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Housing Preference According to Social Relations of Urban Elderly in China
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Abstract

According to aging society and social network society, the necessary of suitable alternative housing in the era has
been increasing. The purpose of this research is to understand housing preference depended on the social relation of the
elderly who lives in Beijing, China. The social relation was comprised of contact degree with child, contact degree with
friend, contact degree with relative, degree of community participation, satisfaction with spouse and satisfaction with
child. The housing preference was comprised of housing ownership, housing location, housing size and housing type.
The survey was conducted on the elderly of 150 above fifties who lived in Beijing, China. For the result, the social
relation was associated with the housing preference. Particularly, the relationship between the children was related to the
housing ownership, housing location and housing size. The relationship between friends was related to the housing type.
The level of community participation was related to the housing location. Social independence of the elderly, family
cohesion, community attachment and adaption tendency were correlated with the housing preference. In conclusion, it
was empirically identified that the social relation of the elderly had a relation with predicting housing preference. This
result is expected to be useful in development of housing for the elderly in the future.
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Characteristics of
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Contact degree with child

Contact degree with friend

Social relation Contact degree with relative

(6) Degree of community participation

Satisfaction with spouse

Satisfaction with child

Housing ownership

Housing preference Housing location

) Housing size

Housing type
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Table 3. Significant Association Based on j? Between General
Characteristics and Social Relation Characteristics
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Table 2. General Characteristics of the Respondent ouseno
Spouse * s sk
Variables Classification f %
#p<0.05, **p<0.01, *¥*p<0.001
Male 64 42.7 G.C.=general characteristic, S.R.=social relation
Gender Female 86 57.3
total 150 100.0 TR = ~ . ' o
A EA] z o Al A 2 X
50’syears 50 26.3 21U T30 %\l 77H 5 ‘]—ﬁl 47:]19]— 7]—0 T
A 60’s years 63 42.0 o]do] wol v Wl 7] Rnew, 7Hg AA
& More than 70’s years 37 24.7 v il Aot AL A #A #E o7l ®Ql
total 150 100.0 T AUHENE, IAFHENNE, AR EEdodnle 3 2}
High school or less 108 72.0 HuE w7t Zhzh 4709 dubzel EXal ool AA R
Education College graduates 42 28.0 velgon, HHENET) 27l v -AUEErE 179
total 150 100.0 gukz] EX3} fo@oz AR eI
Less than 6000 (CNY) 80 53.3 X}Lﬂ%‘j%‘ﬂl‘:_@r %94@[?_]_ 3’;}73]]01] )\t Quk= 4?_ %;\é%
Income More than 6000 (CNY) 70 46.7 :,L;‘(ﬂ Hoz }\ELYF] B <Table 4>9} 7E]_E]_
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Employment 53 353 Table 4. Significant Association Based on y* Between General
Job Retirement/unemployment 97 64.7 Characteristics and Contact Degree with Child
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Couple with children 27 18.0 amonth  month x
Couple (only) 99 66.0 GC. (%) f(%) f%)
Household Single (only) 24 16.0 Bl High school or less  61(56.5) 47(43.5) 108(100.0) o
total 150 100.0 cation College graduates  37(88.1) 5(11.9)  42(100.0) 13344
Single 37 63.0 subtotal 98(65.3) 52(34.7) 150(100.0)
Spouse Married 63 2.0 Lessthan 6000 44(55.0) 36450) 80(100.0)
total 150 1000 Income More than 6000 S4(77.1)  16(22.9)  70(100.0) ¢ oo
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N Employment 44(83.0) 9(17.0)  53(100.0)
A o, oSt 70T oY, &5 FE L RRA o -
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*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, G.C.=general characteristic
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Table 5. Significant Association Based on j? Between General
Characteristics and Contact Degree with Friend
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Table 6. Significant Association Based on y? Between General
Characteristics and Contact Degree with Relative

more than  within a
Contact degree total

amonth  month T
Ge. %)  f%) £
Male 55(85.9)  9(14.1)  64(100.0)
*
Gender  Female 81(942)  5(58) 86(1000) ..
subtotal  136(90.7)  14(9.3) 150(100.0)
Couple with
children 25(92.6)  2(74)  27(100.0)
House ok
Couple (only) ~ 94(94.9 5(5.1)  99(100.0
hold ple (only)  94(94.9) G- 99(1000) .
Single (only) ~ 17(70.8)  7(29.2)  24(100.0)
subtotal  136(90.7)  14(9.3) 150(100.0)

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, G.C.=general characteristic
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Table 7. Significant Association Based on y* Between General
Characteristics and Degree of Community Participation

Contact degree more than  within a

Contact degree more than  within a

a month month total XZ a month month total XZ
GC. (%) (%) (%) GC. (%) (%) (%)
50’s years 31(62.0) 19(38.0)  50(100.0) 50°s years 12.0)  49(98.0)  50(100.0)
60’s years 23(59.5) 40(40.5)  63(100.0) 60’s years 9(143) 54(85.7)  63(100.0)
Age  more than Age More than
8.767 11.611
70°s years 22(59.5) 15(40.5)  37(100.0) 70°s years 10(27.0)  27(73.0)  37(100.0)
subtotal 76(50.7)  74(49.3) 150(100.0) subtotal 20(13.3) 130(86.7) 150(100.0)
Employment 35(66.0) 18(34.0)  53(100.0) Employment 1(1.9)  52(98.1)  53(100.0)
Retirement/ * Retirement/ *ok
Job anemployment 41(423)  56(57.7)  97(100.0) .. Job unemployment 19(19.6)  78(804)  97(100.0) g -
subtotal 76(50.7)  74(49.3) 150(100.0) subtotal 20(13.3) 130(86.7) 150(100.0)
Couple with Couple with
children 14(51.9) 13(48.1)  27(100.0) children 8(29.6) 19(70.4)  27(100.0)

11011136 Couple(only) 44(44.4)  55(55.6)  99(100.0) 72*34 }lllo‘llze Couple (only) 8(8.1) 91(91.9)  99(100.0) 8;00
0. . 0 .
Single(only) 18(75.0)  6(25.0)  24(100.0) Single (only) 4(16.7) 20(83.3)  14(100.0)

subtotal 76(50.7)  74(49.3) 150(100.0) subtotal 20(13.3) 130(86.7) 150(100.0)
Single 53(60.9) 34(39.1)  87(100.0) Single 17(19.5)  70(80.5)  87(100.0)

* ks

Spouse Married 23(36.5) 40(635) 63(100.0) ¢\, Spouse  Married 34.8)  600952)  63(100.0) o0
subtotal 76(50.7)  74(49.3) 150(100.0) subtotal 20(13.3) 130(86.7) 150(100.0)

*p<0.05, G.C.=general characteristic

=T =

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, G.C.=general characteristic
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Table 8. Significant Association Based on j? Between General
Characteristics and Satisfaction with Spouse”

Satisfaction  satis- dissatis- total
faction faction v
ac %) %) f%)
Couple with 6(75.0)  2(25.0)  8(100.0)
House children
hold  Couple (only)  51(98.1)  1(1.9)  52(100.0) 7.773
subtotal 57(95.0)  3(5.0)  60(100.0)

**p<0.01, ***p<0.001, G.C.=general characteristic
It only applied to someone who had a spouse.

Al WESE A7 A NS BE 3
$2} o) = ebgeh o) %—oﬂm el A
PRk Rk A s I AR bR el w
Zste 497} Zlut E9it. ole ¥R7le AT

Table 9. Significant Association Based on j? Between General
Characteristics and Satisfaction with Child

Satisfaction ~ satis- dissatis-

faction faction total 1
ac %)  f%)  f%)
High school
orless 70(648) 38352) 108(100.0)
Fducation™c, | coc graduates 14(333)  28(66.7)  42(100.0) 12.163
subtotal 84(56.0)  66(44.0) 150(100.0)
Employment 22(41.5) 31(58.5)  53(100.0)
Retirement/ *
Job  ployment 02639 35661 97100.0) (oo,
subtotal 84(56.0)  66(44.0) 150(100.0)
Less than 6000 51(63.8) 29(36.2)  80(100.0)
*
Income More than 6000 33(47.1)  37(52.9)  70100.0) , o
subtotal 84(56.0)  66(44.0) 150(100.0)
Couple with
children 19(70.4)  8(29.6)  27(100.0)
House *
Couple (onl 60(60.6) 39(39.4 99(100.0
hold -p (only) (60.6) (394) ( ) 15.161
Single (only) 520.8) 19(79.2)  24(100.0)
subtotal 84(56.0)  66(44.0) 150(100.0)

*p<0.05, ***p<0.001, G.C.=general characteristic

Aol WSl hstel o wEsie] RRlele) A%
o B E3E oImn.
AFREel st folel WA JE AN HHL

FAHo® AHRW <Table 9>9F 7T},
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SHAY] YRty EAH FAMNSEe] Aol A
°‘°Hi;x} AR l%o}@l 7tolAEe A3E T3t
™ <Table 10>z} 2t} & 28709 7FsA 718d 13707}
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Table 10. Significant Association Based on y? Between General
Characteristics and Housing Preference

H.P. Housing Housing Housing Housing

G.C. Ownership Location Size Type

Gender *

Age *

Education * HHE

Job * E

Income ok *

Household kkk kkk kkk *

Spouse HxE

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001
G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference
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Table 11. Significant Association Based on j? Between General
Characteristics and Housing Ownership Preference

HP. own rent total 5
GC. (%) (%) (%) x
High school
o less 60(55.6) 48(44.4) 108(100.0)
Edu College §
cation eraduates 12(28.6) 30(71.4) 42(100.0) 8.822
subtotal 72(48.0)  78(52.0) 150(100.0)
Employment 19(35.8) 34(64.2)  53(100.0)
Retirement/ *
Job unemployment 53(54.6) 44(45.4) 97(100.0) 4.848
subtotal 72(48.0)  78(52.0) 150(100.0)
Couple with
children 23(85.2)  4(14.8)  27(100.0)
House ok
Couple (onl 48(48.5) 51(51.5) 99((100.0
hold  — ple (only) (48.5) (51.5) (( ) 33.441
Single (only) 1(4.2) 23(95.8)  24(100.0)
subtotal 72(48.0)  78(52.0) 150(100.0)

*p<0.05, ***p<0.001
G.C.= general characteristic, H.P.= housing preference

Table 12. Significant Association Based on y*> Between General
Characteristics and Housing Location Preference

H.P. urban suburb total 5
GC. (%) (%) (%) x
Male 14(21.9) 50(78.1)  64(100.0)
*
Gender Female 36(41.9) 50(58.1)  86(100.0) 6.595
subtotal 50(33.3) 100(66.3) 150(100.0)
50’s years 17(34.0)  33(66.0) 50(33.3)
60’s years 17(27.0)  46(73.0) 63(42.0) .
Age  More than
2.768
70°s years 16(43.2)  21(56.8) 37(24.7)
subtotal 50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)
High school
or less 49(45.4)  59(54.6) 108(100.0)
Edu- Coll ok
. ollege
cation graduates 12.4) 41(97.6) 42(100.0) 25.149
subtotal 50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)
Employment 10(18.9) 43(81.1)  53(100.0)
Retirement/ oK
Job unemployment 40(41.2) 57(58.5)  97(100.0) 7717
subtotal 50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)
Less than 6000  38(47.5) 42(52.5)  80(100.0)
skokosk
Income More than 6000 12(17.1)  58(82.9)  70(100.0) 15.482
subtotal 50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)
Couple with
children 19(70.4)  8(29.6)  27(100.0)
House- HEE
Couple (onl 29(29.3)  70(70.7)  99(100.0
hold - ple (only) 293) (70.7) ( ) 24.144
Single (only) 2(8.3)  22(91.7  24(100.0)
subtotal 50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)
*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001
G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference
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Table 13. Significant Association Based on »* Between General
Characteristics and Housing Size Preference

H.P, under 60  over 60 total )
GC. %) f(%) (%) x
Cclfi;‘g:n‘”ith 5(18.5) 22(81.5)  27(100.0)
H}?(:‘lsde' Couple (only) ~ 37(37.4) 62(62.6)  99(100.0) 17**7*
Single (only)  18(75.0)  6(25.0)  24(100.0)
subtotal 60(40.0)  90(60.0) 150(100.0)
*5p<0,001

G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference

60 m? ool FAE Asske 497t 60m? o3t H]
stod EA Uit o] oM E FRARATReL AL
TF7F HA7FE] HlEle] 60m? ©]44S AZ sk H&o]
7R =0Tk ole &4 Aks =919 A FA AR
7} 2o AFFES HMFES ou|sit),

Azabe FARES F49 B0 e Lu
S Ao RE AFHEE <Table 14>9}
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Table 14. Significant Association Based on y*> Between General
Characteristics and Housing Type Preference

HP gene.ral senipr total
housing  housing x
GC. (%) (%) (%)
Less than 6000 31(40.0)  48(60.0)  80(100.0)
Income More than 6000  16(22.9) 54(77.1)  70(100.0) 5.; "
subtotal 48(32.0) 102(68.0) 150(100.0)
Cclfi‘llé’rl:nwnh 25(92.6)  2(74)  27(100.0)
H}i’;‘lze' Couple (only)  52(52.5) 47(47.5)  99(100.0) 3:.*1’(‘)7
Single (only) 4167)  20(83.3)  24(100.0)
subtotal 81(54.0) 69(46.0) 150(100.00)
Single 10(11.5)  77(88.5) 87(100.00)
Spouse Married 38(60.3)  25(39.7) 63(100.00) 45.:;8

subtotal

*p<0.05, ***p<0.001
G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference

48(32.0) 102(68.0) 150(100.00)
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Table 15. Significant Association Based on j;* Between Social
Relations and Housing Preference

H.P. Housing
S.R. Ownership

Contact degree
with child

Contact degree
with friend

Contact degree
with relative

Housing  Housing  Housing
Location Size Type

ok k kokk *

Degree of community
participation

Satisfaction
with spouse

Satisfaction
with child

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001
G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference
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Table 17. Significant Association Based on jy* Between Social
Relations and Housing Location Preference

AAE FAFo = AR ™H <Table 1653 7t} H.P. urban suburb total )
SR )t 1%
Table 16. Significant Association Based on »* Between Social more than
Relations and Housing Ownership Preference Contact 4 month 19(19.4)  79(80.6)  98(100.0) s
HP own rent total . fof;eﬂed within amonth  31(59.6) 21(40.4)  52(100.0) 24.740
SR (%) (%) (%) r subtotal 50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)
more than more than
Contact 3 month 33(337) 65(663)  98(1000) Degree of 3 month, 1(550)  9(45.0)  20(1000)
degree . community ..
wichild within amonth ~ 39(75.0) 13(25.0)  52(100.0) 23.246 participation within a month  39(30.0) 91(70.0) 130(100.0) 4.875
subtota 7 . 78(52. 5 . subtota . . .
btotal 2(48.0)  78(52.0) 150(100.0) btotal 50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)
.« satisfaction 59(70. 5(29. . satisfaction . . .
Satis isfacti 9(70.2) 25(29.8)  84(100.0 isfacti 41(48.4) 43(51.2)  84(100.0)

. T - Hokk Satisfaction™, . ; ko
factl(-)n dissatisfaction 13(19.7) 53(80.3)  66(100.0) 37,805 w/child dissatisfaction 9(13.6) 57(86.4)  66(100.0) 20.576
w/child subtotal 72(48.0)  78(52.0) 150(100.0) subtotal  50(33.3) 100(66.7) 150(100.0)

#H8p<().001 #p<0.05, ***p<0.001

G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference

G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference
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Table 18. Significant Association Based on j;* Between Social
Relations and Housing Size Preference

H.P. under 60  over 60 total 5
SR (%) (%) (%) x
more than
Contact 3 month 47(48.0) 51(52.0)  98(100.0)
degree imamonth 13(25.0) 39(75.0) 52(100.0) 7.462
W/Chlld within a mo; . o R K
subtotal 60(40.0)  90(60.0) 150(100.0)
satisfaction 24(28.6) 60(71.4)  84(100.0)
Satisfaction—, . — .
wchild dissatisfaction ~ 36(54.5) 30(45.5)  66(100.0) 10390
subtotal 60(40.0)  90(60.0) 150(100.0)

*p<0.05, **p<0.01
G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference
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Table 19. Significant Association Based on jy° Between Social
Relations and Housing Type Preference

HP gene.ral senl.or total
housing  housing $
S.R (%) (%) (%)
more than
Contact 4 month 12(15.8) 64(84.2)  76(100.0)
degree -
within amonth  36(48.6)  38(51.4)  74(100.0) 18.604

w/friend

subtotal

*p<0.05, ***p<0.001
G.C.=general characteristic, H.P.=housing preference

48(32.0) 102(68.0) 150(100.0)
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