
    108  
Journal of Meiho University, Vol. 37 No. 2, pp.39-62 
 

39 

 

* ** 

 

123 121
101 83.47%

 
 

 

                                                 



  108  
 

 

 40 

 

2003
 

2018 106 65
ADLs1 IADL2 28.16%

90.7 6 7
42.57%

 

Eggebeen, 1992; Rossi & Rossi, 1991; Veevers & Mitchell, 1998
1997 2006

(Rossi & Rossi, 1991) Zarit & 
Eggebeen(1995)

(Cicirelli, 1989)

 

 

 

 
                                                 
1 (Activity of Daily Living Scale, ADLs)

/  
2 (Instrumental Activities of Daily Living, IADL)
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105 2016

 
 

2005

1999  

1995
1999

(Spitze & Logan, 1992; 
Rossi & Rossi, 1990; Hogan, Eggbeen & Clogg, 1993; Bengston & Harootyan, 
1994)

1998 Gleason, Iida, Bolger & Shrout, 2003; 
Ingersoll-Dayton & Antonucci, 1988; Kim & Kim, 2003; Liang, Krause, & Bennett, 
2001  

 
House(1981) (interpersonal transaction)

 
1. (instrumental support)

 
2. (emotional support)

 
3. (informational support)

 
4. (appraisal support)

 
Rossi & Rossi(1990)
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Choen & Wills(1985)

1998

 

1998 1999

2000  

2002

(Hagestad, 1981)  
Zarit & Eggebeen (1995)

1999
2001

2003

 

 
 

Davey, Janke & Savla(2004) 1.
2.

3.
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1.  

(Campbell, 1981; Harris, 1975; Antonucci, 
1990) (Antonucci, 
1985) 1998

Knoll, Burkert & Schwarzer(2006)

1997  
Rossi & Rossi(1990)

(Lawton, Silverstein & Bengtson, 1994)

1993 1993
Tsui 1987

1995
 

(Homan, 1992; Rossi & Rossi, 1990)
Hoyert(1991)

2000 1989 1995

 
Cantor(1979)

 

2.  

Veevers & Mitchell(1998)
Ishii-Kuntz(1997)

1997
 

Benin & Edwards, 1990; 
2003 Davey, Janke & Savla(2004)
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2013 7

50
123

50 121
2014 3 18

2014 3 24 121 101 83.47%  
House(1981)

1997

1. 2.
Likert

1 2 3 4 5
 

Cronbach 
Cronbach 0.8

KMO 0.7 53%
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1 85.1% 17
40 74.3% 71.0% 61.4%

30,000 47.5% 3
63.0% 57%  

 
1   

    

 
 17 17.0 
 83 83.0 

 
 86 85.1 
 15 14.9 

 
30  53 52.5 
31-40  22 21.8 

41  26 25.7 

 
 71 71.0 
 25 25.0 

 4 4.0 

 
 39 38.6 
 62 61.4 

 
30,000  48 47.5 

30,001-40,000  38 37.6 
40,001  15 14.9 

 
1  23 23.0 

1 3  40 40.0 
3  37 37.0 

 
 53 57.0 
 40 43.0 

 
2

3.64

3.90
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3 0.39

-0.21
 

 
2   

   
 3.24 0.735 

 3.05 1.026 
 3.64 0.847 
 3.39 0.907 
 3.24 0.921 

 3.55 0.720 
 3.44 0.743 
 3.90 0.699 
 3.15 0.913 
 3.75 0.897 

 0.18 0.423 
 0.39 1.044 
 0.29 0.830 
 -0.21 0.770 
 0.30 0.680 

 
3

2.56<3.14 p<0.05

0.48>0.12 p<0.05

Cantor(1979)
 

 

                                                 
3 =[( )-(

)]/
=[( )-(

)]/84 =[( )-(
)]/  



 
 
 

47 

3   
   

    
 3.27 3.23 0.551 0.770 

* 2.56 3.14 0.900 1.034 
 3.38 3.70 0.916 0.834 
 3.57 3.35 0.530 0.970 
 3.56 3.22 0.725 0.947 

 3.79 3.49 0.427 0.761 
 3.66 3.45 0.607 0.770 
 3.93 3.89 0.660 0.711 
 3.35 3.10 0.815 0.940 
 4.01 3.69 0.559 0.942 

* 0.48 0.12 0.416 0.403 
 0.70 0.33 0.973 1.060 
 0.56 0.22 1.052 0.775 
 -0.17 -0.22 0.748 0.789 
 0.41 0.28 0.405 0.719 

* p<0.05 
 

1993
1993  

t

Rossi 
& Rossi(1990)  

 
4   

   
    

 3.15 3.57 0.755 0.578 
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 2.98 3.44 1.046 0.825 
 3.62 3.79 0.872 0.688 
 3.36 3.60 0.929 0.760 
 3.20 3.55 0.978 0.623 

 3.51 3.73 0.751 0.554 
 3.41 3.60 0.759 0.648 
 3.91 3.88 0.725 0.552 
 3.12 3.29 0.969 0.598 
 3.70 4.00 0.927 0.705 

 0.18 0.18 0.449 0.342 
 0.42 0.21 1.067 0.914 
 0.32 0.10 0.874 0.493 
 -0.19 -0.28 0.802 0.625 
 0.25 0.48 0.688 0.647 

 
30

30
30

 

 
5   

   
30 30 30  30

 3.45 3.09 0.735 0.710 
** 3.35 2.71 1.043 0.917 
** 3.92 3.34 0.796 0.802 

*** 3.73 3.02 0.770 0.912 
 3.23 3.30 0.964 0.904 

 3.59 3.51 0.739 0.710 
 3.47 3.41 0.755 0.737 
 3.89 3.91 0.728 0.674 
 3.12 3.18 0.898 0.938 
 3.85 3.64 0.829 0.963 

*** -0.05 0.37 0.210 0.461 



 
 
 

49 

** 0.07 0.77 0.912 1.078 
*** -0.02 0.63 0.629 0.901 
*** -0.58 0.16 0.585 0.759 

 0.35 0.27 0.722 0.657 
** p<0.01 *** p<0.001 

 

3.20>2.16
p<0.05

0.26>0.12

t
 

 
6   

   

 

 3.29 3.16 0.794 0.635

* 3.20 2.61 1.029 0.902

 3.71 3.49 0.887 0.723

 3.51 3.11 0.879 0.920

 3.19 3.43 0.999 0.791

 3.63 3.38 0.737 0.655

 3.54 3.21 0.732 0.671

 3.92 3.88 0.737 0.583

 3.18 3.10 0.964 0.797

 3.86 3.48 0.878 0.924

 0.12 0.26 0.408 0.439

 0.29 0.67 1.008 1.117

 0.25 0.40 0.927 0.492

 -0.28 -0.05 0.797 0.703

 0.44 0.09 0.737 0.545



  108  
 

 

 50 

* p<0.05 
 

t

0.30>-0.20 p<0.05

 
 
7   

   

    

 3.17 3.28 0.782 0.718 
 3.00 3.08 1.014 1.041 

 3.72 3.60 0.811 0.873 
 3.28 3.47 0.968 0.870 
 3.21 3.30 0.919 0.933 

 3.46 3.60 0.862 0.632 
 3.47 3.42 0.807 0.710 
 3.84 3.94 0.817 0.624 

 3.13 3.16 1.068 0.821 
 3.55 3.86 1.025 0.810 

* -0.20 0.30 0.318 0.437 

 0.43 0.37 0.884 1.135 
 0.12 0.39 0.686 0.899 
 -0.17 -0.23 0.887 0.701 

 0.12 0.40 0.692 0.663 
* p<0.05 

 
3

3



 
 
 

51 

t

 

 
8   

   
30,000 30,000 30,000  30,000

 3.31 3.19 0.825 0.670 
* 3.30 2.81 1.032 0.972 
 3.71 3.58 0.964 0.729 

* 3.61 3.20 0.961 0.816 
 3.13 3.38 0.973 0.882 

 3.52 3.57 0.809 0.660 
 3.48 3.40 0.815 0.680 
 3.79 4.00 0.775 0.612 
 3.18 3.13 0.992 0.868 
 3.77 3.73 0.900 0.903 

 0.07 0.27 0.433 0.402 
 0.19 0.58 1.196 0.845 

* 0.09 0.47 0.891 0.731 
** -0.51 0.01 0.665 0.774 
 0.43 0.20 0,728 0.635 

* p<0.05 ** p<0.01 
 

3
3 3.48>2.92 p<0.01

3
3.70>3.32 p<0.05

 

 
9   
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3  3  3  3  
** 3.48 2.92 0.639 0.760 

** 3.27 2.60 1.030 0.880 
 3.77 3.41 0.769 0.947 
 3.53 3.11 0.845 1.012 
 3.44 3.04 0.778 1.092 

* 3.70 3.32 0.690 0.731 
 3.52 3.29 0.791 0.647 
 4.00 3.74 0.673 0.724 
* 3.34 2.86 0.953 0.807 
* 3.93 3.41 0.739 1.089 

 0.08 0.32 0.338 0.504 
 0.23 0.70 1.095 0.912 
 0.26 0.36 0.782 0.948 
 -0.23 -0.17 0.765 0.811 
 0.35 0.24 0.691 0.687 

* p<0.05 ** p<0.01 
 

1997 Ishii-Kuntz(1997) Veevers & Mitchell(1998) Davey, Janke 
& Savla(2004)

1995
 

 
10   

   
    

 3.26 3.22 0.719 0.770 
 3.18 2.86 0.919 1.144 
 3.66 3.62 0.904 0.774 



 
 
 

53 

 3.44 3.33 0.867 0.971 
 3.21 3.34 0.934 0.919 

 3.63 3.45 0.773 0.651 
 3.52 3.34 0.782 0.684 
 3.89 3.91 0.787 0.575 
 3.26 3.02 0.972 0.837 
 3.90 3.57 0.860 0.916 

 0.17 0.19 0.446 0.406 
 0.31 0.50 1.098 0.967 
 0.26 0.32 0.951 0.645 
 -0.14 -0.28 0.812 0.722 

** 0.54 0.04 0.734 0.506 
** p<0.01 

 

 

 

101
 

 
2 3.24

3.55

 
  

t
3

3
30

30  
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1998 -    
27 84-101  

1993 10 17-21  
2000

5 43-45  
1997
10 2 227-265  

1999 4 29-56  
1998 —

 
2000

29 32-58  
1999 12 :

 
1993

265-389  
1995

 
2001

 
1995 —  

1997 —
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2006
 

1999
 

2002
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A Study of the Intergenerational Support between Social 

Workers in the Long-term Care Facilities and Their Parents  

Yi-Ju Chen*, Yei-Whei Lin** 

Abstract 

Along with an aging society, the service demand of long-term care for the elder 
is increasing enormously. In the long-term care facilities, social workers should take 
care of the physiological, psychological, social and spiritual dimensions of the elderly 
residents. Moreover, they are affected by the fugacity of human life and the great 
impact on the relatives of the senior citizen. Therefore, they could reflect on the 
matter of intergenerational support from their parents. This study adopted the method 
of questionnaire survey. The sampling targets are all the social workers of long-term 
care facilities. The effective responses on questionnaire are 101 in total. The research 
used the scale of the intergenerational support. The result showed that the 
intergenerational supports between social workers and their parents were close and 
positive. Based on the result, it could provide the long-term care facilities as the 
reference to create a healthy workplace. In order to increase the quality of the care in 
long-term care facilities, it is important to pay attention to the factors related to the 
intergenerational support. The results provide suggestions in life education, policy 
making and management aspects for the service units and the government as well. 
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