lhhhn‘i'ﬁﬁhr ren
consequently has not been taken s soclel scientists. Young and
B)ﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁhhﬁﬁﬁhﬁﬁ smphasis ia o
ﬂhdﬂmlymu * ’lld!ﬂ.liem ;_sbost
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sensitizes sociologists to temporality, and demonstrates that time shouk! become a special
topic of sociological concern. Thoufh Zerubavel claims (1981: x) that no such field as the

‘sociology of time' presently exists, the literature on the idea of time, per se, is
voluminous, and has had a long history. Sociologists such as Merton have been ‘doing’
sociology of time for over fift ears. mer  International Society for the Stud qf
Time was formed in the late 1 and has produced five excellent proceedings from
quadrennial conferences. In addition, the first periodical to focus specifically on the mcinl
aspects of time, Time and Society, began publishing last year.

Many have claimed that current paradigms mask the importance of time in several
ways, with the result that time has been defined away. McGrath and Kelly (1986: 3) posit
that time has not been considered a ‘real’ variable but rather a ‘medium’ within which
subjects exist and events take place. Time, then, is considered as a way of measuring other
v , and not as & parameter interesting in itself. Others have held this view (Bridgman
1932; Sorokin and Merton 1937), and have reasoned that this practice has arisen because
social scientists have worked exclusively from a paradigm which has presumed a central
role for the processes of equilibrium and adaptation. (McGrath and cily 1986: 5) This
sounds va-y much like the model of Parsonian functionalism, which views change as

transi

mznodwrcomen:us which emerges in the literature on the sociolog ogical study of time
is that the precursor of this theoretical ideolc uﬂgNewmnnnwnrlde,
Descaries, Aristotle, and Democritus (McGrath and Kelly lMSomhnmﬂMeﬂnnlOJ
Derksen 1988). Newtonian time is characterized by uniformity, continuity, infinite
divisibility and objectivity. The Heraclitean perspective, a phi ical ontological
conception of time, is the opposite, regarding change and process as real, and not as
mmmm;.inmmm&mhndm,mmmdMI subjective.
This latter notion of time was the one used by, among others, Zeno, Kmt.Baicley.
Bammjmmwen sm:-muermmmnsp hological concept of
time, with its sermino dmﬂnﬁ.’iﬂdﬁusoﬂimemm was quite
different from what was then the prevailing scientific, or ‘astronomic

Tomporal regularity: Duration as a mejor dimension

Zerubavel (1981), an important socic whhesﬁgmﬁm has defined fous

mmghmmwﬁ or event: ‘sequen , ,
or how long; mﬂm arm:nﬂ k)

often.” To situste this thesis in this specific comext, the

with the dimension of ‘duration.’ Aa in festure o mﬂ;ﬁky um

aﬂshmhmmm and not only for formal, structured relations, bur

Imbued with semporal regularity is a cognitive dimension — predictability.

Zerubavel (1981: 12)-;;;1.-&;:“ hysical s of the social world allows
unmww structure of the environment. That is,
n its considerable semporal n

srwbevel (1981: u).mmnﬁ_m-muam Moreover, this
cloet“un&&unmmﬂ cleck or calendar 8 Drawing on the work of
Myﬂg!hhll& & Z-ﬂmd(l:.l n)nm t the temporal
ot the basis of ‘sormaicy’ of owr social environment, and that mmﬂm

i an e lquﬂ--l&
Thus, it is a that the ¢ ﬂhﬂni

that it is, as Stwrt 1925)“ also a subjective experience. This idea of
subjectivity is a crucial ons, and forms the basis of what Sorokia and Merton (1937) called
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‘socially expected durations.’ An early definition of the ‘subjective’ nature of duration is
given by Stwrt (1925: 85), who states that “Even without exact measurements it is common
experience that time :g;pem to vary in length according to the nature of the events which
occupy it or the state of mind in which we are...” In addition, Bridgman (1932: 97) posited
that “...the methods which we adopt for assigning a time to events change when the
character of the events changes, so that time may appear in various guises.” This
preliminary discussion of duration leads inevitably to, and is crucial for, an understanding
?lf 9t§|‘e7 )concepl of ‘socially expected duration,’ or SED, developed by Sorokin and Merton

Soclally expected durations: The contribution of Sorokin and
Merton

The pivotal paper in the sociology of time which laid the foundation for the
theoretical study of time duration appeared in 1937, by Sorokin and Merton. Indeed, in a
retrospectus of Merton's sociological contribution, Tabboni (1990: 427-428) states that
“...when American social scientists become interested in the subject of time again, they will
no doubt take up from where Merton and Sorokin left off...” )

Sorokin and Merton were concerned with asking whether such common temporal
measurcs as months, weoeks, and days were the most important in studying social

scientists, said the authors (1937: 615-616), “...have assumed a

ich is quantitative and possessed of no

qualitative aspects, which is continuous and permits of no lacunae.” Sorokin and Merton
set the duration of time t0 a single concept when

is more important than reality. As pointed out (1937: 622), “We noed
these belief ﬁ?y"ﬁm"mzmm(mm) 'I'I::l.)’mk?f
s. are, in any case, e is added). Thus, the work ¢
Sorokia and Merton, and especially of Merton himself, was firmly rooted in the

wnsuccessful “... fulocidrwhdcldu
astronomical criserions of time...”} | Merton eapecially has developed the concept of SEDs.
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durations,’ involved societal or collective expectations regarding the duration of such
cvents as economic crises. Thirdly, and the subject of this thesis, | called *
expectations,’ which had as their lub t matter interpersonal relations. Tabboni clies
several criticlams of Merton's SEDs. In particular, she claims (1990: 432) that Merton
failed 1o take into account the individml mension, ml{elu by focusing on the social
cxpecudom of dmtlon, which is how Merton sees human vior in relation to time, he
largely ignores the of individual exgerienee and that fact that an individual's
ex of time is historically conditioned.” Secondly, and related, is the ne of the
historical dimension. Tabboni (1990: 433), extending dle ideas of the historian Koselleck,
mmsgmmﬁm:dmmmmmmadmmymm
that SEDs are the product of an interaction between expectations and experience. Tabboni
concludes, however, that despite these shoricomings, | EDs remain an important research
tool for understanding social life, specifically norms and customs.

Life rhythwns: Rigid life petterns decrystaliized

Rghﬂmﬂ:mﬁﬂmdhﬁmﬁﬂﬁmnnﬁgmamemm
who have focused their discussion on life rhythms as they relate to women's lives, a
domain which , aches closer to the subject of this thesis. Brody (1981: 472), for
ll;lﬂ!ill&‘ ogeneity and decrystallization of women's rigid life
patierns, (lm)m I Tmukm(mhuhdﬂdim).
cls;ivln;, e;peehﬂ of a dementing pirem or mhtiv:. ‘rarcly has a sudden onset.

of the supporting a dementing
mexpaend Far from being

relative, she found that for the majori
homogeneous, nyL:gndBm:ly (198 h%lg mlddlc ﬁmuwmm;
Amﬂﬂmdﬁ;ﬁamm 'ﬁdﬂnﬁ(l'mb
fg-;u' % |iremndz-§:mmle olverm
'immﬁ'gumMMu, comin nmﬂexi&,iupmm

wbw this is wedded 10 “individually innovative decisions™ to alter social role
involvements, womens’ Hhmmxnmﬁ”* Their discussions of
mmwmmmm lnll mplications for social
mm&-lﬁl - éhh“ﬂlmmnﬂngu
. mnmmnm

p e S

ﬂﬂylﬂmﬂh“uﬂ“h,i R '
ﬂﬂhﬂmdmmwﬂlmhﬂn
creased rigidity in a mom family role cluster, but 10 coatinuved

Mdmmgﬂhﬂlmu

Mﬁhﬁ“ﬂﬂﬂﬂy*hh“ﬂh

well Closer 10 home, Myles (1991) states that at the end of the twentieth century ociety
faces & crisis of caregiving which he sa s Ia  diroct resst of the “tisme crasch” ROY

raceorizing the fomale life courss. He finds it most remarkable (1991: 83) thae
“...WOMSA Continus 10 provids as much case as they do, often at encrmous personal cost.
Wemen turn down prometions, changs jobs and wark part tims in osder 10 mest the needs
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of their immediate and extended families.”
Two related and excellent by McDaniel (1992b, 1992c) address the interface
between life rhythms and caring. McDaniel (1992b) states that there is much that is

inaccurately dichotomous in discussions of population u?ng 14 She asserts (1992b: 13)
that there exists a certain sense of tyranny to the deeply embedded notion of career
dence wimclmnologicala,c “If one is expected, or expects oneself, to be at ‘X’
point on the career ", there is a lock-step which can control us, but also
uﬂecutbosewhoml noucoe t.” The tyranny affects not just those who consent to be
b{it.shen s (1992¢: 15), buulsothoaewhodonot Asanexmle 2 woman
deciding to take * umeoﬂ"lohavechnldmnmybem?dedua“lowr’ upon retuming to
the force because her ¢ not fit the . Our world is
filled with strange notions regarding time. such as the one which cDaniel cites, the
concept of having “time off to have children.” This, she says, must have been devised by
someone with no experience with child rearing demands.!5 McDaniel (1992b: 14)
highlights the changes in the scripts of our family lives, and her thoughts, parslieling those
of Lopata and Norr (1980), are instructive:

...the scripts of our lives are more destandardized, more individuated and
oemlnl less securely anchored 10 age markers than ever before. (...) It
might wellhethuﬂmcnewpuhways could be appropriately labelled
bridges over troubled waters. lndividum. employers, the public, and
certainly policy-makers have a long way to go to build lives, careers,

families, pollcles.mdowcol ve futures that are ve (0
readjusted realities. Yesterday's life patterns seem insecure ges o
tomormow.

Mmamuofdnfmly.nhemhnddmma“bl&ckboxdm
houebold MmllmmﬂadMuMOudemexmw

W hﬁm mmm&mﬁ
!ime.iuh thesis. She lon“venicalm which embeds
women in thc familial respoasibilities of competiu; demands, cluttered nests,

Wwﬂam-ﬁdaﬂwﬂh‘dwm-mﬂnndwy
others (1992c: 8). She posits that various thythms go unheard:

The dictates of an imernalized social clock seem to rule women's lives. (...)
agsin is a tyranny of similar 10 that of the carecer, mentioned
earfier, whereby women define success or failure on the family front,
?whtlhcydo.hl the timing of family life events. The rhythm
by women seems 10 be dictated more nciayllunbylhcirm
individual needs, or by biology. (McDeniel 1

What McDaniel states is 10 be emphasiaed (1992¢: 13), that while the rhythm of
is &w’sﬂémlmuhuamu
uaheard . present an attempt to explore
perticular caregiving rirythm in a more systematic manner.

211
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Chapter 2

Issues surrounding caregiving

This chapter is a wide ranging onc. Its primary goal is to enunciate broad themes
surrounding the 1ssue of caregiving. We begin with a brief survey of the historical evidence
of the nﬁngth of intergencrational tics, and then discuss several topics related to

giving, including normative standards and obligations regardis g carcgi vini. eu:hnn e

feht onsl rs. role overload of women in the middle, demog
zation of caregiving burden. The discussion of issues in this chapter se

und for a more specific discussion of caregiver strain in the following ch ,

Historical evidenoe regarding the strength of intergenerational ties

mmmawamhmmwmmhnmmmmm
of the 19803 and in the | Bengtson et al (1990) contend that three trends reflected in
research on inter 1l relations since lQﬂ)h-vebeenmphmzad One of these is
mmmm-mmwmﬂmummn : prandp

m“dmis.muf tional contact may be different from
patterns MWﬁfémmmmmm not be related. Third,
there has been & growing conceptual and methodological sophistication in research on

g ﬂ&ummmm h
€
Mﬁum Beuuonaal(lm 273).

li: mmmmm jerpes

,m’ﬂﬁﬂmmnmm
M:?t:&uc;;ﬁp af sy mﬁﬂ o
pﬁeiwdﬁ* n aclory.
mlunnu(lmmmmmm oldsrum
have face-80-face contact with a child on a weekly or semiweel m
face contact is not | ‘ssible, they rely on other methods of staying in
hical distance is mmhmﬁhﬂAmﬂMﬁﬂnh us
Midwet mnmmmmnmmmwnﬂmm
mmmﬁHMMun—n&dﬂhmhhm
Usmmmmm-munmmm:mmm

“m‘w"ﬁ":b—-tﬁu:cﬁﬁﬁ:

roles pleyed by sons and daughters are different and gondor based, with deughtors usualty



found to interact more frequently. Benguonanl(l?ﬂl). for example, state that daughters
tend to have more tlnmﬂomﬂnndoms.mdmfuﬂmﬂmlmﬂﬂﬂhnﬁ
daughters which have been identified as the more salient kin keepers in regards to both 1}
and frequency of contact. In addition, widowhood brings more frequent contact with
ell:ildren, nd unmarried children have more contact with their parents than married
chiidren

This finding is also addressed by Blicszner (1986: 558), who adds that this is a
“well-known" finding. and that the increasing complexity of mother-daughter interaction
patterns suggests the need to probe the nature and quality of these relationships in more
detail than past studies have done. She also states that it has been confirmed that not only
married daughters, but also those employed outside the home, contribute fewer hours of
mm@rnﬂmhﬂmxmmﬁ:ﬁmmm

A possible shortcoming of this type of research is alluded to by Strain and Payne
(1992: 32).whomﬂmmhmfmﬂymdhem ﬁahnmﬂadmfmmﬂie
nmmdmdwidowedtomensﬂectornwgmmn le or thosc whose marriages
end in separation or divorce. As they comend (1992: | the ever-single and the

pd, wumadueenmbmadmmmmuﬂz ather mmm:mm an
mlytical h frequently made necessary by small sample size... Hmva‘m
siate that ﬂr. limind research available suggests that these two groups exhibit
similuitiﬁgnd,,, nces in their social networks and patterns of social ieraction. Both
ivorced females and ever-single femnales, state the suthors, have been found to
MWMMMMMmmmhmmmw
both more close kin (includi ﬁﬂéﬁhﬁ):ﬂbym:hgﬁaﬂﬂp
ties (see also Connidis and Eviu (1992) for work on siblings).
females, moreover, bhlhshﬂnadhunhﬁl than g orced ma

_Strain and Payne (1992) studied these inien:tim pﬂBﬂn

:i:ﬁlrdmdiﬁminmd 4 socic :
Mnmmnmghnme;mgdm

s peson bings o relacives e 1
ey whother th recpondent I - éprivg
not, Strain and Payne (1992) concluded that females and those who live with others report
mmmmmmmmmmmm
e vtk £ yor tinglo profossions) women sppesrad %0 compensass for 8 lack of
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parents than those currently married. This explanation is similar o a1 theory called the
time-energy budget, used to account for why interaction may increase in the later stages of
the life span. It has been suggested by Leigh (1982), among others. This theoretical
perspective suggests that during thewlr years of marriage, there is only a finite amount of
time and energy available for close re ationships. As um: and energy demands for the
family of procreation increase, there is less time available for mlﬁieﬁon with the extended
flmily As parental demands decrease, more time and energy become :vailable for
interaction with relatives for whom little time was available ier in the life span ph
(1982). using this framework, found that females contacted parents more thln males did
but this r patiem was not true for other types of kin.

Gﬂoifﬁ_ﬁll differentials

ofmemmhmﬂmmfmlmlmhwemmdﬂmmmm
role pll"j ‘y geographic distance in the frequency of interaction. It npﬁ:ﬁ clear that

p tcllpmximity increases the likelihood of contact between the rly and their
ildren. An important study focusing on physical distance, using Canadian dasa, was
dnnebyDewil et al (1988). Thenuthorsm(lﬂﬂ 56-58) that several demograph
trends, such as the increase in g ic mobility among young aduks and the inclination
formsqlﬂoﬂivingmd ages, threaten social contact between the elderly and
their adult children. em&;mmmuﬁ-mﬂummdimm
between elders and their adult children does not appear to have su ially altered the
quantirative dlmhnxdmciﬂmuctm proximase children.!? Dewit et al were
concerned with the extent to which the physical dispersion of adult children influences the
forms of social contact between the elderly and their children.

, studies, say the authors, ve assessed the impact of geographic distance
on one giobal as ect of social contact — that of the uency of intcraction. The findings
gencrally show that geogr ﬁmiimsmﬂf ctor in samples of both whilc
and black US eiderly, when a m,mzﬂmmbnmofﬁ:m:ndin:mn
controlled. The authors state there is a lack of research, however, investigating the
mﬁﬂnmmmdﬂddmmetfﬂmdeﬁr
example, they contend that certain forms of contact, such as face-t0-face contact and letter
wﬁdng.hmoppodgnhﬂmm%mﬁdlm lndn-yindadwhlimbfum

ﬂn!b mmwm&m vides dpicm
provides a cture

(ﬁcwiteullﬂ 57-58)
tgﬂ(lm)mﬁddiem“ceﬂmmwﬁﬁﬂm;ﬁsm
" including face-to-face, telephone conversations,
L CC iations. The authors (1988: 60),

te Vor monetary costs.20 Thy i-=n__-rf: ace
ot Claim further that the relations! jhﬂ-ﬂndht-_dﬁri
P #d(lﬁ)iﬂnlﬁim&ﬂdﬂéﬁylhﬁhﬁeﬂm
houscholds in London, mmmumnmmmmﬂ
children. These children wore analyzed se y o reduce the confounding effect of
intimacy on physical distance. The depondent varisbles were hﬁwﬂm__
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variables (described later in this chapter). Both frequency of interaction and geographical
distance were measured on an eight point ordinal scale.2! Afier checking for nonlinearity
and using polynomial regression, the authors found that distance exhibits a clear influence
on face-to-face mlrn:non. with nnly the respondent’s health and children’s marital status
remaining ﬂ!muclll'y QSP

Dewit et al ( 75-“.'6) mludc that physical distance greatly influences styles of
social contact (with the relationship being non linear and unique), and that the proximity
variable consistently adds appmxlmaml%_'g‘pemem to the explained variance and
represents the strongest predictor variable is a certain amount of substitution which
exists between contact types across the distance continuum, they claim, and that face-to-
face and telephone interaction occur more frequently at proximate distances. Also,
socioeconomic status differentials which affect in ional contact are a function of
physical distance. The authors conclude that proximity has an overriding effect as a
constraint on social contact, and thus posit that physical distance may play a more central
role in inseraction patserns than is sug by the z:nnn.

In a further analysis of Canadian data, Connidis and Davies (1992) conducted 400
face-to-face interviews with respondents aged 65-92 years of age in London, Ontario,
Their research focused on the choice of ¢ uknuand* m s, and concluded (1992:
116) that although the proximity of older to their adult children makes interaction
more frequent (citing Dewit et al 1988), contact with children does not seem to be
associated with confiding. They maintain, therefore, that googra ic proximity of children
is nmgxpened 10 affect the likelihood ofconﬂdmg in children, though it may increase the

likelihood of considering a child s compani
Other ditforentiale
Apart from gea ic distance as a dcicrmining factor in the frequency of

" 'mgj wmm?mxm meiu:f !onl ﬁi
mnny ies a v in yses, only some o
these will be discussed in this section.
Clmunllnembmm&ﬂmhnmm:nhm
though the latter is more relevant 1o American studies. Beagtson et al (1990), ina
(ﬂ@lﬂfﬁlﬁﬂ.ﬂﬂﬂl:ﬁﬁklﬁﬂ“)m 3 have often

race and ethaic ori -m.mn. interaction. Bengtson et al (1990),
e _fmm lhg-l;-'; :mﬁm mm&eﬂ)ﬁeﬂ




relatives decrease over the family life-span. The inderendem variables posited 10 affect
kinship interaction included sex, social class, social mobility, geo ic proximity,
education, rural versus urban residence, strength of norms, degree of kinship propinquity,
ftmilr life cycle, amount of aid and degree of closeness. found that monthly and
weekly interaction with parents and grown children remained fairly constant, and
concluded that interaction with parents and grown children remains generally constant over
the family life span. Using regression analysis, he found that the data were generally
consistent with previous research. The best predictors, consistent for all types of kin, were
affectional closeness (keeping in touch because one enlioys it), geographical distance
(negative effect) and receiving or giving aid. Social mobility had some effect on parental
interaction, while social class and education ly had no significant effect. Leigh’s
conclusion (1982: 205) was that peopie in the later stages of the family life span gencrally
interact with relatives to the same extent as those in the early stages.
Thus, several myths concerning the elderly abound: (1) due to geographic mobility
of the US population, most oid live at great distances from their children; (2)
because of the alienation of old from their children, most older parents rarely see
their children; (3) because of the predominance of the nuclear family in the US, most old
rarely see their siblings or other relatives; (4) due to the existence and availability of
human service bureaucracies, families are no longer important as a source of care for

Brody (1981: 471) says that the accumulated evidence reveals the strength of
in onal ties and the continuity of responsible filial behavior, and says that
“Unfortunately, though science signed its death certificate, the myth of familial alienation
from older people has eluded burial. It is so persisient and pervasive that Shanas has
referred t0 it as a ‘hydra-headed monster’ (Shanas 1979).” says that several related
myths have arisen, incl the myth of formal provision (that the formal suppost system,

g government and community services, gives the bulk of care 10 the elderly), the
mo'mvmummion h:thlt the mi;:hm o:"f formal services undemum “'::e‘: familial
ibility can be termed institution dumping ( jes repay
mamwbym;qummmﬁmy
: 5) says the myth

Shanas (1 of alienation is the glue holding socicty together:
“...there also seems 10 be an underlying belief that somehow several living
under the same roof makes for happiness for older houschold me and that the
separation of the into separate households makes for iness on the part of
the older ** Shanas presents a good summary of the data ing these and

related prevalent and discusses some avenues for research and policy in the wake of
survey of intergencrational ties sets the stage for several related issues
surrounding care , beginning with a discussion of normative standards, obligations

Normative standards, obligations and filial responsibliity

Care, and parent care ia particular, has always had a normative attached
%0 it. One of the great achievements of geromsological rescarch in the last | has been
00 demonstrate, via numerous well studies (Aronson 198S; 1981, 198S;
Brody et al 1983, 1984; Cantor 1983; and Ryan 1987; Johason 1983; Rosenthel

1983, 1987; Shanas 1979s; Sworm and Sworm 198S; Walker 1991) just how normative
pasent care has become. (1983), for instance, argues that parent care has become
for individuals and families and that its neture, scope
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says (1985: 21), “...had invented long term care well before that phrase was articulated.”
She asks the question of whether our social values can come to regard this role as being as
satisfactory as the second careers of work, volunteer activities or creative pursuits. Parent
care is not a developmental m&: according to Brody, and thus there are no behavioral
norms and no simple answes to the question of what aduit children shoulddo,

A prevalent myth which has existed in society for some time concerns the belief that
there existed a prior “golden age™ in which children were far more involved and devoted to
the physical and emotive needs of their parents. This issue has been addressed extensively
by gerontologisis. Brody (1985: 26) says of this that “The irony of the myth is that
nowadays adult children provide more care and more difficult care to more parents over
much longer periods of time than they did in the good old days.” (emphasis in original), yet
three quarters of the women she studied said that nowadays children don't take care of their
ciderly parents as was the case in the good old days. The myth survives, says Brody,
because at its heart is a fundamental mﬂh%ﬂi!‘@ﬂ!ﬂﬂ@iﬁfﬂlmﬂﬂﬁﬂmm
in our social history, but to each individual's and family’s history to which there can be no
return (1985: 26). This call for filial responsibility, says Brody (1985: 27), “...masks
social iptifomibilityi disadvantaging the elderly and the young as well as the middle

The attitudes of different gencrations of women have been extensively studied by
Brody (Brody 1981, 1985; Brody et al 1983, 1984). Brody (1981), in a study of attitudes
toward family care of the elderly, indicated that the vast majority of all three generations of
filial responsibility mﬂieapd.lnmn;ly,ﬂmew{uﬂeiweuﬂ:mﬂnﬂwiﬁme
;nmwm_déﬁ;?:@byeMynﬂE:uﬁﬁmipganm;mﬁ?;.
trong generational differences, moreaver, were apparent, wi ﬂm ddaughters feeling
something called grandfilial responsibility. 2 The wish of older people not t0 be a burden
on their chikdren was also strongly confirmed, with grandmothers more likely 1o prefer
paying a professional to do things for them. Moreover, the preferences of middle

stion women for formal providers for instrumental help and financial support meant,
thought Brody (1981: 477), that they were feeling “...the pressure of their multiple
responsibilities....and arc expressing a wish 10 spare their own children similar burdens.”
In regards to gender appropriate roles, the majority of each generation endorsed
propositions consistent with the views sttributed to0 the womens’ movement. The caveat

_Brody et al (1983), in a study of attitudes of three generations of women,
interviewed a non representative sample of 403 Philadeiphia area women from 213
families. Responses 10 47 astitude statements primarily ropresenting the domains of gender
appropriate roles and the respoasibility for care of the aged were collected. Over 90 percent
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responsibility are not mutually exclusive. The generations were in close agreement that it
was better for a working woman mgf someone to care for hereld:r{ mother than to
leave her job to do it henelf (1983: 603). Imclesur‘nggi three-quarters of each generation

endorsed the myth of family abandonment of the elderly. There was also little agreement
thu);uve.mn:nt programs for older people make children shirk their responsibility. (1983:

In a similar study, Brody et al (1984) found that in general, older people wish to
remain independ zu!nn&" _possible and are reluctant to depend on anyone for financial
assistance. They claimed it is well established that what older people want from their
children is affective su ; they prefer to live near but in separate houscholds from their
adult children and to do so when health and finances permit (often termed intimacy at a

distance).23 The authors hypothemed that opinions and preferences relating to filial
behavior would differ in relation to the particular kind of help specified, that the different
kinds of help would be expected from children than from other providers. and that
successively younger generations would be more willing to accept instrumental services

from the formal support sysiem. o
Using interviews with a non 1 live sample of 403 Philadelp ummn
timate matrilines (el randmothers
) found that

inmofdmline-lponmin‘ sidentially
middle generation daugheers, ;idult pudd-u;hlen) Brody et al ( l
innﬁnfmil schedules, majorities of all generations thought that adult children
should adjust their family schedules in order to help their mother, with the youngest
women feeling this most strongly. Nnaymmdnlmﬁemsexmﬁdam
working m:meddnn;hmm just her family schedule. lntmmofhelpwnme nses, 4
lze all three generations clearly considered it the responsibility of all adult
lp meet the expenses of pmfemml care for widows, [mt all thm:
dluglms:m than from wmkim "i-“u':;" he e sor n:fhﬂ:g o o i and
ng chi majority two younger generations and a
dummmmmumu’gmwg
mmm“deoHHmdemhkﬂymfeelmillldultem

lhmldu-g;dﬁl adjustment. All n%mrm hore to expect watmg
daugheers sons to adjust work schedules, oujunmw
furmnmdwwﬂngdm;hmﬂunﬂzirmmg fﬁmlkemhin
adjustment. The questions on sharing a houschold also produced interesting findings. A

} of each generation recommended that adult children should not share a household
wi mm::mmmmmmwnmlm and the
middie generation the least likely to favor this solution. If sharing was necessary
the yo ;ﬁtmmﬂgml&ﬂynexmmwﬂumﬂ
p mmmmmwmthm In ilme
mend an adjustment of adult children’s work schedules were older,
mmmmmmummumm

ﬁd(lm)memwﬁamhm . The child was
o of a las ﬂﬂﬁmwmf mﬂo{:
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The traditional perspective that conceives it as natural that families take care of their
clderly members when frail or in need has been critiqued by, among others, Aronson
(1985). The four particular elements of her critique included 1) the sexual division of labor
within the family, 2) the relationship of unpaid labor within the family to womens’ position
in the labormulet. 3) old people’s experience of being cared for by the family, and 4) an
historical analysis of the nature of f yminﬂie;n o

An im t contribution has been the idea that suggests it is the ideology of
Jamilism which is mronsible for a large part of the problem. As Cantor (1983: 602) stases,
the more caregivers feel that family members have a responsibility towards other family
members and that involvement in the family is a positive value, the more likely they are ©0
feel strain: “The in'?omnce of familism as a predictor of strain suggests that a sense of
family and a belief in family cohesion is an underlying dimension in the caregiving
situation."”
. Guberman (1990) offers a variety of reasons for why women assume caregiving,
including intemalized sex role and filial obligation ideology, external pressures from other
family members, material conditions related to the sexual division of labor in the public and
private spheres, a lack of options and state practicc. She echoes calls for an analysis of
women's relation to caregiving which collapses the dichotomy between psychological and
structural paradigms. Her comments are instructive (1990: 69):

The first of these paradigms sees caregiving as women's life work; it
maintains that the qualities and characteristics required to care for someone
permpovive cxamings the sxcia) rganization of cugiving In the comens of
ve ial organization of caregiving in the context ¢
the sexual division of labour. '

fwcneﬂm“cmm(mmmnﬁwemﬂmﬁvm.m n the cukt
is that are socialized for caregiving roles accepeed as natural, but denigr ur
society. indicate that women who deviate from expectations 4o prov
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compassion (1987: 147). o o )

~ One research area receivin pmieuhrmﬁmhuhunngdomindklntnfg:g,
or the extent 10 which family members maintain contact with one another. Rosenthal (1988,
1987), for example, has investigated the characteristics of kinkeepers and concludes that
kinkeeping activities are normatively defined as women's wctkiry both men and women,
and will be performed in the majority of cases by women.24 In a good summary of
intergenerational relations in Cam?ﬂ")ﬂie states that 75 percent o’nll kinkeepers are
women. Men are also en ig:d she says, but certainly not to the same degeree Many
studies have demonstrated the importance of the mother-daughter tie (see the previous
chapeer for an overview), and Rosenthal (1985) says that women are more likely than men
o worry about inadequately meeting kinkg‘pin; duties. The succession of the kinkeeper
job from one generation to the next generally seems to descend through the female line,
from a mother to one of her daughters (1985; 1987: 332). The family is considered fragile:
“People work at family continuity. There comes a time when they realize that it is up to
them; it is their turn (o take up the torch. People have a sense of the family's fragility and
(a:;u’gg g%gpon:ihility for trying to keep » sense of ‘the family’ alive in its members.”

5:972)

Storm and Storm (1985) examined the perceptions and perceived obligations of 20
women from each of four age groups woward care of frail older persons. The results from
their non sentative sample indicated that the age groups did not differ in their
perception of relative obligation, although children were found 10 be more obligated than

g riends. Church and government obligations were found 10 uru:r

parents.2S In addition, older poopie thought that children should be propared, if the noed
arose, 0 take them in. , ,
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the individual clrlng relationship depends on the delicate balance between reciprocity,
affection and duty: “...choices about who should care for older le are based on rules
whbchdeﬁveﬁnmﬂemotyplulﬂie[uhutﬂudehanwﬁbychmmdielrm
and expectations about ag ate r roles.” Walker also asked how the state will
influence the provision of care by families. His answer was that the state will employ
everything from outright coercion through to the provision oﬂmﬁm in moltclplnlin
societies, he opines, it is “...operation of covert forms of p plruculaﬂ
ideological level, that jve the stae its influence over the life world S (1 ll(ll)
The state is a state which shdrdnnﬁnandbymnmdbyanm
pgtﬁ:ehy Thi;ﬂmsihemmnhumdm in supporting the tradits

wmﬂcuwmummammmm
mis lL“dlm in contemporary research, since he found that most
helmmr erred existing family help even if home help would have been
av lghle Mm‘.inwﬂmllyfnrmmi.lzmgsmmnﬂummeﬁmﬂylu
rrlvngdmnﬁnhnmylh » &3 it has been a long standing object of direct and indirect state
ntervention. At the heart of the process of reproduction, he says, is the hegemony of the
sology of familism. ‘l'h;:gmml tlr.y“l SOr almlm.:cluuevidumﬂmndnlt
rather ) casers giving freely, as well as social services personne
have all internalized a l id of familism (1991: 105-106).

Am:m bemdhﬁ- wlmClnm(lm)ducﬂhednm
tory model, iueﬁtll s being that social and
cn;lv is expected 1o come from family, f , and then nei;hhon. in that order.

Camsor (1 )mhdhmnﬁiﬁm several other theoretical models
muwﬂmdﬂm ms(ms)mm\m
wmbwﬂeexnm;hmon argue for the v of a peer,

dimhnia ﬂ&ﬁﬁlﬁl-mf distinction
mmmﬁnnmmmm
Tﬁd ,hliﬁm (lﬂi).hl  on the social support of 167 families
in the Sen Francisco Bay arca between 1978 and 1981, found thet family members were
available in serial order and there was little evidence of shared fuac within the
ip network. In addition, support hes come from Kaden and McDandel's (1990) survey

of 403 eiderly in the Waterloo region.

) ] ﬁi‘hﬁd for dems plative

two life o ' —ﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂiﬂﬂ—h‘ relative and the

loss ¢ d_iuhawﬂ-.,, hﬂﬁhﬁhﬂ
N lﬁ:ﬂh(lml:‘:‘mﬂyrw:'_ﬁnr “ﬁ!ﬂﬁ

ﬁmﬁﬁmﬁﬂ-ﬁwﬂn:w—ﬁﬁﬁ
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children, having been cared for by their parent, should return the care. Somgold:fnba:u
explicitly su d that if parenial care had been poor, children's obli
uced (19835: 82). An extensive study on the relnionshig between reeipmcn

affection was conducted by Horowitz and Shindelman (1983), who condu 203
interviews with caregivers in New York Cill (with 63 percent being adult children, eigit in
ten being women). were interested in ing the nature of past and current affective
relations between older relatives and their primary caregiver, the extent 10 which affection
and reciprocity serve to motivate initial entry into the caregiving role, the extent to which
mmﬂdﬁuluimuhﬂn‘middmbm&hmﬁh
extent 10 which the caregiver’s involvement and experience of caregiving is related to the
quI:ldity of the affective relationship and the extent of past help received from the older
relative,

What the authors found was that the majority of respondents reported relatively
close and enjoyable relations with the older relative. Interestingly, however, they nosed that
such ties were not a necessary precondition for engaging in a caregiving relationship, as |5
percent of the primary caregivers being not very or not close at all 1w the older
relative prior to the latser’s iliness (1983: 11), nlethelndmn:iylhuptmldm;cue
appears to draw the particular dyad involved closer emminmlly at the same time,
it makes daily interaction more difficult. Marital relatio 3'” lar were found to
suffer from mﬂnnm&dwm(lﬂ 11)
mentioned motivations for caregiving were familisl oblig tion (58 p:mem “of alfl
W)uﬂ:ﬁsﬁmfﬂhaHHﬂhlive(ﬂm pspondents), The third

1 reason Cited was reciprocity. Aﬂesﬁmmdobﬁm y the authors, ofsen
phﬂhhﬂ.hhumnmm and the caregiving nﬂmhm
cmmoﬁadinﬂnahmeafdmgﬁmhnmm“h Caregivers do
, ’,ﬁlhmudﬂmeﬁem&xhﬂwehhyhdmﬁ inlle This

nson's (1983: 383) “siore of credits” hypothesis — pﬂﬁmvﬁummpﬁﬂﬁ:
olduldiﬁmgmu mwﬂumumummmemmh;m
the potential strains of caregiving (17). They say that
vag,ﬁummm:liﬁoﬂummmmwidninuhim-hgl
mmhﬁhnﬁwﬂwﬁhmﬁmmhﬂmﬁmmﬁahmd
imeractions which may either facilitate or impede the carcgiving relative in hisher
mmwwm“ﬂfmhﬂhf
udnhmﬂvh;dydnﬁlsbhlmﬂﬂg,; rtanc
she/he is 00 adequately address current concerns.” (198
o Mhmmmh&-uﬁdﬁuﬁlwﬂmﬁdmﬁ
. aships, it is fruitful 10 talk more specifically about those persons experiencing
grestest caregiving strain, women in the middie.




Chapter 3

Women in the middie and caregiving

of functional
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giving strain,

lighted. Included among these factors are the age, sex,
that not all of dwmacm will be

scussion of issues surrounding the
s. The summary of the research outlined in this

relate to ‘women in the middle, *

as well as the de,

noted here
mﬁviumﬁon.mgoddmuchnrmmm
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reasons for turning to formal su the amount of formal services used and the amount
of informal mmm.mmwfamwmm
existing high levels of family caregiving rather than substituting for informal

. yet
full impact of these multiple responsibilities on caregivers. Afier reviewing a number of
studies, they stase that the highest levels of caregiving burdens may fall on these women in
the middie who have assumed the major responsibility for caregiving (1990: 9). More
memuuy.“...mmmmwmmmunmmm of
informal support network to being ovem:odm:{mesecmmnwi ities.”
(1990: 21) While it is to be acknowledged that f is by elderly female
caregivers who may themselves be in poor health, the nilruluedmm 5 NOw a
demonstrated need for assistance to middie aged daughters as well (1990: 23).
McDanie! and Gee (1993) also refer to the caregiving crunch. and state that the
caregi done by women either for pay or out of familial duty is beginning to be
as work. Rather being a privase matser, economic constraints added to the growing
demand for care have Mfiviua ic issue (on the tension between the private

and public domain, see Walker 1991). two hes come to, in the
authors refer (0 as the “care viumb.”mmlmhm the fundamental
facing Westem (sce the editorial in Myles 1991).

‘'omen seem 10 be caugiit in a double bind, according o McDaniel and McKinnon
(1993). Women are more embedded than men in family and friend networks, and this can
be a great resource in coping with aging. However, the flip side is that “...the informal
:ﬂmmwide.sm in-law, sisters, nieces, friends

vdmmhvomﬂ&limum.mgz’umwcmm
themselves and to work outside the home and family.” (1993: 93) stase further (1993:

:
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the increased numbers of oider persons living longer, but because of a shortage in the
traditional supply of caregivers as more and more women enter the paid labor force. This
trend, say the authors, will be exacerbated in the future as the number of younger
women decline. 7
(1983: 193) "c’fmm ””“'f.‘:""“*m- hlﬂ:‘mgn_.gnniz
: ey convergence of two major social phenomena, the vast increase in
the number of older people and the proportion of middie aged women in the labor
force, has placed women in the middle in an unprecedented situation with respect to
parental caregiving. Mmmﬂon daughiers, say the authors (1983: 194) are often
caught in a demographic bind: they are increasingly likely to have at least one parent
surviving into old age and to have fewer siblings with whom to share caregiving
responsibilities.
The conoceptusiization of csregiving burden
The research area of caregiving and caregiver mu plagued by often times

of caregiving burden itsclf. The consequences of caregiving have |

burden
using structured interviews with a non representative
objective burden as comprising concrets events,
ning itom inventory
frosdom. Subjective
Mddylg
chasacteristics

I
|
s
|
z
|
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predictors of subjective burden.

Similarly, Thompson and Doll (1982) also used the distinction between Subjacdve
and objective hmiminntﬁoflﬁfnﬁlﬁlnmofobjsﬁuhﬂmﬂpﬁm
dneflﬂiliﬂmﬂvendy ected in one or more ways, with 46 1t being moderately
burdened and 27 percent bearing severe burden. Thirt pr.m__ pwiedged that they had

to neglect their mtpomihiliﬂes 1o other family membe hey suffered a
financial burden as a result, and 30 p T j,, with their
family’s everyday activides. Subjective burden incl s as those of

-four percent of caregi vmindiclﬁfulinpof ﬂjw
42 memexprenedafeelin nfheingmped,mﬂ 13 percent experienced intense
m:.mhighpﬁulemof ors, were largely
icipated, gv&nlmﬂeﬂn . Twenty-seven percent of carcgivers
did hhmlmdmmehesﬂmnhpﬂemnhnmmummwm
owwhmmmmmrnmmwmnuﬂm.udmmm
authors claimed that feelings of subjective burden were aroused by factors other than
objecdveg-'dm ltidi al perspective, Poulshock and Deimling (1984)
' ' ( atlempie
clarify the eonequ o(cngivw burden. claimed thm dividing into
and subjective pnents has not proven 1o be satisfac ’.nimuﬂd‘imﬂdm

within ea mmmn,@ od of burden as a mediating f;
_ s’ lmplinmiiu and its on mﬂvm. w!:r:i buad nmﬁ

' the fic m;iv i ﬂle of
oulcome m lhl ll: mmﬂvw hwh’ h?n;;‘in ? c“

__ & _ ‘77 _ 77
chnci e .....i.'..."" o “"":m"&“ "”""L'SE:&‘
ﬁmmmmw(lm 238) that the ¢ ' , .
mqu-wuj: , dhaﬂwwﬁnkﬁﬁwﬂé;&r

T te) or 18 b mociating mossure is partly & faaction of the

O all the reseasch conducted on ing,
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term ‘caregiver’ is merely a euphemism for ‘women' (Brody 1981; Brody and Schoonover
1986; Brody et al 1983, Cantor 1983: Fitting et al 1986; Gilhooly 1984; Hawranik 198S;
Hooyman and Ryan 1987: Horowitz 1985; Johnson 1983; Jutru and Veilleux 1991;
K-‘hsnmndDimel 1990; Kim&u:;fuphm 1989; Lang and Brody 1983; Marcus and
Jaeger 1984; McDaniel 1989b; Mc | and McKinnon 1993; Nnelhenndwmﬁe 1985,
Reece et al 1983; Robinson and Thumher 1979; Stoller 1982, 1983; Storm and Storm
1985; Walker 1991). As Brody (1981: 474) comments,

Belnedly. ‘alternatives’ to institutional care are now being advocated, the
‘natural or informal sy system’ has been discovered, and the ‘family’
is hein;chaaadon in its caregiving role. But it has bocome clear that such
words and phrases are only euphemisms for adult daughters (and

daughters-in-law), who are the true aliernatives.

She goes on 1o state that while older look to daughters rather than sons for
assistance, this does not imply a lack mponnhhtyon im'wf s0ns, btnreﬂet:u
mmmmmmﬂmmmm direct

ely 8o 7 i Sravhite

"“Flhn“hhny mhchildmn
ery study of f yrghdumh in old age has
the needs of mm ow, the ¢ armmn' child is m:me m
an e m sex s one most
HM” m

nndithlhywho;iwhvn
n m.mmmu
7‘&!!51&1!:;, wione
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caregivers were cither only children, children in male only sibling networks, or the only
2ogr ’hk:llly available child. This clearly indicates that most male caregivers tend to
b&“ ault, while this is true for mlr half of all dsughters in a similnr situation.
Hedidﬁnd s0ns were no more or less likely to care for fathers as opposed to mothers,
to care for older parents, or o care farpmnuwhommurlengvmlydinﬁd
Excepting health care, daughiers were si ificantly more likely to hela&uenu with all
services calling for hands on assistance. More in itly, when the involved was
less “gender specific™ or tended 10 be male oriented, sons did not appear to differ

significantly in their degree of involvement (1983: 6]4)

When Horowitz (1985) examined the fulfillment of the family's affective function,
what he found was that this was the most common caregiving role for both sons and
daughters. He states (1985: 613): “lt ars that the universality of this particular
caregivin icﬂv  places it beyond the influence of stereotypical sex-role behavior.” His
P:potheo fonmlmdmfmulhel ers fill gaps in care whenever a son was the

pverwnwlll(y
M).m11982meyof403 clderly in Waterloo, found
that wives and daughters rwided the bulk of the more demanding daily and weekly
caregiving assisance, with husbands and sons being more likely to assist with insermitent,
sporadic tasks (see ggkmmun Sixty-four peﬂr:edn‘l’y of the %Il
was to] pemem v sons. This
differential wﬁngd.m whenhavieundd-il vekly types of caregiving
mmmwithdmﬂlu'rwﬂmgm tafdlil mdweet.l assistance
mg;nupuﬁggm) muo:tofm(iim\r m u&aaewu
mothers (70 percent) as compared o fathers (30 percent more
t assistance 4o m(ﬁm)uwmﬁnm( § percent). The

pﬁvuh; e care than were men.
mmmam;mmmmmmum
h-mwmm their sample averaged 8.6 hours of weekly assistance.
mm@umwmmwm;mdﬁ
quiﬂﬂ pmvided m:pﬂsdcn ‘and one-fifth helped w Imndry i‘.ﬁkiﬂ' gad

Siﬁhﬂy. Stoller (1983), in personal interviews with 753 non institutionalized
elders livin hNewYﬁndﬁéﬁﬂmulh: MM&mT&dn
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specificalls msmﬂniﬁcaml hkclyhbelicve that they had to give up anything
because m;nvin; mibﬂ had to neglect other family responsibilities;
thudleyhldleulimfoﬂeimmuvmei. their emotional state had changed for the
worse; and that their plans for the future had been negatively affected (1985: 615-616).
iMmd this was found to be the case even when controlling for the extent of caregiving
nvolvement,

Sadly, Horowitz (1985), like Brody (1981) is not optimistic about the future. She
does not think that sons will quickly change their behavior. Whlkshesumdmwmm
nmns;lecdulefﬂieirﬂliﬂ onsibilities, she does say that “...the parents of sons are a
population at greaser risk.” (1988: 616) There may be strains involved in idin;cm
under conditions of marital obligation (ie being forced 1o care), she says, and that women's
&:Nmﬂlit to imhm will plagedmnunhimfrinkofbumout unless respite

more readily av

Jutras and Veilleux (1991: 51) found that the impact of caregiving p3sion
life was for husbands than for wives. Kinney and Stephens (1
hassles (1 played by daily caregiving sue:m) and uplifts (small cm:pvm
satisfactions), mymmrmbmﬁmmmmemyﬂhp
uplifts also reported greater pmblm in their interpersonal networks and greate

. The authors (1989: 406) expls tlnis mdngdmhmpeuiﬂem
mdmnmﬁhﬂm: with an inescapable and chronic
stressful situation. Mmuandlup(lﬂ)foundin study that wives experienced
greater budens, despite receiving more help and using confidants more.

Robinson and Thurnher (1979) state that women, especially, experience the
Mhmhnw-mhhﬁuﬂy  though men mentioned having 1
“stay home st nigit” or being “tied down on weekends,” women were far more likely to
mmmnm;mmmm say the authors, to their highe
emotional involvement. T :pmhnhwm an age p:;nthhn__ ing

K is not as readily apparent as it might scem that the older the cascgiver, the more
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stress and strain is experienced. Smmgshwdtﬁniulymmm  of
the caregiver is associated with increasing burden. Brody's (1981) study highll the
pressures on middle generation women, wamﬂlumnnnlofhelp ven increasing sharply
with the age of caregivers. Women 40 to 49 years of givi tw‘mximlym
hmnofhdgwa&ly.whihmme.ﬂ)mﬂwmpmv ing nhoullﬁ of weekly hel
and those and over were providing about 23lmmahmmee-ch week. In
addition, dnoldumidlifewommm the more likely they were 1o have their mothers
living in their houschold. Lang and Brody (1983) found that age was the second most
salient variable in explaining the vnnm in amount of help ;iven Age explained 12
percent of the variance, with older caregivers providing significantly more help than
punger ones. Age was found to be a factor in a study by Jutras and Veilleux (1991). They
found that if only adult children were considered, age was a definite influence on the
burden score.
Kaden and McDaniel (1990), however, point out that some studics have shown that
yamgamgivmwmnmmnﬂmnoﬂam givers. Tomplmnﬁum. Kinney
sephens (1989), in their study of hassles and u?llfu of caregiving to a demented
relative, found that the most satisfaction with care recipients’ behavior were reported by
caregivers who had spent more time per day providing care. In addition, Marcus
and Jaeger (1984), in their ¢ m;la&:emdymmeuslyﬂﬁingm
that some evidence shows that adult ren’s satisfaction with living with aged parents
rises with the age of both child and parent.

mmmmuwmp&wmmmm
mmmﬂmfmmm”,,, Iy ! )
mmﬁﬁmﬁvwm '
xample nynhnmuvidueehdm

mhmwhﬁhﬁm#m“h
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significant changes in the houschold division of labor have occurred. Rather than domestic
tasks being redivisioned between husbands and wives, the length of the wife's work week
has been increased. She says that fuml{ carcgivers, especially adult daughters, face
increasingly complex time allocation decisions. Families have been willing to purchase
substitute care, rather than ﬁrﬂ.ﬂlllx‘ﬂle time allocated to child care, although the time
aliocated to the socialization of children may vary less than that of routine chores. She
emphasizes that while competing responsibilities may reduce the time allocated to tal
Igznin adaufummd mﬂwydnmelinﬁnmdgpmvinonofmm y adult
chi {l 3. 852)

Cantor (1983) found that the impact of work on caregiving was minimal: “Work

perndounotnemwbe:mmforrelinquuhingmpmnbiliﬁubﬂleeldﬁly.w:rb

pafmmmybelﬂacndbymeemmﬂ stress and time pressures invol

Etvvidingrmnrycuemlfmlofolc:‘rmon (1983 603) Johnson's (1983) study of 167
rancisco Bay area families pation of children in caregiving was

influenced by thccompuingmmmnuﬂm_

helping role. 'l'llemmr’ DY '

__ HP
ﬂiemllnn. Mﬁﬂiﬂamm«tﬁws oﬂlelp
nntlalmdseyuydmﬁhmmmum’
mascmeﬁ:llm”timw;yﬁmnhnmﬁuofhmdm:ﬁdnpmtmlhey
such findings do not indicase a widespread or significant reduction in
"(l 3"':;&9!;;“ , and considerably more research exploration of the issue is

Some studies have shown that employment provides some caregivers with
more flexibility in serms of monetary p&z«ﬂmmmmmernm
befmmﬁmh:den.l-lwymud y:n(lilﬂ 154) stase. fwmﬂ?lc.lhu

minority of women in higher status mu

and wkmﬂexiumyuuljmfnt M ad(lm 31)

m‘ :::iﬁ-y adds ﬂ:bﬁdﬂ;de:giviu %ﬁm&%ﬁ
care t0 or a

needed respite: wmmmmuhm yMbyllleir

mkhvdmhacmc(mg m@mummmmdﬁm

Perhaps the added income allows them the , to buy more services and

the neceasity %o provide some of the more burdensom cwe.” ,
Jutras and Veilleux (1991) found that adult daughters and sons report similar
ROt report experiencing more of a burden. Interestingly, caregivers working outside the

found thet

hed 10 rearrange ﬂﬁmnﬁhuﬂwﬂum 088 MOSt
»mumdMUﬁmmlﬂdﬂwﬁEhm
muum“nmmnmmnmm

more likely than soms 00 use all three coping strasegics.
Morite! status



27

gnenl ot‘erwl n found is that being married (and by extension, cohabiting), compared o
ing se single (never married, divorced, separated, widowed) i: associated with
the provision of fewer hours of caregiving. In addition, married caregivers have wended 1o
experience less satisfaction than single carcgivers. Mindel and Wright (1982), in studying
satisfaction in 99 multigenera olds in a Midwestern US university city, found
that marital status had a signiﬁcam dinct effect on caregiver satisfaction, with never
masried primary caregivers expressi g gher levels of satisfaction. Noelker and Wallace
(1985) found that married adult children in three generation houscholds re
significantly more neptive health changes than did unmarried adult children in two
generation households. siated (1985: 41) that it was quite possible that multiple role
demands commonly experienced by careg ivers as wife, parent, employee and primary
mﬁemmeﬂsmeﬁhnn incidence of care related stress effects.

Lang and Brody (1983) found that marital status explained nine percent of the
variance in the amount of help given by daughters 1o their elderly mothers, with those
dnuthmwhamammd.wﬂnwedardwm providing Ihmeumesmhelgmnn
married daughters. mth‘l was associated with the provision of
few=r hours of he ymmgmle:.nyﬂmmthm(lwll 199), scem to
operate a< ~ompeting demands, in a sense “pulling” time away from the number of hours
&V“oum (1984) hypaﬂis;iznd that married (excludi ) id

supporters (excluding spouses) wou

cnpemnniyhnvehi mmmmmmaﬁ;mﬁ-
confidante. What she discovered, howevﬂ.wﬁgmofhermmnu found
having nﬂv&mm&nmm

Of course, being married also goes together, in many cases, with having chikiren.
sma-(lssa)fmmmmmmmmmfmm in the houschold, regardiess
of their age, was not si cant in predicting dnmnhrofhmmcfcmmﬁdby
daughters. Among sons, howeve ﬂgmﬂcmmmm afuewiddnm
mmumpdﬁvﬁymw&mduﬁmﬁ given. xﬁ.uyﬁe
authors, a great sons of parent caregiving responsibil
%mmm;:dﬁ m:wmm

of significant ¢ for the presence of older children. This could be,
say jluﬁﬂﬁ(lﬂl !SS).M chihha\ (iﬂeipeﬁllymhbw“ﬁ)pmhh
nuimtopuenuuneedad.rqudleuofdnmng their own

elsted to marital status, the residence of the caregiver has been shown in several
studies 10 be a factor in hﬁhmdmﬁmuﬂmm
ngd_\fé!lnx(lﬁl)ud mgmﬂmm

gher levels of negati l(lM)ndymu
- Laag aad Brody (1983) found that living an
daughters, accounting for 34 percent of the varianc

hmhmﬁm_ﬂmmnpﬂghmﬂ
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help given.
Noclker and Wallace (1985: 26) state, however, that findings on adverse effects of
m;ivinhmld be an artifact of small or clinical samples typically used in family care
s could arise, say the authors, where caregi ver distress and famil gylﬁncdm
-‘ygxmtbyvirmeofﬂieﬁﬂmm res ents sought help with the
tuation or recently experienced a caregiving ¢ lnemmnmmym
MMyinvﬂvﬂﬁﬂ)[; nilies representing adiuimnyreofwe giving arran
intrshousehold c;rggi "5 The impaired eiders in their study both resided with lnd
red p stance from household kin. Fifty-six pe
mmmmmaxﬁlﬁmmysﬂvhy Cla
indg&fﬁﬂlymhdmulmultdmpving.ﬁuluMmg(lﬂﬂs y)ﬂlllfﬂelll
should be placed on the characteristics of caregivers who cope successfully, that the
differences may be due to differences in support systems. Similarly, Mlnde Wright
(1982) found in their study of satisfaction in multigener households, that there was
:mmfmtmmafmpvmwhdﬂ&mmyuﬁgdmm

Besides caregiver nﬂmmiverchmimm;ﬂnmnndhﬁﬁ;
factors which have shown to affect or influence caregivers’ satisfaction with the
cm;ivin; role. Two of the most salient factors are emotional attachment (with

nguin mwmmﬁr ty) . and the level or kind of care given. Kaden and
mpie Mhﬁmmhﬁehwﬂm
. ar re i ated with the level of care as well as with the closeness
in ip between the caregiver and care receiver.

'lhmhnfmguinitynd%l.m is not entirely clear cut.
M(lm)iﬂma.hmmnhmquuhmnwmm
medistes the impact of caregiving on the ¢ llbin holo wﬂ!i:h;

. we A ° ,

Swp \ witl hological
muhdmﬁm“ithbwmmumdwdﬂ

ﬂuivad from family and friends is pot associated with
w_ by wam y sciaied with tow

dissatisfaction with belp received is aso
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activities of daily living experience greater burden than those who do not. In addition, they
found that the global burden experienced by caregivers varies significantly with the
uhmﬁpdbum :nmpvermd?::e y care recipient, and that primary caregivers
experience significantly more burden secondary vers.

Cantor (1983) examined the quality of nhmm between caregiver and care
recipient, and found that 70 nt or more of all four types of caregivers that she
examined felt “very close” to care receivers. She also found that the type c{ caregiver
and his/her relationship to the care recipient was by far the most important factor in
exphinh&unin. accounting for 37 percent of the total variance. The clos.r the bond
between the two, the ulemumofwdn.wwn the groap at greatest
risk, followed by children, other relatives, and s and neighbors. She concludes
(1983: 601) that “...the concept of centrality, both lunahz‘ and functional, clearly relases to

as Noelker and Wallace (198S: 34) think, to
focus on the characteristics and resources of successful family caregivers as opposed to
studying the negative consequences of caregiving.

Caregiving and its effect on spouses

also been examined, and although this issuc is not directly examined

spouse . :
inthcthhMﬂduwMuhMgm.Wmm n the mein
source of support for married persons needing care. !

B i e e e
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Characteristics of the care recipient: The level of functional
disablility

Besides characteristics of the caregiver, the kind of care recipient that providers
must care for affects morale and satisfaction. Lang and Brody (1983: 194), for example,
state that it is generally recognized that cerain ¢ istics of older people (such as
health, functional capacity and financial situation) are associated with the amount of help
they receive. In their literature review, Kaden and McDaniel (1990) highlight, among
others, the role played by the health and income security of the elderly as being factors
inﬂuenein caregiving burden. In addition, Brody and Schoonover (] ) note that the
f dubrw bycngivmixdimdymhwdmmmelofﬂleouums

7 ‘I"urni 12 emptnul studies, it has been well demonstrated that increased
impairmem of the care reci is associated with increased burden on the part of
carcgivers. Robinson and Thurnher (1979: 590-591), in a non random study of 49

respondents having living parents, discovered that successful aging on the part of the
parent in terms of active engagement or Quiet self sufficiency was a source of comfort and
mmelolhechildcm m.mnﬂlylnﬂn:hnmedlm, ve marital

reiationship. A \vhllﬁe " scemed to largely depend on the
ﬁWﬁﬂé uldplﬂunlylhloalim ?ﬂn&ldfﬁl life

liﬁnﬁfcﬁmmﬁﬁhkﬂldm&mhﬂvw
1 }ﬁe ymnﬂﬁaxﬂvkyhulnfﬂi:eﬂu Poulshock and
dm;mmmm

_dﬁmm Sex of the care reciplent

HMhmm,,,d given and in morals have boon
nd 10 1 r the mﬁhﬁ.-ﬂ bh-ﬁﬂﬁ
mn*ﬁhmﬁﬁhﬂhﬁuﬂ;:ﬁihﬂn C
nmm;ﬁ wpport rs’ mﬂuﬁhﬁ—nﬂﬂ
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dependant. It is hard to explain wh supporters caring for females should have higher
morale than those caring for males." : 41)

Finally, whether care recipien tsneﬁvinfwnhlheir spouse has been shown (o also
be relevant. Stoller (1983) found, using a multiple regression analysis, that daughters
provided, on average, about 13 hours of assistance per month less to their ruem f that
pllem was living with their spouse. This was the case even when controlling for other

. Contrarily, however, the parents’ marital status was not significam in predicting

ofudm;ivmbyms
The accumulated evidence to dase suggest that the provision of formal
mdneum informal care. Chappel IM)Mkmmm:fnmil is still the first

dhﬁeldauﬁmwmﬁfwmwmd social support,
erilii inemnmn Mw llil;h.!}l Uimgli: mllg;ﬁaﬂhr::;m (lea nml:f
sophisticated approach normally employed), prov an assessment
the issue of formal community services and informal social supports, while controlling for
several mfoupdln factors. Chappell conducted : interviews with random
' ’ 400 long term users of home care services and 400 non users in
eg. What she found was that the users she studies exhibised the same
ruﬂchwmiﬁcsumdfumlmbumﬁﬂmmdnhm ie
ﬁﬂuﬁwmuﬂeiWy,fmmmemh
mmm;f«intmmlmlee: Whhummmmrmmhlm

pport are i Gilhooly (1984) found

clate wiwmmmymﬁ in the
mhnmdumﬂe)hhmn(lﬂl)ﬁmﬁh
’inuefuﬂm_l; , , : llﬂ

d \ eﬂhn bnetlhbd’dmml providers
(hhu ms Dlniel IM) Amﬂyhylm;aﬁl\!eilbu (1991)
lldiﬂluhnm ific tasks seem t0 increase caregiver burden: | o’d:;?

y

mh-dlﬁm mﬂﬁhjﬁhﬁm“:ﬁviﬁ!

- Gemenally, ﬁwwlmui(lm).ﬂemfwmmu
the heaviest burdens, such as lower income

m‘ihﬂhl t liviag sisustion. Noslker and Wallace (198S) found that the
ﬂdnﬂimmmhﬂ“ﬂwﬂeﬂhﬂ

qmﬂmd“whﬂuhmm
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Eftects of caregiving: Emotion.: and mental hesith consequences

While many of the deleterious consequences of caregiving have been enumerated
Mﬂnmxtmmmﬁm;midumhmd\ ition of the negative effects
of ving. This section focuses on emotional and mental health consequences, while the
following two sections deal with lifestyle and leisure time changes and the especially

effects of caring for persons with dementia.

Emdy (1983: %1) discusses pa -ndg;l“.ilg:“‘ Iﬂdh:m;hnwhllcm
caregivers experience financial hardsh nes in physical , countless studies
MWMMMMWMWJmmmwﬁEianﬁ
Mrﬁn&mmmnmgﬂm muélw

caregivin depression, anxiety, frustration, helplessness sleeplessness,
and cites " m:r?e and emotional exhaustion as being related o restrictions on time
and ﬁwdom “isolation, conflict from the competing demands of various role
hlliﬁu.difﬂcuhinmﬁ priorities and interference with life » lundmill
recreational activities. Guofhermmlemmmmm(l 24)iulm
exunivc! caregiving may represent not emotional health or heroism or love

on and Thurnher (1979) mﬂlﬂfmmmmﬂwm

with 49 respondents luvin. living ound that helpin t was
dgumcudulmd 0 lower m-ﬁ Jﬁﬁr (1984) pir burden
inte md‘m:ﬂ:ﬂ mmmuﬂamm

hvindnnﬂiaufﬁvhﬁu

-mmumgg”amm

hnﬁdhhﬁ(lﬂl).h_,, ] BACOURSN
he discusses the role of ' —hﬁ-
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,,nmlnmeswuh lﬂivi iofdail |ivinjmh In addition, women found
ideresing Dt I peners, car recpion oha '“‘““"“"‘“,..a“;:.“m
and care iverchmgﬁﬂklmm pmdkmofmulmﬂe 58) the
suthors (1989: 406), that the Mdmnupum:eﬂxunfmdeoﬂn
hgnnplhlenﬂelmﬁic ul situation, and that perhaps caregivers 4 um
up%cfl;:f;iviu care, which allowed them to mminﬁuoﬁune ive aspects.
sarly, one major problems caregivers experience as a result
mmmmmm:mgkidofmﬁmﬁminmmm
inﬂknylendhimﬂmm“almquincm and it is the realm
* temporal balance that this thesis focuses on. Below, 8 number of studies are
tlined which enumerase these problems.

l’mnmsumbmm ) lmm b

) dmuhgnm-ﬁ-. mmmw
mmn-ﬁ-&iﬁm  older ADL , ,
vﬁﬁlmﬁﬁw
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guilt which is the hardest burden to bear. The most severe effort of caring for a dependent
adult appears to be that it is totally monopolizing and without respite, twenty-four hours a
day, seven days a week, 365 days a year.” As well, she confirms the impact of caregiving

As well as having consequences for emotional and mental health, and lifestyle and
kim.cu&vh;Mmemehmmmmiwmuﬂmmmm
or from a debiliiating iliness. Many researchers have focused on examining the caregiver
burdens of these types of providers (such as Chenoweth 1986; Zarit et al 1986). Below are
studies which examine the role of debilitating illness and its effects on caregivers.

Effects of csregiving: The role of debiiitating lilness

Thompson and Doll (1982: 379) stase that many relatives have unwiningdﬁmd
unwillingly become de facto therapists bmin]mewnénﬂfcuping with a mentally ill
:.n’t'lil octi mmm&gﬁﬁﬁmﬁug&‘mm s currently disp yl::
: ective burden, and found that those relatives perceiving kin as currently displa
four or more behaviors considered symplomatic of mental iliness or predictin Hﬂrkﬁ
would need to re-enter hospital in the future were significantly more likely to feel
mm.wwwmﬁl.ﬂiemﬂﬁhgwnm with
objective burden, with increased burden related 10 the patient’s psychistric condition.
compared on

itting ct al (1986) examined spouse caregivers of dementia patients
mmgm- family cavironmeat, social networks. pey hological adjustment,
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limiting the ities for social and recreational activitics. The authors said (1986: 783-
784) that the Jhﬂyﬂmmmm;nﬂdlmwmhdﬁeﬂa
should be incl in any study of caregiver stress or burden, and also demonsirates the
importance of representing caregiver stress by a variety of different indicasors.

Structures of time and & model of analysis for soclal time

The research summarized above has clearly demonstrated that caregivers face a
plethora ofine J:comeqm:‘ Illmul_lofl{:gfﬂé. ’IEmmbn -:uderlined
strains involved. One of the particular hypotheses st forth in the following chapter deals
with just this idea — that increases in caregiving should lead to decreased satisfaction with
leisure time and decreased satisfaction with the balance between one’s main activity and
family. Below, the notion that increased caregiving leads to decreased disposable time is
made more explicit. Following this, a theory of social time use advanced by Lewis and
Weigert (1981) is introduced. o o o ,
Townsend et al (1989) postulated a “wear and tear” hypothesis of caregiving: the
longer the care provided, the greater the psychological strain on the caregiver. Their
hypothesis was examined vis a panel survey, using data from 112 adwit children providing
inserhousehold care t0 and impaired elderly parent. Contrary to their hypothesis, the data
in childrens’ adaptation 10 caregiving, with improvement rather than

not e duration of caregiving. '
Cantor (1983: ~603) points out that while hhgmg of sirain is a very
emotionally laden factor that seems 1o transcend the amount of direct involvement in caring
faam“...&emmﬁdeﬁmﬁgmﬂmmmﬁiﬂﬁvin;mmt
more a ) ! ”

Lewis and W 1981) have p od & paradig
e a sopits b s o

8l life are to occwr.”
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and age group and is closely associated with one’s image of the future.

Institutional and cultural social time structures, on the other hand, are macro level
and are embedded within one another. Within the institutional realm, “organizatonal time”
emerges, in which separste organizations construct their own time schedules which extend
only to individual members within that organization. Cultural structures also exist,
however, which extend to all members of society. Days and seasons, for example, are
cyclic and recur in endless cycles, unlike organizational time, which operates in a linear
fashion .. inwhnchpenonundobpcumm;h oral frameworks that are non
itive at irregular intervals.” (ngi;m:lw; md ocial blographies. The

s0C s.
bm,ﬁnw old, and

mdyou;gguluinwmietyinmukmmmfeu«npodm In

& way, herding numbers of these persons into colleges provides an

appropriately Iguous environment where they may be conveniently

during & psycho-social moratorium until, it i: hoped, their two
synchronized.

biographies are

This exm illustrates the concept of “synchronici
nﬂhe;mlhyﬂmmmm
In addition, “stratification” is mecessary because of the existence of time

embeddedness. Different times are not all equal, and this is most clearly seen in the
Mmhulmllndly uyummm precedence
ime, whi , _,_,’fimglfﬁlm Thaumlhun

F”ﬂ“ [ o V .
of soclal time. It appears to ¢ md‘ﬁeﬂmm’
mmmwmmmmmunmun 452)1:

| The grester the number of iemporally embedded events between
ints hﬂyﬁhﬁﬁﬂhhmmﬂﬂﬂ;

uwamamagmmmum events in
day makes the day “go by" faster. iand *

The next two propositions (1981: 453) appesr self evident:
2A Mﬂhmdmhwﬁm

mgmm
2B  The degree of difficulty in temporal synchec jon is a positi
mﬂ“dhmdmm‘ v

In addition, Lewis and Weigent (1981: 455) stase two coroliaries of proposition two:
2.1 units of
!-:?Mﬁﬂnh physical

monningfal.
2.2 Mmgdmhm control
of events in one's life decreases. hudennl
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eventually leads to anxiety, depression, feelings of role
incompetence, and similar psychological symptoms of temporal

panic.
A last proposition (1981: 454) states that
3 Social times are stratified in a panticular hierarchy. From the highest

priority to the lowest are cyclic time, institutional time,
organizational time, interaction time, and self time.

Lewis and Weigert (1981) claim that these propositions may serve as a model of
socialtnme.lze ch various issues in the study of time may be empirically validated. it
appears that the propositions have the function of serving as a guide to investigations in
social time, and more particularly 1o investigations of intergen al interaction and well
being. mnndelruroaedinﬂiengxtchapuinvem s a concept of time panic, and is
mare concerned with mmrﬂanmu?uﬂlw:e "time, While not capable of directly
testing any specific tenets of Lewis and Weigert (1981), it nevertheless incorporaies some
of the theoretical ideas embodied in their propositions, especiatly those relating to time

embeddedness.
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Chapter 4
A structural equation model of caregiving tension
introduction

The measurement and analysis of care J:m" as lhe foregoing chapters have
demonstrated, hnhdnl:nf’mm Presently, lpopullﬂgy
because of the profound mmmnjppum:nﬁylﬁvemmym the
social envimmt_ﬂ This chapter presents and describes a LISREL model of caregiving
tension, and the implication structure of this model is explored using the 1990 General
Social Survey, conducied by Statistics Canada,

Hypotheses concerning antecedents of cuegivinfnmd life balance are presented

first, followed by a detailed discussion of the data this malysii Subsequently, a
Wa&fﬂﬁ?ﬁmffﬁm nluml n of the b cm:hinl ion
s ’ DRiC ¢ tension

model as given in Figure 4.1. A dieuemluoftl:mndelmn as well as the

inhaunwmlm&mmudinﬁ bmngchw
Hypotheses: influences on caregiving end life belance

from the research findings which have been outlined in the previous
chapeer, lﬂ#ld’mﬁ\n mﬁmkwmmueahinmmmoi
ncept conceptualized as life balance. More

m.uquwn

H1 — Sex: It is hypothesized that being female results in more time
being spent on carcgiving duties relating to housework and personal
care, while being male results in more time spent on caregivin
e s u“mﬁm““ s e
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housework, maintenance, transportation, personal care and financial
help provided. It is hypothesized, however, that the number of
hours worked has a direct negative effect on life balance.

H6 — Living alone: It is hypothesized that if a person lives alone,
they will provide more caregiving assistance (except financial help)
than if they live with anyone else. In addition, it is theorized that
living alone should be positively associawed with life balance.

H7 — Household size: It is hypothesized that the greater the
household size, the fewer of all types of caregiving duties excepting
financial help should be prvided by respondents. No effect of
household size on life balance is expected.

HS — Parent residence: It is hypothesized that parent residence will
hnvelmgmmveeﬁectmdnmuofdnﬁmfomtypesof
m‘m g provided.3¢ No relationship is expected between t

and financial help. In addition, pasent residence wilg have
negative relationship with life balance. That is, increased
ving demands of respondents who are living with one or

both parents should be clearly reflected in satisfaction
with semporal balance.
H9 — Parents together: It is hypothesized that those re ts

wlwnpuwumlivingwmupeﬁmfm allt

ofcmﬁ ving. In addition, whether one’s parents are living
no direct effect on one’s sense of life balance.

H10 — Volunteer: It is hypothesized that increased volunteering
Tore tie spes ing, the greatr will bo thet ndivical's
more spent volunteeri greater wi v s
satisfaction with life wm"'

H11 — Caregiving: It is hypothesized that the amount of time spest
g o e, o, P s
and lnballmaemﬁvh.mm
said, no other components except those mentioned contribuee 10 the

The date
The General Social Survey is an annual conducted by Siatistics Canada,
Mgwwhbmm“gmmMMﬁ policy issues. Each
survey cmohmmd theme, with some thomes
rh .‘“ym‘lh?:m:tcl edition of the w“y
and imentions, detailed ﬂunm“
history caregiving
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houschold, and both physical and emotional support given and received.37 Its la nrr?le
size of over 13,0 Iso gave it hi dilcriminmul power, making it suitable for
conducting more detailed analysis of several variables simultaneously. In addition, it
directly asked questions regarding various areas of life misfu:ﬁan. includlng some
uestions on iemporal valance, related to one of the key theo al domains found in the
Ierature. For these reasons, it was thought that performing a LISREL analysis using this
data sct would prove to be an effective strategy for investigating claims concerning

carcaiving lation for the all fificen of age and
target popu or the survey was all persons years of age and over,
residing in Canada. Residents of the two territories and residents institutionalized full time
mexcludad Tehphmdnucolhcﬂm&okpheeﬁmn!mmmm 1990. Two
diﬁmundnndigildiﬂiunnplin e s were used in the survey design, and
thus two different weigh t0 be used. Part of the ss uohmnedfmn
the labor force samp ﬁnll sample comprised 18,300 households, from which

13,495 itdividugls
Since the interest Iie: in examining only those individuals with either s living

mother or father, the analysis was performed for only these individuals. The final number
of such | was 8723, hﬂiﬁmilwuczcmdmmmmddnvm
HA ' ,ﬁgwwiﬁummmmmﬁm , ustif ns for

njlhil.in: n ,,L ””” antage of sampling varia

. T 1) and $377 Campic 0 normhmmmmm.gﬂmme 1.
Listwise deletion of missing cases reduced the case basc 10 an effective N of 3519.38

Welghting procedures

ﬁGmﬂSnculSmeymhyedﬁ ed a com
i.i] . the Wak psign and the

ﬂm_ﬂhﬂpWMﬁMu
computed, a m‘:ﬂy (m sy
iﬁivﬁhllbyﬁiﬁhnf
external wtals (in this case, C
stratum),

limination of w&;ﬂ:ﬂpnﬂhmﬂum




41

can be made more meaningful, and this involves rescaling the weights so that the average
weight is one. This will still not take into consideration (ie correct for) sample Hi&ll
whhhdeﬁmﬁmndnplemmmﬂmhnhm riques employed in the GSS),
but it will account for unequal selection probabilities. Rescaling is useful because more
can be reduced. The rescaling method empl;%e; in the present analysis follows the
procedure recommended by Statistics Canada. That is, after all the particular respondents
chosen for this overall approach were sciected (respondents with either a mother or a father
still living, N=8723), the average weight for these records (FWGHT) was calculased (this
tumed out to be 1684.094). Then, a working weight ea:il to FWGHT/Average Weight
was calculated for each respondent. The analysis for these respondents was performed

A total of eightoen varisbles from the 1990 General Social Susvey were used in this
analysis. A list of these variables, along Widldnmquﬁmmiﬁin*mdﬂumigiml
coding, as well as the commesponding thesis variable name, is provided in Table 4.1 below.

, Table 4.1
GSS variables used in the model

What is your date of birth?

ident’s highest level What is the highest level of

[ S

Diploma or certificase from trade, techaiesl or vocational school,
hﬁq,:_ﬁi ss college

ed— R B B- 3T I SR
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Orher 12
Not stased 9 M

Employment L26 (Respondent’s main activity) During the past 12 months,
Status what best describes your
MAIN activity?

Working at a job or business?
Looking for work?

A student?

Keeping house?

Retired

Disabled?
Other
Not stated I9M

Income DVPERSAL (Respondent’s total income) What is best estimate of
the sotal of all
household members from all
sources in 19897 Was the total

~AONA SN -

No income

Less than $2000
$2000 so $4999
$5000 0 $6999
$7000 so $9999
$10,000 w0 $14,999
$15.000 w $19.999
$20,000 w0 $24.999

g

-

3
RERIFTETR=gOR I Uwrwn=D

:

!

{

i

i

i
i
4§

1f
H

R
i

il




Living
alone

Household
size
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DVLVGR2 (Respondent lives with ...) Derived variable

lsﬂo one elale

pouse only

Spouse and children

Spouse and other relative

Spouse and non-relative

Spouse/children/other relative

Spouse/children/non-relative
ildren/comb-other

Spouse/chi

Wﬂvﬂm-umive
ildren only

Children/other relative

Children/non-relative

Children/reiative/non-relative

One parent/sibli

CRNARPNE NN -

. oms omt ems ot b
VM WN—~D

DVSIZE (Total number of persons  Derived variable

Six persons
Seven or more persons

LIVING (Whether respondent lives  Constructed variable
with either mother or father)

§
i
zxzX
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Voluntesr DVF19 (How often did respondent
work do volunteer work)

At least once a week

At least once a month

Less than once a month
Volunteer work — amount not stated §
Not siased

No volunteer work

Housework DVFSPAR (How ofien was help
(housework) provided
to parent)

cwwmw‘-—
X

At least once a month

Less than once a month

Hdppmviﬁadhnmnﬁ
Not stased

Noprwuhd

Maiatenance DVFIIPAR (How ofien was help
(maintenance) provided 10

° "lﬂﬂ‘ Tad ) e

9 M
D M

Al loast once a wosk ]
Al loast once & month 2
Hop provided b aot ed 8
“‘M o M
Ne help provided oM

During the past 12 months,
were you involved in any
e
or any organizations, such as
chmbél, teaching,
fundraising, office work?

During the put 12 monﬁll.
have you done

housework outs

such as coolun;. or cleamn;’?
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Personal DVF23PAR (How often was help During the past 12 months,

care (perronal care provided to  have you provided any unpaid
parent) care, such as help
ing or dressing, to anyone
outside your household?
At least once a week |
At least once a month 2
Less than once a month 3
Help provided but not stated 8
Not stased 9M
No help provided oM
Financial DVF2SPAR (How often was help During the past 12 months,
help (financial help) provided to  have you provided financial
parent) support to anyone outside
your household?
At least once a week |
At least once a month 2
Less than once a month 3
Help provided but not stated 8
Not stased 9M
No help provided oM
Leisure DVSATTIM (Satisfaction with time for  Are you satisfied or
other interests) dissatisfied with the amount
of time you have to
pursue other incrests?
Very dissatisfied
Somewhat dissati
Somewhat satisfied

Very satisfied
Satisfied — degree not stated
Noopision T
Not stased

OCARALWN -

Balance DVSATBAL (Satisfaction with balance  Are you satisfied or
between job and family) dissatisfied with the balance
main

between your job or
life?

Very dissatisfied |

Somewhat dissatisfied 2

Somewhat setisfied 3

Very satisfied 4

Satisfled — »ot stated S

Dissatisfied — degree nct stated 6

No opision ™™™

Neot sated 9 M
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The original coding scheme emp for a number of the GSS variabies chosen
were deemed to be inappropriate for a LISREL analysis, and several of the variables were
thus transformed to either make them dummy variables or to recode them so that an interval

could be preserved. Theliuoﬂhe variables used in the analysis, along

level imgmwlon
with any transformation involved, is provided in Table 4.2 below.

Table 4.2
Data transformations of GSS variables
[ Thesls varlable ~GSS variable —Translormation
"Sex LDV!E!( Recoded 50 that U=Male; |
1=Female
No transformations
'gnanm' DVEDUTK] ‘Recoded 30 that UsNo
6=Elementary
school; secondary

lclmollz-@etmlnh"\v.sm“e
trade, technical, col?

70;:1 (codes and
schoot or coﬂe'codaﬂ
and 4); 1 G-Badle(lnnot

lhm soz::d

doctorate; Code 12 (Other)

oyt s " m%ur—
m?xm
JVPERSA

rKeC L3 Code ‘:..‘.

WUO ) he

‘cahaZ.G-d‘ncl-Yu:
8 and 9 weated as




Volunteer work — |DVF; o -

Eip
pmvid!d(evdeo). lO!IO
ﬂm year (code 3);

ﬂmnpuyw(m
:)-Hﬂiiﬁlr‘
(code 1); Codes 8and 9
treated as missis

Table 4.3 below presents summary statistics for the indicators used.

7 , ~ Table 4.3 ,

Sex 0.486 0.250 0.01
g_ 7 32943 132.578 0.08

gucation 12.669 10.053 0.10
Employment statu 0.661 0.224 0.0
ncome 6.587 17.361 0.18
Hours worked 33.446 347.561 0.10
Living alone 0919 0.073 0.01

pusehold 33 1.940 0.01
Parent residence 0.247 0.186 0.01
Parents rogether 0.565 0.246 0.08
Volusteer work 10.850 374817 0.10

DRIEWC 1.463 51.508 0.10
1.905 63.798 0.10
2.954 119.823
0.445 19.221
6.003

ﬁ“ﬂmhhmuh’rﬁhﬂm o untowend
Respoadents were approximately evealy split between males and fomales, with
“dehmmdmdmmﬁ
e ,mmﬂﬁ incoms of




mnotlivlnl\vimtheir e Mﬂiﬂ&lmmuhggd;wms
esponden ng some volunteer work

times pe yar.mnvglgﬁdmiihinmupmmmﬂ:nnmber@fﬂmmeym
providing wuivinztotheir parent(s). Rupondemdidnotwvide on average, more
than 3 instances of he for any of the components of caregiving, indical

very large prupu'lion of ?on&ntl were providing no help whatsoever. Finally,
respondents were ﬂwﬂﬂmﬂnu&n&ﬂ&lﬁal&mﬂmﬁ
hhhmhﬁwsndnérﬁ‘budf

The asseased of error variance allows an acknowledgment of some
nmelhbility in the measurement of the concept, and reflects a subjective judgment of
rement problems in these indicators. Fixing ©¢ and 6§ values allows one to take

ﬂVlllllE of my familiarity with the data collection procedures, concepts and thus
ch uality. ltmhypoﬂnﬁaadﬂmdnehﬂedm»mhicvmleMSex
Living alone, Household size and Parent residence are measured quite pmuely (ie
Iow! f?gfcni%nmqm)ﬂg:mhw sroportion of ¢
variance o Age, oyment status nts are p ,
:Ii;huymemmafm(os) mliimlﬂcmmfﬁmhphmnig
: uncertainty on the part of some res as (10 whether their parents were
still living sogether. Education, Hours worked, Volunteer work, Housework, Maintenance,
Transportation, Personal care and Financial help were all assessed » of error
vasiance of ten percent (.10). This reflects the various criticisms which some researchers
have leveled against caregiving measures, as noted in the previous chapeer. Some have
questioned, for exampic, whether respondents are able 10 remember how ofien they

sined,’ :

hnmm“mmm,, lights
speci j—ﬁﬁiﬁmlnmquﬂty(mﬂlydt(l : 119-122) for a more
complese discussion of this notion). mm“miodyﬂmuhh
m’ﬂkmmnmimmmmhﬁmm
leisure indicator as a way of reflecting the uncertainty respondents may face when
mummmmmmmmmnﬂﬁmny
criticisms reganding the chosen levels of error variances, a double-half a nent strategy
was employed (re-running the model with all of the ©¢ and 68 values first individually
halved, and then doubled), and the results are presented in the following chapeer.

Why LIBREL?

LISIBL.MI‘GH“M:& I‘G’Iﬁ:ﬂ.ﬁfﬁlhl pngmlcr
“Mhmﬁﬂgdm l
,,,,,hﬁﬁi(lﬂ!)ﬂ“m—ihﬁhf iwr

i, for craepl, sndtins
» (1989 1) for further differonces
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important distinction to be drawn here is that between “causation in our thinking” and
“causation in the real world.” Hayduk (1987: xv) expresses this distinction eloguently
when he states that it is not necessary to defend causality as actually existing in the real
world: “Causal thinking may merely constitute a and parsimonious way for our
brains w0 and summarize data whose ultimate determinential essence is beyond our
current know ... Causation may not be in the real world or in the equations, but it is
definitely in our thinking.” While any number of analytical strategies can be used o analyze
any number of social science phenomena, LISREL was chosen to study the determinants
and effects of caregiving because of its statistical advantages over other forms of causal

analysis.4!
Model Description

Figure 4.1 presents a LISREL model42 predicting caregiving determinants and the
subsequent effect of the degree of caregiving burden on temporal harmony. All of the
ited causal sequences have previously been investigated in some form or other in the
iterature, albeit using different concepts and indicators, and thus it is thought that this
model is fairly well grounded in prior theoretical fictions.43 There are few structural
equation models to be found in the caregiving literature, and this particular model of
mvm sension, therefore, posits a more rigid implication structure than that found in
previous research in this area.

Mm7endomncmepuinunnndel.mmml). mnim(nz).
umspomﬁon(ﬂ,). Mm(ﬂ‘).ﬂmhl Hp(ﬂ’). caregiving (n,) and life balance
(1\7). All of the causal mechanisms hypothesized to operate between these endogenous
concepts and the exogenous concepts are detailed in the previous section on “Hypotheses.”

The Gamma (') and Beta (B) matrices contain coefficients which express the

concepts (the dependent variables in re terminology) in the
mc«nﬂuﬁmsddlﬂwoﬁetwwv (both exogenous and

endogenous) in the model. The Gamma (') matrix (which links the exogenous concepts 10
the endogenous concepts) is fixed with 0 values, except for the following paths (or
structural coefficients) for which maximum likelihood estimates (MLE) ase noeded: v, ;.

N12: Nis Nie Y1y Yise o Vh 000 Y21 Y220 Vau: Yoor Y20e Yau: Yoor V2100 Yas: Yagr Yare Vage
T39* V3.10° Ya1 Ya2» Yus: Vas: Yar Vas: Va9 Ya.10° Ys1° Vss» V3,100 Yo3: Yas: Yaee Y270 Yoo
and ¥, ;. While both Mn(ts)udhou:wuked(wm posited as haviag no effects
on the caregiviag concepts (N, m»n,).m.mmnmam(g,)
on finencial help (1)), estimates of these effects are wanted nonctheless (¥y 4, Yog. Yagr Y-
Yi6° Yo Yag 380 Yyg)- These posited zero effects which are nevertheless estimated are
Mhhmﬂhﬂﬂ’t‘.l)u“lﬁuhﬂnﬁm{,ﬂﬂbb“
eta varigbles.

The Beta (B) matrix contains the links among the endogenous concepts (ie the links
among ths etas (1) in the model in Figure 4.1). K is specified as a full metrix fixed with 0

values, except for the followiag paths: B, o Beas Dgs 20d Poc. Rt is possible,
deww«q!&y%&y?bﬁxmm
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In this model, 4, through B, have been given fixed values of 1.0, while Bgs has been

given a fixed value of 0.3. Sinee the underlymg cmgivin; dimensions all have the same
metric of number of instances of help year, fixing the first four of these Beta
coefficients at 1.0 cumulates the umber of umes per year from all the underlying
dimensions. Fixing the last Beta coefficient at 0.5 indicates that financial help is treated as
being “half” as effective as the other four concepts, and hence each instance in which a

respondent has provided financial help contributes as much to N as half an instance of any

of the other four underlying dimensions of caregiving. Thus, 116 is a sum of the number of

instances of help given per year, with the proviso that it requires two instances of financial
assistance to constitute as much assistance as one instance of any of the other types of

cmgiving help. In essence, n6 constitutes the total wei‘hted fmquency of cuegiving.

underlying caregiving dimension individually.
Though the metric effects of the fim four underlying caregiving dimensions are
forced to be equal, this does not mean that the help variables contribute equal amounts of

vnriuncehton‘ mmmdvmmwwmﬂllkpﬁdummvm
of the corresponding variables, and in particular, since transportation (1,) has the most
v-iuwe.itwiilconuihmumtodwvmofﬂ‘.

In exsence, what has becn done is that the caregiving concept () has been created

(ndemum:ncmtedﬁ:muueitzdwmu mmhelnjofnmmdby
them conceptual “caregiving™ as an g cause of housework
maintenance, transportation, % | care and financial help, s conceptual which
could not have been avoided tmdelleddlisminlln dition m,with
the caregiving components acting as observed indicators only and not n s,

caregiving has been defined as a concept dimg
dm&dmﬂvhg.hwsmy.mﬁmrdw in:verylimilu
manner (10 how SES has been “Thepdvdum
0 'lluheenﬁudum wmmwymmm
are necessary mnmmam

Each of the exogenous concepts has one indicator (not shown in Figure 4.1, but see
'r.uesnymmmmumxmmm.)umnmmmmamfw
" etc through 104", .. What this does is scale the concepts 10 their respective
Muﬂﬁnamﬂ”u&emnﬂghnmnﬁm
on the corvesponding indicator. Similarly, the Lambda-sub y metrix (Ay) is full and fixed
with values of 1.0 for A7, 17,,, exc through 10 A mmdlﬂcmm,)m

mmmmmanmhwnuuw with
leisure time (since it is believed that this statement carries a clearer moaning 10 respondonts

nuwmwmmxuummmw@
which has been scalod at 1.0 (shown in the model). The other lambde cocfficient (37 5,) has
been froed, and will thus be estimated via maxisvem likelibood.

The theta epsilon (6 ) and theta delia (©5) marrices contain error variances and

mnmummummmm
The form of these matrices is symmetric and fixed, containing non-20r0 valuss on the
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di;ﬁml, and zeros on the off-diagonal elements. It is the usual practice to fix error
vanances at some non zero value, since the implication of not doing so is that the concepts
and indicators are identical. Fixing ervor variances is an acknowledgment that indicators can
be influenced by concepts other than the posited underlying concept. Each of the error
variances in the model (except for ©,,) has been fixed by multiplying the variance of the
indicator by its assessed proportion of error (see Table 4.3). The error variance for one of
the multiple indicators in the model (€F.,,) has been left free to be estimated.

_ This completes lhetkll‘:n;ﬁm for the proposed LISREL model, diagrammed in
Figure 4.1. The results of this LISREL run, as well as ensuing modifications to the basic
model, are discussed in chapter five.
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Chapter 8
Resuits and implications of the basic caregiving model
The model fit
While there are many ways of assessing the adequacy of a model in LISREL, onc is
invariably drawn to the maximum likelihood Chi-square statistic (X2) as the first indication
of how well L maiches S.43 This is because the Chi-square statistic provides an omnibus

test of how well the observed data maiches the covariances among the concepts implied by
“ﬁctionll” model, and thus provides a good starting point for assessing model fit.

Since the X2 test is an omnibus test, howevef. other ways exist of determining the
adequacy of model fit. The LISREL p was able to provide mlxlmnm likelihood
estimates for the model diagrammed in Figure 4.1 (after and perusal of
mﬁmﬂmmmmmmhmmlilmpaﬁcﬂyﬁutdmm&

a reasonable fit between E and S. The X? statistic with S0 degrees of freedom for the
whole model is 113.64, leading to a y si fm(hndoncmnmﬂcﬁem)
value (p = 0.000), and the adjusted ﬂlﬁlﬂexhnm mgmlhumui

small, m:mgumcmx’mue.mmmmmdmmm:ms
could be due to ssmpling fluctuations. Mﬂplkamdel'lxzmmzm

S differ, huﬁishhﬁydnmhmofxznhxﬁuﬂm minor differences
whanhul:puBSlQ Ovenll, it appears that the data are reasonably well fit despite

the we of X246

There are other, more instructive procedures, however, for assessing model fit.
One of these is to examine the pattern of residual covariances present (these residuals
the differences between the observed covariances and the model-implied covariances). The
umuf"muliuim&nh (mhhw&hmm«mlﬂ.whky
p-ﬁnly mndd presont model indicase ewpoﬂan for & graphic
repre HWI.QEHQ-Mmmﬁﬂh output). There are
: ,velylcpnﬂnﬂsforhmuimhetmﬂelmnmvmﬂscf
ran . _udma.4kkkmudw:ix(-13kp£mudmdm
QILMMﬂMmmmmm-ﬂ other variables:
living alone (3.0), household sive (2.7) and parents togethe

In addition, there are no correlations among the estimates which s h 10,2
mwmmmummmﬂ almont

mb ) mhﬁm ﬁcﬁuﬁrﬁhnﬂ,w&ﬁnmm
improvement ia model fis which could be expecsed) is only 1 ummhh

ﬂiﬁ povariance between the ervor terms for age and Aowrs worked). In the theta dela
mmhﬁpnmﬂnsﬁe‘w(mmﬁmmmsuh

“@.Hmh'ﬂmlmbpmhhhqﬂu_hhﬂhy

rﬁmﬂﬂm).fh which u-mmhum
fixed proportion of emor variance for some of the x and y variables (is eisher 10 halve or
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double the assessed proportion of error) to determine what difference this makes to the
overall model fit. This is a reasonable suggestion, and the reason this is done is to help
counter arguments that the researcher has been either overly optimistic or overly pessimistic
in their assessment of how much error lies in measuring the concept under consideration.
That is, researchers never have perfect knowledge about measurement structure, and
adopting this particular double-half strategy helps to answer claims that the researcher has
unrealistically assessed the error inherent in measurement.

Thus, a series of thirty-four runs was performed in which only one value for the

proportion of error variance was changed from the initial run. Each of the values for 6,

and for 63 were halved and doubled to see what change this would produce in the model.
In thirty of the runs, the results were virtually identical to those of the initial run. In the

other four runs, there were only very minor changes. In the theta epsilon matrix (G¢), only
doubling and halving the values for ©° . (satisfaction with time for other interests) made
any difference. Although there were no differences in the gamma values, halving 6°
slightly decreased Ay" (from 0.509 10 0.452) and slightly decreased the R for ", (from
072 10 .064, with a X? of 118.5, p value = 0.000). Doubling 6 slightly increased AT
(from 0.509 t0 0.673) and slightly increased the R for 1), (from .072 to .087, with a X2
of 110.4, p value = 0.000). Similarly in the theta delta matrix (Gg), doubling and halving
the value fora'ss(im)muhed in some very minor changes to some of the values for
gamma, a slight decrease and increase, respectively, in the X2 statistic, but no changes in

the proportion of explained variance.
In any event, | would not have been prompeed to change my interpretations in any

way as 8 result of these re-specifications in the values of 6F and €°. It is still inseresting t0

observe, however, that even such a y minor change as doubling or halving one
ofnnnymter;’iaal.lsm cumul‘tni:'uwinu ::
explained variance aknoummpm clearly demonstrases, for want
a botter tormi , the *i of a LISREL ; one

parameter
can si
Mmym“maswxmmmd nature of the

ln'l::dAl'amll\i matrices, while there are a couple of entries having a Ml of
»mwg'uu&m&%umu;ﬂmamhm&uh
model fie. In the B matrix, the three largest Mls are for Py, B, and B4 (9.3, 7.5 and 7.6,
respectively). This indicates that any one of these particular coefficients, previously fixed at
0, could be freed. 4®

In addition, it was thought thet a further improvement in model fit might result if the
“weights” given 10 the five caregiving componeats (0, through 1) were 10 be changed.
The standardized estimates (such thet the estimates are rescaled 30 that each 1 and &
varisbie has & variance of 1.0, while their indicasors retain their original scales) for fg,,

Bgz: Pes: Pgy md Pgg were, respectively: 0.369, 0.412, 0.564, 0.226 and 0.063.

that standasdized effects ncar O are small, while those near 1.0 ase large, k is
appasent that the fixed equality of the metric effects, combined with the larger varience for
wansportation, implics that wansportation is most swongly linked 10 caregiving (B, =
0.564). The fined 0.5 mewic effect for financial help indicates that the basic variance
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contribution from this variable is 0.52 or 0.25 of transportation’s variance, in contrast to
the 1.07 or full contribution of the variances of 0, N, T, and 1,. When the weaker metric
effect for financial help is combined with its lower variance, in the calculation of the
standardized slope, a weak standardized effect (0.063) appears.

Two pieces of information can be readily grasped here: (1) the fixed and equal
metric effects of the first four underlying caregiving components imply moderate
standardized effects on caregiving, and ?2) financial help transmits only a small
standardized effect.

Had we wished to have more uniform standardized effects, we could have used

fixed metric effects such as: B, = 1.3, B¢y = 1.2, By = 1.0, By, = 1.7 and B¢ = 1.0.
This would clearly change our concept of “equality” in that such a scaling procedure
ignores the real units of “instances per whichwemnpw::'omidebywcoding
of the caregiving dimensions. Indecd, the only way 10 get equal ized effects would
be to force the caregiving concepts to transmat differential proportions of their variances 1o
Ng*? This demonstrates a different conceptualization of equality, but it is the previous
cm‘i‘udmwﬂchwwhhwmh—mmgeqwmiceﬁmmmof
the variances invoived.

In light of this, a run was performed which re-specified the Beta coefficients for

Bg, through to B as noted in the previous paragraph. This re-specification made no
difference to the model, as virtually all of the other Beta coefficients were either identical 1o
or very s(i,n}hr 1o the model results obtained with the original specification of 1.0, 1.0, 1.0,

Resulits of the ceregiving fension model

Tables 5.1 and 5.2 at the end of this chapter provide maximum likelibood estimates
for the caregiving tension model described.30 Table $.1 the maximum likelihood
e g hzm indica::mh) Be;imi:nmich an.:lyl:!ozfz
exogenous concepts only one . nning with an s

indicators, the value not given a fixed value of 1.0 C“‘reported satisfaction



s to financial assistance, fnrexwle it was repors hapeer three that Horowitz
(l 3) found that sons tend to play a more substantial role in the provision of financial
servcies. But the research on this particular topic tends 10 be mixed, since it was also found
by Stoller (1983) that, of all caregiving tasks provided, the smallest difference between
sons and daughters was found in the area of financial matters (and handlin
business). The findings in regard to the effect of sex on financial help indicate that results
mbe“md“hdnﬁemtmy;ﬂmi&whileﬂemﬂummmmm
provide more instances of financial help than males, the effect size is extremely small, and
almost meaningless in innﬂndﬂnhmﬂmnfmemndudiﬁwfﬁcimu
lhownhlnekmin .z.ﬂlneﬁacunmlnuehrpmdeﬂmmbmmnn
tl\eecdﬂ:hﬂfurmmﬁmnlhlph:mﬂﬂﬂ) ,

In addition, females provide less maintenance, in accord with expectal no
significant effect is found between sex and mﬁmﬁﬂdﬂeﬂﬂn
much more surprising, if the research of Horowitz (1985) is considered.She founﬂ lhg
daughters provide more direct sesvices and more services calling for hands on assis
(emhﬂﬂm)ﬁmdﬂmhnfnﬁghmﬂbewm ,
not involve as much “hands on™ care as other kinds of care, it seems reasonable that
fmle:wmldemﬂehumﬁm Personal care, however, seems 10 be a very
“hands on™ and "direct” service, and it clearly follows from this that females should have
been found to provide more instances of personal care. Yet again, however, the issue of
whether some of the personal care provided is “health care” Mmmm
the fact that research results may sometimes be read in multiple and ¢ ,
fuach:mmmmddnﬁniﬂm_klﬁemly‘mm;;
|Mﬁﬁhcmynwfwmmmumdwﬂbm

ofwelivhl

 veanos of e cadopserescouceps. . ot smors ot o the ffec sl
mdhmn;&m:vﬂmdl.&mhhﬂmmnhw
mmmwsgrm-:mmnhgmmmomm
The standardiacd solution demonstrates that , ,
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maintenance, transportation or personal care. ’l'hilcmlymmmm‘mﬂnge-ejivm
are under added stressors, since the givers continue to provide their
megiv g responsibilities even when fullliﬂg in the paid labor force.
onlydiiﬁcmteﬁectoﬂivinjnloneismmmuonmdlti: sosite to
A o snsocn i prevkog e oumor it coded fo tha I=living wit
someone else) is assoc w ng more instances of tran 10 a parent
if one lives alone. This could be explained by the fact that it is well possible that some of
the people living with these respondents are of course parents, and thus the increased needs
of nts (such as transportation) cause them to live with their adult children,
Hﬁug  size, similarly, is not significantly associated with any increase in caregiving
dnﬂamﬂmﬁmmﬂmﬂ:aa(ﬂﬂ;hmhofd:ﬂmﬂuﬂiuﬂeﬁmfm
living alone and household size being minuscule). That living alone and household size do
not have any significant effects on the other caregiving measures is again contrary to our

hy
"~ Parent residence is significantly associated with the amount of housework,
maintenance and transportation provided, and in the expe direction. The peculiar
wdn;afﬁhﬁssmmnmhmml GSS survey instrument did
whether they were pmvidin; any m;ivin; assistance to members
livin[wmdntheirhwighld only whether they were providing assistance (o persons
outside their household. . i’mmmﬂihl or father living with
dlem(amafO)ﬁhdulemmmlivm;mdlM(nmdl)11|emulu
indicate that respondents having at least one parent living with them are less likely to
mwwmw mwhmnnliviuwm

ﬁuu.lemhviun




mmumulmhnlmlnm to education, it seems clear at least
that we must be wary when working with the standard conce t of socioeconomic status. In
this case, occy, incmmd:dmﬁmdunﬂ' erate in & unitary fashion, since the
results obtaine lienimicuedmdulmmv_ j hivemheﬂeﬂloﬁm

Similarly, it was thought that having at least one parent living would lead to
decreased satisfaction with temporal balance. The opposite relationship, hnmer. was
oherved Finally, perhaps the most surprising effect of all was the absence of &

nificant relationship between the amount of caregi hf, mmmﬂmwi

balance. The proportion of explained variance for the ulte smal!
(07) It can be safely said, at least on the basis of this model and “ﬂn]ﬂllﬁlﬂﬂdﬂl
set, that parental caregiving really does not have any effect on temporal ce at all, at
hnﬂgmylnwhkhilhwmmmiimﬂy”

Ahhough the caregiving teasion model described in the previous chapter does
provide a reasonable sratistical fit between S and I (a8 Jeast according to the usual

ubmxm“mhlyuhweﬁeﬁivhkhmmummim
wmm l72-l?3) omment i this regard is 10 be emphasized: “Tl acy of a

more i m eﬂhmﬂﬂuﬂphm
uhﬂdmubnhﬂﬁnﬂmnhnﬂhhmm
it would thus make sense 10 make this changs. The largest modification index ia the I
mawrix is 7.6 for vy . mmhﬁﬁﬂhﬁw:bﬁnﬁ
from sex (§,) %0 rameportation (1)), but this is not a thearetical alteration which is allow
in the thesis. free their model and
m"‘:' -a?"mumh:rmmq;
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kimamkmdgﬂnq!by nder. Women are also found to perform more instances of
financial help, a finding which is at odds with results obtain byHmwitz(lBCS) but
consistent with those ined by Stoller (1983). There is still enough evidence here to
eanminﬂieﬁﬂﬁumlivinq&m fall disproportionately on women's shoulders.
Clﬁ]ivlnjil.inm 8 women s
dﬂnmhwnmumedmeﬁmmd:eﬁeﬁvlngcmpuuem
The enl kind of caregiving which older persons were found to perform more of was
care. The role of age on the performance of care 1{ivin duties, as noted in chaper
three, has been found by researchers to be inconsistent. illickofcleupmiuvecr
negative consistency of age with the various caregiving com nis is not surpri
~ The strongest ng which emerges from this mc 'Ilnlnmnexim Yoct of
bymtﬂncm;ivin; Neither income nor the number of hours worked had any
;L".‘é.“.';‘.‘"' w providad: and ncems hac  gaifcant oot only on finaacial . Thos, i
care a only on financial
the hy wﬁmmmmﬁﬂm mmﬁnﬁw t of
' . it seems clear that the increased caregiving demands placed on emplo
weﬁm mmmmmwmmmrm@mm
hmmd’mgivinglhey vide. For this reason, those studies which have found
ﬂmpﬂdenpbymuniy caregivers more flexibility and thus more relief from
MmﬁhMMMRynlmwﬂm e . The
lim Rumerous studies suggesting W(I;huly nqnidﬁ
increased ¢ ot demands not by decreasing hkeueﬁv
provige
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nsatory model, showing that spouses provide care when available, followed by
chilﬁn nlallvenndodteu. Clearly suggested the hypothesis noted in this study. There
are many reasons which could account for this contradictory finding, includin ﬂiefa:tﬂm
the particular sample of elderly persons in this study, because of the selective cases
inv are all relatively healthy and require little care.

“The most mrpﬂ;in; ﬂndin; is that caregiving was found to be unrelated to a
concept which was conceptualized as /{fe balance. As well as trying to desermine the causal
influences of certain variables on caregiving, interest also lay in desermining the effects of
carcgiving on life balance. There has been much literature on the effects of caregiver
burden, and it was decided 1o investigate the effect of caregiving on caregivers’ satisfaction
with two temporal measures. This is consistent with one of the stated themes of this thesis,
an examination of and reflection on the pace of time in our lives. While it is incontrovertible
that time is pefeelved differently by paople much less is known about whether certain
cohorts of rmeive time similarly. Taking & cue from discussions of life-
rhythms as ymmmﬂmmmvrymhhmmm
also from some theuetlcll formulations on time embeddedness (Lewis and Weigert's
(lﬂl)hsiechmmmenmﬂﬁnpudninlifgﬂnmnmﬂ“ﬁmpuk we

m“ r "mlp:‘nlmi hh?:l‘humefﬁ
ing b0 “‘vet learly supporeed in the liserature (sce
ﬂnmﬁmm“eﬁmdmﬂvln; Ilfenylundhlneﬂmehmp"lnchpuﬂuu).

many studies finding that a pernicious effect of caregiving burden has boen a decrease
mmu«;mm

Theﬁ'e vin WW however, hﬂnﬁﬂ iﬁémteﬂ’wtunllfe
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certain background concepts, such as sex and age and income, influence caregiving, the
goal hl‘l huwim preciz:’}cyhdeﬁne Just ln;w IE;I nind ais and inc:;l:e gzﬁm
caregiving — that is, through which components of caregiving. An anempt has been made,
in essence. to come closer 1o the extant causal world “out &ne:e'hm could partly accoum
for the differences between the results obtained and previous research findings. The goal
has been to force the thinking of other researchers to travel through a more narrow

In addition, the d-xa limitations inhering from the use of this particular dats set must
be acknowledged. The caregiving measures are, in retrospect, poor. Asking “how ofien”
certain types of caregiving were provided gives us only a rough estimate of instances of
help, and it is impossible from this question wording to determine the number of hours of
care given. Caregiving has been reconceptualized into “the number of times E‘ynr“ and
;hkisdmlgski“p@cimns—“ﬂgnmﬂ(ﬁms“mmbumdul than the actual
“number of hours™ of care provided. While the lawer, more objective measure of caregiving
m;hnhem,nlg#:ﬂ (1983: 198) state, it seems nonctheless a betser
measure than that employed in the 1990 . The ca 'ofcn;ivh%cnﬂoyedhn
GSS, moreover, may not be mutually exclusive, and this leads to difficulties when trying
thMMJMdmmimm. ,

Also, asking respondents about intra-householc mﬂvinm?ped to only
inter-household caregiving, would have allowed me to more clearly disentangle the
influence of “parent residence” in this study. This scems a troublesome dummy
because first, we are not abie 0 determine the unique effect of having one parent or both
mnnm;wmﬁmm?y.w&:ndm poeA! pumg
dvu%oﬂniu . ative, it lacks the s ﬂiﬂdt&ﬂmlﬁmm
called for in the study of caregiving and well being. This may also account for the

difference in findings between this sty  and previous studics, which have ofien used

B ﬁ ny attitudinal vmhinimdiﬂhum and it is noo?ﬂhe;mt with the
hours respondents would | ﬁhnnmﬁﬂhm&mmmm
ly means to those respondents not havis nployment
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Conclusion

, Wmn cﬁ ilemmledﬁm 'l'h.;; study? flﬂ! é;e:uin t!?;rdl are ch;rlbyym
nromm n amount of caregiving prov %o parents adult
mmdmpvin;un ‘women’s problem” makes
sex the crucial | nmor while income and hours worked have been shown not 10 be a strong
influence on caregiving. Seccﬂd specific types of caregiving should be studied when
lookil:lf.:t caregiving at all, nwpoud to a more general concept. Determining the
kinds of care which to greater stress on the part of caregivers goes a long
way towml the formulation of more specific and useful pollcg Is aimed at
amelloming negative consequences of caregiving. Third, while it is indisputable that
ving carries with it many neptive uences, more rescarch needs to be done on
a felt loss of semporal stability is one of them.

Mﬁnmmwdlmmdbyﬁelimmmnmndnimgm
primary responsibility for caregiving, this study has failed to strongly confirm this. Any
number of reasons could explain this. One suggestion is that there could be a transference
of duties among respondents in this particulur sample, such that perhaps some men are
assuming grester caregiving duties outside the home, while their wives are staying home
Mukln;cﬁ;ﬂmmmmmmaymnmm
to be primarily responsible for the majority of caregivin duties. Any number of other
::mcwldo:lz& erative. Thepimwanﬂzllﬁeii at the conclusions drawn from

H

! , ivers find ways 10 cope with, and evea o
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It is to be remembered that while LISREL may be a powerful tool, it is only that.
LISREL is a heuristic device enabling us 10 artempt 1o represent reality as best we can, a
reality which is multi-faceted and forever Chlﬁdgﬁj. It is eany to be seduced by LISREL's
methodological rigor into believing that it is the nn!Lngms capable of helping us think
about and model reality. It is important not to let the program, or any other analytical
strategy. constrain our thinking. That is, whenever contemplating a LISREL model, we
should always strive to retain the capability to think beyond the model, or to imagine
alernative scenarios which may not even involve LISREL. This is where sound theoretical
thinking can be especiaily important. A sound theory can force us (o think beyond the
particular analytical munaqu.wm&mhpfu{?mlmmm_nﬂﬂ. 7

As an example, in retrospect, a direct path should have been included from the
concept sex (§,) to the concept life balance (M,). There are many kinds of things which
some women do, such as being largely responsible for family leisure and holiday

celebrations, which clearly have a direct impact on satisfaction with amount of leisure time,
Some of these activities have little to do directly with caregiving. and thus it would seem
reasonable that a direct path from sex 10 life balance be allowed. Akhough the modification
this is not the end of the story. One can imagine a way of “salvaging™ a zero effect. We can
imagine an addition to the model where sex has a positive effect on life balance through
some intervening varisble, and also a negative effect on life balance through some other
ervening variable. The positive and negative effects could, in easence, cancel out, and
e would be left with a zero effect. This is what is meant by “salvaging” a zero effect. This
cular exampie is used here 00 illustraste why rescarchers should always “think beyond a

a

$ & starting point for something better. It is 10 be emphasized
¢ s the findings of this study were not the ones expected, this does not
necessarily indicase that these res' ks are “out there” in the real world. Once again, it should
point for something betier in the research on caregiving.




64

Table 5.1
Maximum likelihood estimates for Lambda Y

* tvalue =323
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Notes

Sayer (1991: x) has called ‘time’ the *'...most precious of modern commodities....”

Michon (1986) says | that an hJ ching the subject will be reminded that time,
like everything else, has had an evc ution, and thus, & begi nnmg Contrarily, Foucault
is one who doesn’t seem to subscribe in b:gmmn;s. If 'grnnwd at least, they
are, in Foucault's mind, not really worth considering (see Fouclu

Some have asseried that it is perhaps the other way around — ie time has been taken for
granted by the natural and physical sciences.

Simmel (1978 [1900): 485) mentions that all sequences of our life are regulated by
upward and downward rhythms,

“The everyday authority of time is, even in a permissive society, 20 complete that it
melynppemupmuemlemdifithnmpmuemkmmepeoplewonu:
ubjects it will not be all that problematic to the other people who are their not so cager
ts.” (Young and Schuller 1988: 3)

Mary Dougln (1978: 14) argues that Parsons’s social sysiem is one of the many
theories of social action which separase belief from action.

Many different theorists conce ’,lzgvmm&eml atiern. As an
example, a similar theoretical scheme to Zerubavel’ ihplwddbyl.iur(lﬁl).
s ﬁvchuicelenunntnﬂnu::orﬂpﬂemof:nymﬂ

eriodic & tempo, timing, duration sequence. Similarly, Aminzade (IM)
explores the manner in which four different of time (duration, pace, trajectos
and cycie) have boca used in recent historical social science.

1 am uncertain as 10 what Zerubavel implies by the ierm nmalnms The poasibility
exists that Zerubavel is himeelf confused with his definition of ‘time.’ For a discussion
and critique of the natural-social distinction, see Latour (1991; 1992),

muymmumnmummmw
contain some element of “sbuormality’ if it is 10 have any meaning. Thus, h

cites

min Loc Whorf, who says that if a rule has #o exceptions, it canor be recognia
as & rule or else (Zerubavel 1981: 22). This is similar 10 Goffman's contention
that the key ¢ ulmkﬁllnf;' mﬂmlﬁﬂyu ‘susprise.” Tabboni (1990:

433), in discussing rules,
Hﬁhﬂﬁchﬁﬂgﬁihmw&hm&e
and support of a normative system, cither ensuring that the
l‘hﬁﬂh@d!ﬂmmbﬂﬁ”” or ahernatively

pwi? and precariousncss, then mhfﬂl
ﬁﬁ“ socially expected durstions. - y

10 MM(!;S? GIELM
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to synchronize and co-ordinate the societal behavior.
D"r:i:eni": (124 [1912): lO-lnl')‘. of course, presented a v;':y similar idea: “The
divisions into days, weeks, months, , €1C., correspond to the periodical recurrence
of rites, feasts, and public cmmniy“;. A calendar expresses the rhythm of the
collective activities, while at the same time its function is to assure their regulasity.”

Eisenstadt (1988), in a more obscure and recondite manner, makes a similar point.
Undercoring the ilrunce of the symbolic in analyzing social change, he states:
“Hence it is impossibie 10 snalyze social such as revolutions without inso
account either ways in which symbolic and power components were interwoven in the
situations in which they developed, or their own cosmologies.” Eisenstadt, in his
discussion of the relation between s sm and personal cosmology, is no doubt
drawing on the idcas of Douglas (1973) in her Narwral symbols.

For some applications of SEDs, see Merton et al (1951) and Sidel (1966), with the
Iatter focusing especially on Crafiown.

Merton (1968; 1984) elaborated on the concept of duration. In Social theory and social
structure (1968: 366), he stated that the expected duration of the group would
presumably affect such mstiers as the seif-selection of members, and group structure
and power distribution, and hence would constitute an important differentiating factor

in group properties.

This is true, and this is just like studies of aging and caregiving.
MMW&WMIM&W@MMde-
in-law’s letters: “Someone once asked me, ‘Well do you do at home all
day?’ IE: Go on school field with meet with the
zbﬂou'uchu parent , take Nolaad t0 the Jocal dentist, take Nolaad
local doctor, pick up Claude’s and Noland's and my prescriptions, take Nolaad

20 May 1993 letter)

But seec Mancini and Blisszner (1989) for a scomingly contradictory view.
Muchlndlliunel(l”?: 279) raise an imerestiag concern, but it is one which,
m':u?::&uhhmw&muﬁnb

|

!
il

|
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the General Social Survey:
If we wish to move in the direction of influences about the sorts of informal
;‘usom that the persons living alone might have had regularly, we need to
out how frequently the members of the extended family and close-
friend structure were contacted (...) A tie is called ‘inactive’ when the
olhen than monthly and sontacied (by phone of leuer) such & person lea
an monthly and contac or letter) such a person less
often than weekly.
Based on this assumption, Stone (1988: 29) concluded, afier taking frequency of
contact into account, that “...a substantial minority (over 30 %) of those aged 80 and
over were in situations with weaker than average structures for potential social

As Dewit et al (1988: 59-60) stase:
It is plausible to assume that at some point, a distance threshold may be
reached when intergenerational contact is forced to take on a different form.
Evidence to support this claim originates from US research on kin
interaction indicating that a majority of ts report a strong desire
for kin to live closer than they curently did, and, furthermore, this
desire for increased contact is attenusted for those relatives who live outside

of the respondents’ states.

This form of argument substantively close 10 rational choice theory, which
argues that dotermination of action is based ona scherma

on 8 cost-benefit calculus. being in modem day
social science theory, it has at least not been in the research career of Gary

H
i i
izl |
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i
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L
il
i |
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70

?ucemofAlbenanupeedMﬂny would rather die than be dependent in an old and

rail state! Sixty-eight percent of survey respondents would like to have professional

care givers come to their home. Forty-seven percent agreed that lhg‘would refer a

:::t term care facility, and only 38 percent of Albertans preferred tha! their families
after them in such a fecbie stase.

Bella (1990), using the celebration of Christmas as a backdrop, also claims that women
are responsible for kinkeeping.

Surprisingly, the authors seem to subscribe to this myth as well — it is curious that
claim that “In spite of the incidence of centres for senior citizens and similar

facilities, 1nany old geople will be socially isolated.” (1985: 75) This is contradictory,
uhu-ltudy‘aen 'acmnd.wdnnuh:uwnlimm.

mdmimimlwedwhicmuwhdmdneﬁlw:m:min pups and
organized activitics less; takes part in thatre, concerts and shows less; visits family and
friends less; takes part in volunteer activities less; feels social life has suffered because
of elder; and doesn’t have enough time for self.

Cantor (1983), however, seems 10 desract slightly from this view, even though [ do not

emulymmﬂ&uidanﬂcanﬂmmfmﬂymmmpmuy

with women (1983: 601). It is thus curious, and contradictory, that she would claim
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providers and have more frequent contact with children (who visit their mother) and
thus suffer less stress. Noelker and Wallace (1985: 33) do say. though, that differences
have consistently been found between se caregivers’ reports, with elderly wives
experiencing time restrictions and restrictions in group and social activities, and
negative health consequences than husbands.

It is unfortunate that caregivers should ve that their “loyalties” are divided. This
ably demonstrates, once again, the fact that many caregivers are not only forced to care,
but also that they are forced to cAoose.

Mwhofthemntol:,icll(mdodler)limnhumadeiuppnnmdutlhenhu
hemﬁnlemom the oft noted ical proacription against using tests of
statistical signi when interpreting results non-random samples. In this case,
it does not appear convincing that a non random sample of 178 is good evidence against

a prevailing “'stereotype.”

While this thesis cannot delve into the of leisure itself, an interesting account of
the androcentric nature of leisure is prov by Bella (1990). She cites the two
with leisure research as being the reliance on time-budget studies, which
ignores the relational context which gives meaning to activities, and the familist
assumptions of family leisure, which tends to ignore the reality that family leisuce must
be organized by someone.
Toffler (1971) said that “future shock™ results when scif temporal panic becomes
transformed during eras of rapid social change.

These are cultural norms of “ineraction” time, say the authors, and they
mention tum- (presumably in conversations). This idea, of course, is a mainstay
of the resoarch tradition, whose studies in conversational s,
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support) were asked only of persons aged 33 years and over.

A subsequent run was conducted using a covariance matrix created via pairwise
deletion (with N = 3567) to determine if this would make any difference. The X?

statistic was 102.2, a marginal reduction from the basic X2 of 113.6, and a few of the
vadmmsﬁ;hdydiﬂ‘mﬁomﬁemnuﬁn;dnoovmmm
via listwise deletion. In sum, none of the conclusions asrived at would req ulurcvldn1
were pairwise deletion to have been used. For a summary of the results of the mode
run using the other random sample, see note S1.

Variables attempting 10 measure attitudinal states of individuals are often acknowiedged
to contain large amounts of unreliability. That is, the prevailing view, I think, is that it
is always difficult to obtain a valid or relisble measure of how happy or satisfied an

individual may be. Which is to say, much of the Ithlnkingmhndm
the now (in?)famous Nisbet and ilson “truism” of "t ling more than we can know.”
Without wanting to be difficult, | prefer the aliemate offaexumle.Snﬁth
and Miller (1978) lwmmcriud in Sabini and Silver (1981)]. Namely, it is

reasunabie 10 assume that people have access to their cognitive processes. T

al T:‘:i respondents .blt g uum.':iguoml m?f:rlurmp:;o?
value. s, are 10 answer y

when asked, for . how mmmwu’l'm l);
is, bowevcr.(huwhleiadiv' s may be able t0 answer unambiguously, the
particular question posed nonectheless si// be a poor question in the sonse that it
does not “tap into” the concept. Thus, we arrive back at the Charybdis and
Scylla of validity and reliability. It scems 10 me that rescarchers may perhaps have

have
&mwmndmmw’pruudm ce: Two
rescarchers ma mammd.o 10 the same indicasor, one because

in addition. Ha (lOI‘I 112) n:n that imeerv isems luem'::: nhh;:
w-edmdonofemr M “% ‘ '

F«mexMWﬂMakmdcmﬂq the
social sciences, see Derksen (1988).

The following discussion of the model and ensuing results p-ssumes a wurhn
(1967) for o cnrlient merenary of LISREL acvaion tad i explasasion o al o the
( ane notation and an

different matrices involved.

(lthe novel which of the
many m mriuﬁunbdnapodbmﬂ..m oo
m-m-«»mmm«m

Hayduk (1987: 212-213), using an extended example of SES, contains good
Mndo(udhu )' m:m- of indicators. 'nz-

::l:uhnﬁs he fora eh-:“. dﬂ”ﬁ
slternative modeling strategy within s demographic framswerk may bs found in
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Chowdhury (1991: 198 ).
Complete output for this LISREL run is included in the Appendix.

It is to be remembered that the X2 statistic is highly dependent on N, and becomes able
to detect smaller and smaller discrepancies as N increases. One procedure for providing
a more realistic X? is to recalculase what the X2 value would be with some smaller N
(such as Hoelter's (1983) suggestion of 200 as a “critical-N,” discussed in Hayduk
1987: 168-169). Since X2 =2nF (the minimum of the fit function), this is easily done.
For the present model, an N of 200 would have resulted in a X2 of 6.3 (with $0
degrees of freedom) — highly insignificant.

In previous runs, when minor errors in model specification were made, it was
discovered that there were large residuals between several of the caregiving variables,
What this indicates is that are other common causes contributing to these
caregiving concepts which have not been modeled. Thus, for this run, the following psi

coefficients, corresponding to the largest normalized residuals, were freed: w,,. ¥y,
W32 Va1 Va2 Vg3 80d Wg3. What [ allow by performing this change (ie the rAeoretical
implication) is that | am willing 10 admit that there are other variables “‘out there™ which

are stronger common causes of the caregiving concepts chosen. | do not fecl that this
allowance, however, alters the basic premises of my theoretical structure,

Discussion of whether 1, as a rescarcher, would be prepared (o allow such changes o0
my theoretical thinking is reserved for later in this chapeer.

In fact, since financial help contributes 3o little 10 the caregiving concept of 1, | would
drop this concept from any further model attempts.

This reporting structure is partly based on Table 2 provided by Hayduk and Avakame

(1991). This seems 10 be a very useful and informative format for the presentation of

resuits.
Mmrumhwﬂ.whmmhucmnd Ns and standardized
slopes. | was exposed 10 this issue early in my training. and was

heavily influenced by some seminal articies on the subject, including Selvin (1937),
Ma'rhyna and luzy(lm) and Skipper et al (1967).
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rificant in one sample, but is -0.03 and does not reach
e. Also, the gamma value for living alone on Iﬁ"ebalm
¢ but not in the other. The greatest changes are found in the

gammas for household size on maimenance, tran v and personal care. Bach of
the three coefficients change from being significant in one sample to being not
significant in the other, and some of them display a fairly substantive change in their
values. As well, some of the coefficients for the effect of parent residence on the

tation is 1.74 and sig
lilni in the other sa
is significant in one samp

various en ous concepts are substantively different. Finally, the
parenis togethe antransmﬁonil-lmudliuiﬁcmtinm tiliﬂ
and not significant in the other 1 . In sum, while these chni;el not nﬂic.lll

alier the overall conclusions, the differences obtained are ot ones which would b
expxﬂdmndﬂfﬂmm drawn sampie on the same data. Other than that of
chance, the author has no explanmom for what could have accounted for such

unexpected results.
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