


TABLE 1

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Age

50 to 64 53.2 15.7 79.0 51.0 16.3 78.7

65 to 74 23.9 30.4 19.5 24.0 30.1 18.9

75 to 84 16.3 39.8 0.0 17.4 39.3 0.0

85+ 4.8 11.5 0.0 5.2 12.0 0.0

Don’t know 1.9 25 15 2.3 2.3 2.5
Female 54.2 56.9 52.5 53.5 56.1 51.4
Race’

* *%*

White 66.9 66.4 67.0 63.1 59.9 65.3
** **

Black 15.2 16.2 14.6 19.7 22.5 16.7
*

American Indian or 2.0 15 2.4 3.0 2.1 34

Alaskan Native

Asian 9.3 8.7 9.8 9.5 11.0 8.9
** **

Pacific Islander 1.6 2.0 1.4 3.0 2.5 3.2

**%

Other race 7.4 7.6 7.3 5.8 47 7.0
Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish 13.9 13.1 14.4 12.6 12.4 12.8
origin
Marital Status ** *

Married 57.7 47.2 65.1 58.4 51.2 63.6

Widowed 18.9 34.6 7.8 16.2 28.7 6.8

Divorced 13.7 10.6 15.5 13.7 11.6 15.2

Separated 2.2 1.9 2.6 2.6 2.1 3.2

Never married 7.5 5.7 8.9 9.1 6.4 11.3
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TABLE 1 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Sexual Orientation ?
Straight or heterosexual - - - 89.7 87.5 90.8
Gay, lesbian, or - - - 1.9 0.9 2.9
homosexual
Bisexual - - - 1.0 1.1 0.8
Not sexual, celibate, or - - - 1.6 2.6 0.8
none
Other - - - 14 15 15
Don’t know - - - 4.4 6.4 3.1
Educational Attainment Fxk kel el
Less than high school 19.2 30.0 12.2 14.3 18.7 111
High school/GED 29.1 29.7 28.4 26.2 34.3 19.6
Some college 22.0 18.3 24.3 23.3 21.8 23.7
College degree (four- 17.2 13.2 19.9 18.7 13.4 23.2
year)
Advanced degree 12.6 8.8 15.2 174 11.8 22.5
Employment Status falekal el
Full-time 31.2 6.9 46.7 30.6 7.9 47.6
Part-time 9.9 6.6 12.4 10.1 8.2 11.4
Not employed or 34.6 47.6 26.4 415 57.1 29.7
homemaker
Retired 21.4 34.2 12.7 15.5 24.3 9.2
Disabled 2.9 47 1.8 2.4 25 2.2
Type of Health Insurance"
*
Medicare - 83.5 - - 79.7 -
Medicaid - 26.6 - - 26.0 -
Private insurance - 52.4 - - 54.5 -
None of the above - 4.2 - - 3.9 -
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TABLE 1 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Type of Prescription Drug
Coverage’
Medicare Part D" - - - - 49.8 -
Medicare Part D plus - - - - 17.3 -
other coverage "
**
Private or state plan, or - 61.0 - - 54.8 -
other coverage
No prescription drug - 27.8 - - 9.6 -
coverage©
Annual Income e o .
Less than $10,000 17.8 27.2 11.6 129 18.4 8.8
$10,000 to $19,999 16.3 215 13.0 15.3 214 114
$20,000 to $29,999 13.0 16.3 11.2 13.0 15.6 11.0
$30,000 to $39,999 11.3 114 115 8.7 9.8 7.7
$40,000 to $49,999 9.2 6.5 10.9 9.0 8.4 9.4
$50,000 to $74,999 12.9 9.3 15.3 13.7 12.4 14.7
$75,000 to $99,999 79 29 11.1 8.6 5.7 11.0
$100,000 or more 115 49 15.4 18.7 8.3 26.0

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTES: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Asked only in 2008.

"The Medicare Modernization Act of 2003 established a prescription drug benefit for Medicare beneficiaries, known
as Part D, which became available in 2006.

‘Adults with Medicaid coverage are assumed to have prescription drug coverage.
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TABLE 1 (continued)

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.

*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.
YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 2

MEDIA SOURCES USED
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How often do you read falaal ol Fhx
the newspaper?
Every day 58.5 58.3 58.6 52.4 58.5 475
Weekly, but not every 23.0 19.0 25.5 23.8 17.7 28.6
day
Less often than once a 8.0 7.0 8.7 13.2 10.5 15.0
week
Never 10.5 15.7 7.2 10.6 13.2 8.8
How often do you listen Fhx * **
to the radio?
Every day 64.4 55.2 70.3 57.3 48.8 62.9
Weekly, but not every 16.1 15.9 16.1 19.8 19.7 20.1
day
Less often than once a 8.5 10.7 7.2 11.2 13.2 9.6
week
Never 11.0 18.3 6.4 11.8 18.3 7.4
How often do you watch
television?
Every day 87.2 91.9 83.7 87.7 93.1 83.4
Weekly, but not every 9.9 5.9 13.0 8.1 4.5 10.9
day
Less often than once a 1.4 1.1 1.7 2.5 1.4 35
week
Never 14 1.1 1.6 1.7 1.0 2.1
How often do you go on faleal FHx Fhx
the Internet?
Every day 20.5 9.4 28.0 35.9 19.9 48.6
Weekly, but not every 13.7 7.9 17.6 154 10.7 19.0
day
Less often than once a 8.6 6.2 10.3 7.8 7.1 8.1
week
Never 57.2 76.6 441 40.9 62.3 24.4
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TABLE 2 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How often do you il faleie faleie
communicate via e-mail?
Every day 22.5 9.2 31.1 34.2 18.5 46.6
Weekly, but not every 13.2 9.3 16.0 14.5 115 16.3
day
Less often than once a 7.1 5.8 8.0 9.5 8.6 10.7
week
Never 57.2 75.7 44.8 41.8 61.4 26.5
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the

NOTE:

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”

Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 3

COMMUNITY SITUATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How many years have you lived
in the community??
Less than 2 years 1.7 1.3 19 1.9 13 2.2
2to 5 years 4.5 4.2 4.6 4.4 2.9 5.4
6 to 10 years 5.7 4.1 6.5 55 4.7 6.2
11 to 20 years 12.7 9.0 14.9 13.1 9.5 16.1
More than 20 years 75.5 81.4 72.0 75.0 81.6 70.1
I expect to be living in the 92.1 94.4 90.6 925 92.9 92.3
community five years from now.
Overall, how would you rate your o o
community as a place to live?
Excellent 355 39.8 32.9 355 37.2 34.2
Good 43.3 40.6 44.7 46.6 46.6 46.1
Fair 16.8 15.3 18.0 14.9 13.6 16.5
Poor 4.4 4.4 4.4 3.0 2.7 3.2
How much influence do you think *
people like yourself can have in
making your community a better
place to live??
A lot 34.2 35.8 33.0 35.1 36.7 33.2
Some 34.6 30.4 37.3 374 32.6 40.9
Not very much 25.5 27.6 242 21.6 241 20.3
None 5.7 6.1 5.5 5.8 6.5 5.6
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TABLE 3 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Regarding how you think your ok o *
community is dealing with the
needs of frail older adults, do you
think your community:?
Needs to do a lot more 39.7 37.1 41.0 37.3 35.9 374
Needs to do somewhat more 41.3 38.6 42.9 47.2 45.0 48.9
Does enough 19.0 24.2 16.1 155 191 13.7
To what extent do you think local o . o
officials take into account the
interests and concerns of older
people??
Quite a lot 20.7 29.1 15.8 21.0 23.7 19.1
Somewhat 46.9 39.5 51.0 49.8 47.2 51.6
Not very much 27.1 26.1 27.8 25.7 25.2 26.1
Not at all 53 5.4 54 35 3.8 3.3
How much would you be willing o
to pay in additional taxes each
year if the money went toward
improving services for frail older
adults?
None 27.3 29.2 25.9 26.4 30.0 24.1
$1 to $50 9.0 9.8 8.6 8.0 6.1 9.4
$51 to $200 11.6 6.7 14.7 12.1 9.2 14.2
More than $200 10.2 5.4 134 11.7 6.9 15.1
Don’t know 38.9 435 35.9 38.2 42.0 354
Do not pay taxes 3.0 5.3 15 35 5.8 1.7
How important are the following
issues to you??
Lowering taxes
Extremely important 33.1 31.1 34.2 32.1 30.9 33.0
Very important 37.6 41.0 35.6 35.2 39.0 324
Somewhat important 16.1 14.2 17.2 17.6 15.2 19.2
Not very important 13.2 13.7 13.0 15.1 14.9 154
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TABLE 3 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Improving education faial ** **
Extremely important 40.1 34.0 43.8 47.1 41.6 50.3
Very important 41.7 46.0 39.1 37.4 41.1 35.1
Somewhat important 10.0 9.7 10.2 8.5 7.5 9.4
Not very important 8.2 10.3 7.0 6.9 9.8 5.2
Making the community safer
Extremely important 40.0 37.3 41.8 41.4 37.7 44.2
Very important 43.0 46.0 41.3 41.1 45.2 38.2
Somewhat important 11.3 11.3 11.3 12.4 115 13.1
Not very important 5.7 54 5.6 5.1 5.7 4.5
Improving services for frail
older adults
Extremely important 34.7 33.3 35.7 37.2 37.7 36.3
Very important 45.1 46.4 44.1 44.0 453 43.1
Somewhat important 13.7 116 15.0 13.7 10.3 16.5
Not very important 6.5 8.7 5.2 5.1 6.7 4.1
Improving public o o
transportation
Extremely important 21.9 20.9 22.6 24.7 24.7 24.0
Very important 33.7 35.8 32.4 35.1 36.7 34.1
Somewhat important 20.3 15.8 23.1 20.3 17.4 22.3
Not very important 24.0 27.6 22.0 19.9 21.1 19.6
Providing health coverage for e o
the uninsured
Extremely important 35.8 32.3 38.3 42.3 36.6 454
Very important 40.5 43.8 38.5 36.7 41.4 33.9
Somewhat important 14.3 13.2 14.7 12.5 11.0 14.0
Not very important 9.4 10.7 8.5 8.6 11.0 6.8
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TABLE 3 (continued)

All Sites

2002

2008

Full
Sample

Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full

Population Population Sample

Vulnerable
Population

Non-Vulnerable
Population

What one change would make the
biggest improvement in making
the community more “senior
friendly”?®

Improved availability of senior
centers

Improvements in transportation

Improved availability of
services, programs, and
activities for seniors

Better security/law enforcement

Better dissemination of
information about services,
programs, and activities for
seniors

Improved infrastructure (for
example, more sidewalks and
better wheelchair access)

Increased community
involvement by individuals
and organizations

Improved relationships among
community residents

Governmental improvements

Financial improvements for
seniors (for example, financial
assistance for prescription
medications, more
employment opportunities,
and lower taxes)

More/better housing for seniors
(includes references to
assisted-living facilities and
nursing homes)

Increased availability of senior
watch or friendly visitor
programs

Improved/less expensive health
care

Other improvements
No need for improvements

Don’t know

- - 12.4

- - 10.7

- - 26.0

A.10

3.1

10.8
6.0

5.6
1.7

4.0

2.3

3.4

0.7
3.1

5.2

1.2

4.5

9.3
7.2
31.8

4.6

13.6
7.3

5.7
11

2.3

2.9

2.9

11
4.6

7.7

11

6.5

11.9
4.6
22.2



TABLE 3 (continued)

SOURCES:

NOTE:

2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”

Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Question not asked of proxy respondents.

®Asked only in 2008.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 4

SOCIAL SITUATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Regarding my present social *
activities, | feel that | am doing:?
Too much 52 34 6.1 4.0 3.3 45
About enough 57.4 57.6 57.4 55.2 55.8 55.7
Would like to be doing more 375 39.0 36.4 40.8 40.9 39.8
| did the following during the past
week:*Y
**x **k%k
Went to a church, temple, or 54.7 56.2 53.8 50.5 55.6 47.2
other place of worship for
services or other activities
Went to a movie, play, 58.4 49.7 63.4 58.6 48.7 65.6
concert, restaurant, sporting
event, club meeting, card
game, or other social activity
Got together with family, 77.8 75.0 79.5 77.7 74.2 80.0
friends, or neighbors in any
other setting
None of the above 9.0 10.9 7.9 94 11.0 8.4
How many days per week, on -
average, do you leave home for
any reason?”
None - 4.3 - - 34 -
Less than one day per week - 4.4 - - 3.7 -
One to three days per week - 32.8 - - 29.1 -
Four to six days per week - 16.7 - - 21.7 -
Every day - 41.8 - - 42.1 -
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TABLE 4 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
What keeps you from going out
more often?®

Health problems - 30.3 - - 28.4 -

Lack of transportation - 10.7 - - 10.4 -

Do not need or want to - 51.3 - - 50.5 -

Financial reasons - 1.8 - - 5.0 -

Other reasons - 5.9 - - 5.8 -

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Question not asked of proxy respondents.

®Includes walking around the neighborhood but not going to the mailbox or other places on own property.

Asked only of those going out less than four days per week.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 5

LIVING AND FINANCIAL SITUATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
I am currently living:

In a nursing home or 0.5 0.9 0.3 0.7 13 0.2

group home

In an assisted living 1.0 2.5 0.0 0.8 1.2 0.4

facility

With a relative in their 5.2 8.4 3.3 4.6 7.4 2.8

home

In a place | rent 22.9 23.3 22.5 22.9 24.2 21.6

In a place | own 69.9 64.4 73.2 70.1 64.9 74.1

Other 0.6 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.0 0.8
I am currently living with: ®Y * xx

No one—living alone 24.2 32.4 18.7 26.5 32.4 22.4

With a spouse or partner 59.0 48.0 66.2 59.6 51.6 65.2

With my child 24.0 20.6 26.5 25.2 19.8 29.8

With my parent or 13.3 13.6 13.1 11.7 12.1 11.2

another relative

With someone else 1.9 1.8 2.0 1.6 15 1.7
Number of living children: ** **

None 17.3 13.8 19.5 16.4 12.0 19.7

One or two 38.2 324 41.8 415 38.9 43.3

Three or four 29.0 32.1 27.2 29.5 31.8 28.1

Five or more 15.5 21.7 11.4 12.5 17.2 8.9
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Proximity to nearest child:® ok
Lives with child 28.8 23.7 32.7 29.9 22.2 36.8
Less than 20 minutes 37.2 414 34.2 34.4 40.4 29.1
away, does not live with
child
20 to 60 minutes away 17.0 18.7 15.7 17.0 20.8 13.2
1 to 2 hours away 3.2 31 3.2 35 3.9 3.2
More than 2 hours away 13.8 13.2 14.3 15.3 12.8 17.8
| have someone other than 81.9 86.2 79.5 80.8 83.5 78.7
the police or emergency
services on whom | could
call at any hour, should some
emergency occur.
Who in your household
makes most of the decisions
related to your health care?
Self - 76.3 - - 76.0 -
Spouse or partner - 6.5 - - 8.4 -
Self and Spouse/Partner - 55 - - 54 -
Child - 8.1 - - 75 -
Other - 3.7 - - 2.8 -
How important is it that you
live in your own home as you
grow older?°©
Most important 29.9 29.4 29.7 27.4 28.0 27.3
Very important 49.7 53.6 47.6 51.7 56.8 47.9
Somewhat important 15.1 12.7 16.7 14.4 10.2 17.3
Not important 53 4.3 6.0 6.5 50 7.6
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How confident are you that
you will be able to continue
living in your current
residence for as long as you
like?
Very confident 60.9 63.0 59.6 56.7 58.7 55.9
Somewhat confident 29.1 28.3 29.8 325 30.3 33.7
Not too confident 6.8 6.1 7.1 7.4 7.4 7.6
Not confident at all 3.2 2.6 3.6 34 3.7 2.8
Why do you think you might
move? Y
Health reason(s) 18.8 34.2 11.0 155 235 9.2
Economic reason(s) 40.6 25.8 47.7 41.7 33.2 51.1
Other reason 40.6 40.1 41.3 42.8 43.3 39.7
If I had to move, | would
move; % &Y
To a nursing home - - - 4.8 8.0 2.6
To a group home - - - 1.1 0.0 2.2
To an assisted living - - - 8.2 125 4.8
facility
In with a relative in their - - - 12.0 13.0 12.0
home
To an independent living - - - 16.6 15.1 17.8
unit
To other senior housing - - - 245 31.9 16.3
or age-restricted
community
Other - - - 32.7 19.6 44.2
**k%k *k*k *k*k
My current residence needs 15.9 18.0 14.6 24.5 29.4 20.2

significant repairs,
modifications, or changes to
improve my ability to live in
it over the next five years.
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
At what age do you think you - -
will need regular help to
remain living on your own?
Younger than 70 8.4 5.8 9.9 6.9 3.8 8.7
70to 74 12.4 7.4 14.3 10.4 9.0 11.3
75t0 79 14.7 12.7 15.6 14.2 11.7 15.6
80 to 84 20.8 17.7 22.0 24.8 18.8 28.2
85 to 89 13.9 16.2 12.8 14.9 18.7 12.8
90 or older 15.5 19.3 14.0 16.8 19.9 15.0
Never 11.7 13.5 11.0 7.6 8.0 7.5
Already get regular help 2.6 7.5 0.4 4.3 10.1 0.8
At what age do you think you *
will no longer be able to live
in your current home because
of physical or mental health
problems?
Younger than 70 4.7 2.9 5.6 4.6 1.8 6.2
70to 74 59 35 7.0 7.1 7.3 6.9
75t0 79 9.5 7.6 10.2 10.1 11.1 9.2
80 to 84 21.1 20.1 214 19.9 15.4 22.6
8510 89 16.6 18.5 15.7 16.9 19.8 15.8
90 or older 22.7 26.3 21.1 25.4 28.8 23.1
Never 19.6 21.2 19.0 16.0 15.9 16.1
To plan ahead for later years,
| have: ®
Talked with family about - - - 59.3 65.8 53.9
my preferences if |
become unable to
manage my care on my
own
Taken steps to improve my - - - 92.0 91.2 92.1
health
Developed hobbies or - - - 76.7 71.0 81.3
other leisure-time
activities
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Done financial planning - - - 69.6 60.1 76.6
Other - - - 4.5 3.5 5.4
I have a signed Durable - - - 54.4 59.7 51.1
Power of Attorney for Health
Care or a Living Will.®
*
I think that | will have - 69.3 - - 64.2 -
enough money to take care of
myself for the rest of my life.
Were there any times in the
past 12 months when you did
not have enough money to: "
Pay rent, mortgage, or - 8.6 - - 10.8 -
real estate taxes
Pay utility bills - 8.5 - - 10.0 -
**
Fill a prescription for - 10.7 - - 7.6 -
medicine
Follow up on tests or - 7.3 - - 75 -
treatment recommended
by a doctor
Buy needed food - 8.6 - - 8.9 -
Obtain dental care - 11.6 - - 12.6 -
Obtain eyeglasses - 9.2 - - 94 -
Obtain a hearing aid - 4.2 - - 5.9 -
Any of the above - 24.3 - - 26.8 -

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”
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TABLE 5 (continued)

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked with “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Question not asked of nursing home or group home residents.

bAsked only of those with living children.

‘Asked only of respondents with living children who live in a place they rent or own, have living children, and do
not live with their child.

dAsked only of those who report being either “not too confident” or “not confident at all” that they will continue
living in their current residence as long as they like.

*Asked only in 2008.
fAsked only of respondents with living children who live in a place they rent or own.
* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 6

TRANSPORTATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
All Sites Vulnerable Population Vulnerable Population
How often are you able to either drive or get transportation to *
places you want to go?
Always or almost always 88.7 84.3
Sometimes not able to 7.4 9.1
Not often 3.9 6.6
What kinds of difficulties do you have in getting transportation
that you need?* "
Do not have a car 18.7 13.7
Public transportation unavailable or inconvenient 28.4 19.5
Costs too much 0.9 2.0
No one I can depend on/help unavailable 15.8 17.6
Fear of crime 0.0 0.9
Physical or other impairments 41.2 47.1
Transportation does not accommodate walking assisting 12.2 4.3
devices (for example, walker, cane, or wheelchair)
Do not want to ask for help or inconvenience others 2.6 4.3
Other reasons 17.6 17.2
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”
2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”
NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect

differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).
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TABLE 6 (continued)

®Asked only of those who report not often being able to either drive or get transportation to places where they want
to go.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 7

HEALTH STATUS
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample Population Population
Health Status
Excellent 194 10.1 254 16.8 7.2 24.0
Very good 26.8 19.4 31.8 28.6 21.9 33.8
Good 29.4 29.9 28.7 27.8 29.3 26.9
Fair 175 29.1 10.1 19.0 29.3 10.7
Poor 6.9 115 3.9 7.8 12.2 4.6
Mental or Emotional Health
Status®
Excellent - - - 321 23.0 39.1
Very good - - - 27.3 24.0 29.5
Good - - - 27.9 35.5 224
Fair - - - 10.4 14.2 7.4
Poor - - - 2.3 3.3 1.5
How much difficulty did you
have doing daily work or
chores, both inside and outside
the house, during the past two
weeks because of your health?
No difficulty at all - 44.3 - - 45.3 -
A little difficulty - 17.6 - - 17.6 -
Some difficulty - 19.2 - - 185 -
Much difficulty - 9.0 - - 7.3 -
Unable to do daily work or - 10.0 - - 11.3 -

chores for health reasons
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TABLE 7 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample Population Population
I was told by a doctor within the
past five years that | have the
following health problem or
condition:’
*k*k
Hypertension or high blood - 57.2 - - 67.5 -
pressure
**k*k
Heart attack or other heart - 29.5 - - 214 -
disease
Cancer (other than skin - 9.5 - - 11.9 -
cancer)
*Kkk
Diabetes - 24.8 - - 32.6 -
Anrthritis - 50.2 - - 53.1 -
Asthma - 11.3 - - 11.1 -
Other lung disease - 9.5 - - 9.6 -
Stroke - 10.1 - - 8.7 -
*
Kidney failure - 35 - - 5.1 -
Emotional, nervous, or - - - - 10.0 -
psychiatric problems?
How many times did you visit a
medical doctor, or other health
care professional, in the past
three months?
No visits - 21.6 - - 20.6 -
One or two times - 45.8 - - 49.8 -
Three or more times - 32.6 - - 29.6 -
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TABLE 7 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample Population Population
How many times did you visit a
hospital emergency room in the
past three months because of
any illness or medical
condition?

No visits - 82.8 - - 82.9 -

One or two times - 14.8 - - 15.3 -

Three or more times - 2.4 - - 1.7 -
How many times did you stay
in a hospital overnight in the
past 12 months?

No hospital stays - 75.1 - - 74.0 -

One or two times - 20.8 - - 21.7 -

Three or more times - 4.1 - - 4.2 -

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

Asked only in 2008.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 8

FUNCTIONAL LIMITATIONS AND UNMET NEEDS
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
All Sites Vulnerable Population Vulnerable Population
I have problems or need help with the following activities
because of a physical or mental condition:
Any functional limitation 29.0 31.9
ADL limitations
Any ADL limitation 14.2 16.5
Taking a bath or shower 9.5 114
Dressing 8.4 8.7
*
Eating 1.1 2.4
Getting in and out of bed or a chair 7.4 9.3
Using or getting to a toilet 3.9 5.4
IADL limitations
Any IADL limitation 26.7 29.7
Going outside the home to shop or visit a doctor’s 19.3 22.2
office
**
Doing light housework such as washing dishes or 14.0 18.3
sweeping the floor
Preparing meals 10.6 13.0
Taking the right amount of prescribed medication at 9.0 111
the right time
Keeping track of money and bills 10.9 10.8
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TABLE 8 (continued)

All Sites

2002

2008

Vulnerable Population

Vulnerable Population

I did not receive enough help with the following activities:
Any functional limitation
ADL limitations
Any ADL limitation
IADL limitations
Any IADL limitation

Going outside the home to shop or visit a doctor’s
office

Doing light housework such as washing dishes or
sweeping the floor

Preparing meals

Taking the right amount of prescribed medication at
the right time

Keeping track of money and bills

How many of the people helping you with ADLs/IADLsS
are paid for their time??

Zero
One or two
Three or more

How many of the people helping you with ADLs/IADLs
are unpaid?®

Zero

One or two

Three or more
How likely do you think it is that the family and friends
who help you now will be able to continue doing so a year
from now?®

Very likely

Somewhat likely

Not likely
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*k%

7.5

**%

3.3

5.9

2.7

3.1

2.1

11

1.1

69.5
26.3

4.2

11.2
58.2

30.6

67.9
231

9.1

11.3

57

8.1

2.5

34

1.2

1.2

1.7

66.4
29.6

4.0

12.6
58.8

28.6

71.7
19.8

8.5



TABLE 8 (continued)

2002 2008

All Sites Vulnerable Population Vulnerable Population

What would you do if that person was no longer able to

help you? Y

*
Try to find someone else to help for free 35.4 47.8
Move to assisted living facility or nursing home 21.6 21.8
Move in with family 13.7 11.7
Call state agency 2.1 5.3
Hire someone/call a home health agency 12.2 13.0
Go without/make do 10.3 134
Die 1.3 11
Other 8.6 7.4

Is it a problem for you to be alone at home for more than

two hours at a time because of needing help or feeling

afraid?

Yes, physical problem 4.0 45
Yes, not a physical problem 1.6 1.4
No 94.4 94.1

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”
2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Asked only of those receiving some help with ADLs/IADLSs.

®Asked only of those with unpaid help.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

ADL = activities of daily living; IADL = instrumental activities of daily living; NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 9

SERVICES: INFORMATION SOURCES
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
If you needed help with personal
care at home, such as help with
bathing or dressing, where would
you turn for information?’
Personal contacts
**k*k ** **k*k
Family/friends 34.5 34.4 34.7 28.4 29.0 217.9
*%*
Church/clergy 5.8 4.7 6.5 3.7 3.1 4.5
Health care providers
Doctor 20.8 22.6 20.0 16.9 17.7 16.2
Other health care provider 16.5 18.9 14.6 19.3 17.7 21.2
(including nursing home)
Hospital-based referral 14.0 10.2 16.7 9.5 8.0 10.7
Insurance company 2.0 3.1 1.3 2.1 1.8 2.1
Community referrals
AAA: Area Agency on 8.2 8.3 8.0 6.5 6.6 6.9
Aging
AARP or United Way 1.6 0.8 20 0.7 11 0.4
Senior Center 74 7.5 7.1 5.5 5.8 4.8
Government office 16.2 12.0 19.1 13.6 13.3 13.0
Media
Newspapers/radio/ 15 1.0 1.7 1.0 0.8 11
television
* **
Library 0.6 0.1 1.0 0.2 0.1 0.2
*k*k ** *k*k
Internet 3.8 1.4 53 7.1 3.3 10.1
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TABLE 9 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
*kk *kk
Phone book/Yellow Pages 13.0 7.3 16.9 8.9 6.0 11.0
*kk ** *kk
Toll-free hotline/helpline 4.4 29 54 1.8 1.3 2.1
*k*k ** *kk
Other 7.2 7.8 6.9 3.9 4.8 3.5
Already receiving personal 0.6 1.2 0.2 1.0 21 0.1
care at home
Don’t know 17.7 18.8 16.9 17.7 19.6 16.2
If you needed help finding a new
service, other than personal care,
such as help preparing meals,
transportation, hospice care, or
finding an adult day program or
assisted living facility, where
would you turn for information? * "
Personal contacts
Family/friends - - - 25.7 27.4 24.5
Church/clergy - - - 8.0 8.0 8.2
Health care providers
Doctor - - - 14.7 17.7 12.8
Other health care provider - - - 10.0 8.8 11.0
(including nursing home)
Hospital-based referral - - - 9.6 8.4 10.5
Insurance company - - - 7.0 8.4 6.0
Community referrals
AAA: Area Agency on - - - 15 2.0 0.9
Aging
AARP or United Way - - - 8.3 9.0 7.4
Senior Center - - - 1.6 1.3 1.6
Government office - - - 22.7 21.0 23.3
Media
Newspapers/radio/ - - - 2.0 2.2 1.9

television
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TABLE 9 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Library - - - 1.2 0.4 1.7
Internet - - - 14.0 6.1 19.9
Phone book/Yellow Pages - - - 16.2 12.8 18.8
Toll-free hotline/helpline - - - 6.3 4.4 75
Other - - - 6.4 6.7 5.9
Don’t know - - - 16.5 19.8 13.8
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”
2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”
NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect

differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

Asked only in 2008.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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SERVICES: COVERAGE AND COST

TABLE 10

(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How much do you think it would . ek ek
cost per hour for this kind of
personal care help, if it were not
covered by insurance?
Less than $5 per hour 10.9 10.5 11.2 9.3 8.0 10.6
$5 to $9 per hour 18.9 18.7 18.8 14.3 14.7 13.8
$10 to $14 per hour 255 23.7 26.9 22.1 20.8 23.3
$15 or more per hour 30.5 28.8 317 43.2 38.1 46.7
Don’t know 14.2 18.3 11.3 11.2 18.4 5.6
Could you afford to pay $100 per
week or more for help with
personal care at home?
Yes 40.8 32.5 46.3 43.3 35.1 50.3
Yes, for a short time 3.7 35 3.9 3.6 3.8 3.1
No 50.4 58.1 45.3 48.7 56.0 42.7
Don’t know 52 6.0 4.5 4.4 5.1 3.9
Do you think Medicare covers . * x
help with personal care at home?
Yes 21.3 21.8 20.9 27.3 27.8 26.0
Partially or sometimes 8.7 8.8 8.7 8.6 8.3 8.5
No 29.6 29.5 29.4 25.8 25.8 26.6
Don’t know 40.5 39.8 41.0 38.3 38.0 39.0
Do you think Medicaid covers
help with personal care at home?
Yes 25.7 27.9 24.6 29.3 29.6 28.9
Partially or sometimes 4.6 4.0 4.9 47 5.4 4.4
No 17.3 14.0 19.2 17.0 14.4 19.1
Don’t know 52.3 54.1 51.4 49.0 50.6 47.7
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TABLE 10 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population

Does your community offer a -

program that would cover

personal care at home for lower-

income older adults who are

ineligible for Medicaid?
Yes 28.4 28.5 28.3 31.1 32.8 28.8
No 10.5 10.6 10.5 11.6 10.3 12.5
Don’t know 61.1 60.9 61.2 57.3 56.9 58.7

About how much do you think it o

would cost per month if you

needed to live in a nursing home

in your community?
$1,500 or less - 26.6 - - 245 -
$1,501 to $2,500 - 13.5 - - 14.3 -
$2,501 to $3,499 - 15.3 - - 14.3 -
$3,500 to $4,499 - 8.1 - - 5.6 -
$4,500 to $5,000 - 7.6 - - 8.0 -
More than $5,000 - 9.9 - - 15.5 -
Don’t know - 19.0 - - 17.8 -

I have heard of long-term care 71.1 66.8 74.1 70.3 65.3 74.4

insurance.

I have long-term care insurance. 10.0 7.5 115 14.4 11.0 16.8

How much do you pay per month

for long-term care insurance??
$100 or less 43.2 26.3 50.1 36.4 24.9 40.7
$101 to $200 16.6 28.4 12.0 21.1 23.9 19.9
$201 to $300 8.2 10.0 7.5 8.8 8.6 9.0
$301 to $400 1.0 0.8 0.9 34 4.8 3.0
More than $400 4.0 1.7 25 6.5 16.4 2.8
Don’t know 26.8 26.7 27.0 23.8 21.4 24.6
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TABLE 10 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
All Sites Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
About how much do you think . .
long-term care insurance costs
per month for someone your
age?”
$100 or less 22.7 16.3 271.7 20.3 14.0 26.0
$101 to $200 7.7 5.7 9.0 6.2 55 6.6
$201 to $300 3.2 3.0 3.3 5.1 4.3 54
$301 to $400 1.8 15 2.0 1.9 2.0 1.8
More than $400 2.6 3.2 2.2 5.1 5.0 51
Don’t know 62.0 70.2 55.8 61.5 69.1 55.2
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the

NOTE:

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for All Sites are based on a total
sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for All Sites are based
on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”

Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Asked only of those who have long-term care insurance.

®Asked only of those who do not have long-term care insurance.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 11

AVAILABILITY AND USE OF SUPPORT SERVICES
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
House- House-
keeping Door-to- keeping Door-to-
or Senior Visiting  Personal Door or Senior Visiting  Personal Door  Support Mental
Cleaning Lunch Telephone Nurse Assistance Trans- Cleaning Lunch Telephone Nurse Assistance Trans- for Care- Health Financial  Insurance
All Sites Service Program Helpline Service  Service portation Service Program Helpline Service Service portation givers® Service® Assistance® Counseling”
Is this service *x
available?
Yes 56.4 83.9 52.4 74.5 69.1 70.2 59.1 82.9 55.8 74.7 725 69.7 59.8 74.6 43.4 36.6
No 10.9 5.7 9.4 9.5 9.1 10.4 11.6 54 9.3 10.6 9.6 115 6.5 6.9 131 15.6
Don’t know 32.7 10.5 38.1 16.0 218 19.3 29.3 11.8 34.9 14.6 18.0 18.8 33.7 18.5 435 479
*kk *kk *k*k **
Service use 5.2 5.8 2.4 16.2 7.8 7.5 7.2 6.3 6.5 18.0 11.8 9.3 4.9 13.0 4.3 4.2
* * ** *
I have wanted, 0.9 0.8 0.3 0.4 0.6 1.8 1.7 1.3 0.6 1.0 1.7 31 0.7 0.7 4.5 1.3
but was unable,
to use this
service on at
least one
occasion.?
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation

Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—March 2009. The estimates for All
Sites are based on a total sample of 2,960 individuals, of whom 1,415 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation
Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for All Sites
are based on a total sample of 3,259 individuals, of whom 1,521 were classified as “vulnerable.”



TABLE 11 (continued)

GE'V

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect differences between the distribution of the
sample and that of the study population that can arise from differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample
frame coverage and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample size was less than 10
observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).
®Asked only of those reporting that service is available.
®Asked only in 2008.
* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 12 (continued)

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .05 level, two-tailed test.

*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for All Sites at the .01 level, two-tailed test.
YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 1

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Age
50 to 64 47.2 13.4 72.6 46.9 14.5 73.0
65 to 74 24.7 22.6 26.3 24.8 24.0 25.5
75 to 84 19.9 46.4 0.0 20.4 45.7 0.0
85+ 6.9 16.1 0.0 6.6 14.8 0.0
Don’t know 1.3 1.6 11 1.3 1.0 15
Female 55.5 62.1 50.6 56.5 60.9 53.0
Race’
*%* *%*
White 98.0 99.5 97.0 99.8 99.5 100.0
*
Black 0.8 0.2 11 0.0 0.0 0.0
*%* *%*
American Indian or 1.4 0.5 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Alaskan Native
Asian 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pacific Islander 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other race 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.0
**k*%k * *%*
Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish 15 14 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0
origin
Marital Status
Married 63.7 48.6 74.9 62.9 54.1 69.9
Widowed 20.4 38.4 7.1 20.5 375 6.7
Divorced 9.9 8.9 10.7 10.8 5.2 15.3
Separated 2.8 1.7 3.6 2.1 0.6 3.3
Never married 3.2 2.4 3.7 3.8 2.7 4.8
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TABLE 1 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Sexual Orientation®
Straight or heterosexual - - - 94.5 92.4 96.2
Gay, lesbian, or - - - 0.7 0.0 1.3
homosexual
Bisexual - - - 0.2 0.6 0.0
Not sexual, celibate, or - - - 0.2 0.4 0.0
none
Other - - - 1.6 2.6 0.7
Don’t know - - - 2.8 4.0 18
Educational Attainment faleled *
Less than high school 14.9 28.1 5.2 94 94 9.3
High school/GED 38.3 37.2 39.1 35.6 41.9 30.5
Some college 20.5 12.2 26.6 24.3 31.8 18.3
College degree (four- 14.0 12.7 15.0 17.7 8.0 25.6
year)
Advanced degree 12.3 9.9 14.1 13.0 8.9 16.2
Employment Status *
Full-time 25.4 4.8 39.6 28.2 6.0 45.3
Part-time 10.6 7.0 13.0 111 8.6 13.0
Not employed or 39.9 53.0 30.8 44.1 64.9 28.1
homemaker
Retired 22.1 335 14.2 14.3 19.6 10.2
Disabled 2.1 1.7 24 24 1.0 34
Type of Health Insurance"
Medicare - 88.0 - - 81.8 -
Medicaid - 14.4 - - 14.0 -
Private insurance - 72.6 - - 67.6 -
None of the above - 0.0 - - 2.0 -
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TABLE 1 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Type of Prescription Drug
Coverage’
Medicare Part D*® - - - - 40.3 -
Medicare Part D plus - - - - 16.9 -
other coverage® "
Private or state plan, or - 74.3 - - 72.7 -
other coverage
No prescription drug - 22.2 - - 51 -
coverage©
Annual Income
Less than $10,000 8.9 17.7 3.4 8.4 11.7 6.0
$10,000 to $19,999 17.9 28.9 10.8 14.9 22.0 9.7
$20,000 to $29,999 18.3 17.0 19.1 15.2 18.3 13.0
$30,000 to $39,999 15.5 12.1 17.7 15.3 17.0 14.0
$40,000 to $49,999 125 8.8 14.8 9.9 10.6 9.5
$50,000 to $74,999 12.2 6.9 15.6 17.7 10.5 23.0
$75,000 to $99,999 8.1 4.0 10.7 7.4 5.0 9.2
$100,000 or more 6.7 46 8.0 11.1 5.0 15.7

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTES: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Asked only in 2008.

"The Medicare Modernization Act of 2003 established a prescription drug benefit for Medicare beneficiaries, known
as Part D, which became available in 2006.

‘Adults with Medicaid coverage are assumed to have prescription drug coverage.
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TABLE 1 (continued)

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.

*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.
YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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MEDIA SOURCES USED
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

TABLE 2

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How often do you read *
the newspaper?
Every day 78.3 83.6 744 69.2 77.0 63.0
Weekly, but not every 13.2 6.9 17.9 18.1 10.9 23.9
day
Less often than once a 4.7 3.9 5.3 7.4 5.6 8.8
week
Never 3.7 5.6 2.3 5.3 6.5 4.4
How often do you listen ** **
to the radio?
Every day 64.7 57.5 70.1 54.0 51.1 56.2
Weekly, but not every 15.8 16.3 154 24.1 17.4 29.4
day
Less often than once a 9.2 11.0 7.9 13.0 16.2 10.4
week
Never 10.2 15.2 6.6 9.0 15.3 3.9
How often do you watch
television?
Every day 87.3 91.9 83.9 90.5 935 88.0
Weekly, but not every 10.7 6.6 13.7 7.0 5.2 8.5
day
Less often than once a 11 04 1.6 1.8 13 2.2
week
Never 0.9 1.1 0.8 0.7 0.0 1.3
How often do you go on faleal falaie Fhx
the Internet?
Every day 20.7 11.3 27.7 36.0 23.1 46.3
Weekly, but not every 15.7 11.6 18.7 20.8 18.9 22.3
day
Less often than once a 11.3 6.4 14.9 121 8.2 15.1
week
Never 52.3 70.7 38.7 31.1 49.7 16.3
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TABLE 2 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How often do you il ** il
communicate via e-mail?
Every day 214 12.3 28.3 38.1 23.6 49.8
Weekly, but not every 16.7 111 20.9 18.2 17.0 19.1
day
Less often than once a 10.3 6.9 12.9 10.4 8.4 12.0
week
Never 51.5 69.8 38.0 33.3 51.0 19.1
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”
2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”
NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect

differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.

B.6



TABLE 3

COMMUNITY SITUATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How many years have you lived
in the community??
Less than 2 years 0.1 0.3 0.0 2.2 0.5 3.4
2to 5 years 1.6 1.2 2.0 2.3 1.6 2.8
6 to 10 years 1.6 0.9 2.2 35 1.8 4.7
11 to 20 years 54 29 7.1 5.8 52 6.3
More than 20 years 91.2 94.8 88.8 86.1 90.9 82.8
I expect to be living in the 93.1 95.4 915 94.4 925 95.7
community five years from now.
Overall, how would you rate your
community as a place to live?
Excellent 30.2 37.6 25.2 29.2 36.9 23.3
Good 48.0 43.0 51.5 52.6 45.3 58.2
Fair 15.2 13.2 16.7 14.3 13.0 15.2
Poor 6.5 6.3 6.7 4.0 4.8 3.3
How much influence do you think o
people like yourself can have in
making your community a better
place to live??
A lot 21.3 27.0 175 24.6 26.2 23.6
Some 39.4 32.3 44.3 44.2 36.4 49.6
Not very much 30.4 31.7 29.5 254 27.4 24.0
None 8.9 9.0 8.8 5.8 10.1 2.8
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TABLE 3 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Regarding how you think your -
community is dealing with the
needs of frail older adults, do you
think your community:?
Needs to do a lot more 294 30.0 29.1 30.5 324 29.1
Needs to do somewhat more 51.8 45.7 55.7 54.9 53.7 55.8
Does enough 18.7 24.3 15.2 14.6 13.9 151
To what extent do you think local
officials take into account the
interests and concerns of older
people??
Quite a lot 22.0 29.8 16.6 23.0 26.0 20.9
Somewhat 495 46.4 51.5 50.7 48.9 52.0
Not very much 24.3 18.7 28.1 235 23.2 23.8
Not at all 4.3 5.2 3.7 2.7 2.0 3.2
How much would you be willing e o *
to pay in additional taxes each
year if the money went toward
improving services for frail older
adults?
None 28.7 29.9 27.9 26.7 28.0 25.6
$1 to $50 12.1 11.8 12.4 49 3.0 6.4
$51 to $200 13.8 8.2 17.7 11.9 7.6 15.2
More than $200 5.1 4.9 5.3 11.5 8.1 14.0
Don’t know 36.6 38.2 355 425 48.3 37.9
Do not pay taxes 3.6 7.0 1.3 2.6 5.0 0.8
How important are the following
issues to you??
Lowering taxes o
Extremely important 35.1 34.6 35.5 40.9 38.0 42.9
Very important 38.7 38.8 38.7 34.3 33.9 34.6
Somewhat important 15.2 14.1 15.9 17.1 14.1 19.2
Not very important 11.0 12.6 9.9 7.7 14.0 3.2
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TABLE 3 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Improving education
Extremely important 31.7 35.5 29.2 29.4 26.4 315
Very important 45.9 443 47.0 44.3 47.7 41.9
Somewhat important 125 8.5 15.2 18.6 14.9 21.1
Not very important 9.8 11.6 8.6 7.8 11.0 55
Making the community safer
Extremely important 36.3 38.9 345 30.8 25.8 344
Very important 41.7 39.4 43.2 42.5 47.7 38.8
Somewhat important 15.0 14.1 15.6 17.3 17.2 17.3
Not very important 7.0 7.6 6.6 9.4 9.4 9.5
Improving services for frail
older adults
Extremely important 29.8 34.9 26.6 30.6 26.1 33.9
Very important 48.0 44.0 50.6 45.5 47.9 437
Somewhat important 16.8 15.0 18.0 16.7 12.7 19.5
Not very important 5.3 6.1 4.8 7.2 13.3 2.9
Improving public
transportation
Extremely important 8.3 12.3 5.6 11.1 11.9 10.6
Very important 25.5 28.7 23.3 27.0 30.9 24.2
Somewhat important 28.5 21.3 33.4 26.1 25.6 26.4
Not very important 37.7 37.7 37.7 35.8 31.6 38.8
Providing health coverage for o
the uninsured
Extremely important 30.2 29.6 30.6 35.5 28.5 40.5
Very important 43.2 45.0 42.0 38.2 38.8 37.8
Somewhat important 15.2 154 15.0 16.1 135 18.0
Not very important 115 10.1 12.4 10.1 19.2 3.7

B.9



TABLE 3 (continued)

Broome County

2002

2008

Full
Sample

Vulnerable
Population

Non-Vulnerable
Population

Full
Sample

Vulnerable
Population

Non-Vulnerable
Population

What one change would make the
biggest improvement in making
the community more “senior
friendly”?®

Improved availability of senior
centers

Improvements in transportation

Improved availability of
services, programs, and
activities for seniors

Better security/law enforcement

Better dissemination of
information about services,
programs, and activities for
seniors

Improved infrastructure (for
example, more sidewalks and
better wheelchair access)

Increased community
involvement by individuals
and organizations

Improved relationships among
community residents

Governmental improvements

Financial improvements for
seniors (for example, financial
assistance for prescription
medications, more
employment opportunities,
and lower taxes)

More/better housing for seniors
(includes references to
assisted-living facilities and
nursing homes)

Increased availability of senior
watch or friendly visitor
programs

Improved/less expensive health
care

Other improvements
No need for improvements

Don’t know
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5.6

10.7
52

1.9
0.3

1.6

2.2

2.8

0.5
8.1

14.2

0.9

4.6

75
3.6
30.2

2.2

15.0
4.7

1.1
0.0

2.2

1.4

0.5

0.0
10.2

145

0.6

5.7

5.7
5.5
30.8

8.0

7.7
5.6

24
0.6

1.3

2.8

4.3

0.8
6.7

13.9

11

3.9

8.7
2.3
29.8



TABLE 3 (continued)

SOURCES:

NOTE:

2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”

Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Question not asked of proxy respondents.

®Asked only in 2008.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 4

SOCIAL SITUATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Regarding my present social * o
activities, | feel that | am doing:?
Too much 2.9 4.7 1.6 5.4 2.9 7.3
About enough 67.0 64.3 68.8 58.5 59.1 58.0
Would like to be doing more 30.1 31.0 29.5 36.1 38.0 34.8
| did the following during the past
week:*Y
Went to a church, temple, or 53.4 51.6 54.6 51.8 57.9 47.7
other place of worship for
services or other activities
Went to a movie, play, 64.5 59.6 67.9 59.4 55.2 62.2
concert, restaurant, sporting
event, club meeting, card
game, or other social activity
Got together with family, 80.8 82.2 79.9 80.2 83.4 78.0
friends, or neighbors in any
other setting
None of the above 8.0 6.5 9.0 9.3 8.3 9.9
How many days per week, on o
average, do you leave home for
any reason?”
None - 1.3 - - 5.0 -
Less than one day per week - 4.3 - - 3.6 -
One to three days per week - 28.9 - - 175 -
Four to six days per week - 17.7 - - 25.0 -
Every day - 47.8 - - 48.9 -
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TABLE 4 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
What keeps you from going out
more often?®

Health problems - 27.0 - - 25.8 -

Lack of transportation - 16.7 - - 13.8 -

Do not need or want to - 52.4 - - 48.9 -

Financial reasons - 1.3 - - 5.3 -

Other reasons - 2.6 - - 6.1 -

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Question not asked of proxy respondents.

®Includes walking around the neighborhood but not going to the mailbox or other places on own property.

Asked only of those going out less than four days per week.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 5

LIVING AND FINANCIAL SITUATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
I am currently living:

In a nursing home or 0.6 15 0.0 1.2 17 0.8

group home

In an assisted living 0.7 1.8 0.0 0.6 15 0.0

facility

With a relative in their 2.6 5.4 0.6 3.3 4.9 2.0

home

In a place | rent 16.6 19.3 14.7 11.4 15.9 7.9

In a place | own 79.3 72.0 84.4 82.5 75.6 87.8

Other 0.2 0.0 0.4 1.0 0.5 15
I am currently living with: ®Y

No one—living alone 26.6 40.1 17.3 25.9 36.4 17.9

With a spouse or partner 65.7 49.7 76.6 66.8 54,7 76.1

With my child 17.4 9.5 22.7 14.1 7.5 19.2

With my parent or 6.6 6.2 6.9 8.1 4.6 10.8

another relative

With someone else 1.9 25 15 0.3 0.0 0.5
Number of living children:

None 10.6 9.3 11.4 12.7 8.9 15.6

One or two 40.4 38.9 41.4 41.4 37.1 44.7

Three or four 34.7 33.1 35.8 35.1 39.1 32.1

Five or more 14.3 18.6 11.3 10.8 15.0 75
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Proximity to nearest child:
Lives with child 19.3 104 25.7 15.9 8.1 22.5
Less than 20 minutes 49.8 57.9 44.0 52.7 58.6 47.8
away, does not live with
child
20 to 60 minutes away 12.3 13.5 115 115 16.7 7.3
1 to 2 hours away 2.8 4.1 19 4.9 4.3 5.4
More than 2 hours away 15.8 14.2 16.9 15.0 12.4 17.1
I have someone other than 84.0 87.9 81.2 81.5 89.9 75.0
the police or emergency
services on whom | could
call at any hour, should some
emergency occur.
Who in your household
makes most of the decisions
related to your health care?
Self - 78.9 - - 74.0 -
Spouse or partner - 55 - - 124 -
Self and Spouse/Partner - 9.1 - - 7.8 -
Child - 35 - - 4.9 -
Other - 3.0 - - 1.0 -
How important is it that you o . o
live in your own home as you
grow older?°©
Most important 33.0 33.8 32.4 21.2 19.1 22.7
Very important 46.9 50.9 43.7 53.8 59.2 49.7
Somewhat important 17.2 11.6 21.6 16.5 14.5 17.9
Not important 3.0 3.7 2.3 8.5 7.1 9.6
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How confident are you that
you will be able to continue
living in your current
residence for as long as you
like?
Very confident 58.1 59.1 57.4 53.6 53.5 53.7
Somewhat confident 33.0 34.4 32.0 33.0 314 34.1
Not too confident 6.6 4.8 7.9 10.2 12.0 8.9
Not confident at all 2.3 18 2.7 3.2 3.1 3.3
Why do you think you might
move? Y
Health reason(s) 24.1 51.6 12.1 24.8 31.3 18.8
Economic reason(s) 36.4 24.3 41.8 44.2 45.3 43.1
Other reason 394 24.1 46.2 31.1 234 38.1
If I had to move, | would
move; % &Y
To a nursing home - - - 2.3 5.0 0.0
To a group home - - - 0.0 0.0 0.0
To an assisted living - - - 17.2 28.6 7.2
facility
In with a relative in their - - - 6.6 44 8.5
home
To an independent living - - - 16.7 12.9 19.9
unit
To other senior housing - - - 33.6 33.8 334
or age-restricted
community
Other - - - 23.7 15.3 30.9
* *
My current residence needs 11.9 12.3 11.7 16.8 21.2 13.6

significant repairs,
modifications, or changes to
improve my ability to live in
it over the next five years.
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
At what age do you think you -
will need regular help to
remain living on your own?
Younger than 70 5.8 14 8.0 2.9 1.7 3.5
70to 74 6.0 3.9 7.0 9.2 7.7 9.9
75t0 79 15.9 9.4 19.1 18.2 21.3 16.7
80 to 84 18.4 214 16.9 224 12.4 27.5
85 to 89 16.6 20.4 14.7 20.9 26.2 18.2
90 or older 23.2 24,5 22.6 15.8 20.0 13.6
Never 13.6 17.5 11.7 8.9 5.6 10.6
Already get regular help 0.5 15 0.0 1.7 51 0.0
At what age do you think you
will no longer be able to live
in your current home because
of physical or mental health
problems?
Younger than 70 4.4 1.0 6.0 1.1 2.0 0.6
70to 74 3.6 4.8 3.1 5.8 8.0 45
75t0 79 8.2 7.4 8.6 15.4 18.8 13.5
80 to 84 18.5 16.9 19.2 17.9 11.6 21.6
8510 89 17.7 22.2 15.6 19.8 23.0 17.9
90 or older 31.2 32.0 30.9 275 31.0 25.5
Never 16.4 15.7 16.7 12.4 5.6 16.4
To plan ahead for later years,
| have: ®
Talked with family about - - - 66.0 76.0 58.5
my preferences if |
become unable to
manage my care on my
own
Taken steps to improve my - - - 93.5 94.6 92.7
health
Developed hobbies or - - - 85.7 85.7 85.7
other leisure-time
activities
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TABLE 5 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Done financial planning - - - 78.8 74.2 82.4
Other - - - 6.8 4.7 8.4
I have a signed Durable - - - 68.4 78.3 60.9
Power of Attorney for Health
Care or a Living Will.®
I think that | will have - 83.0 - - 81.6 -
enough money to take care of
myself for the rest of my life.
Were there any times in the
past 12 months when you did
not have enough money to: "
Pay rent, mortgage, or - 3.2 - - 59 -
real estate taxes
Pay utility bills - 3.1 - - 6.8 -
Fill a prescription for - 3.7 - - 1.9 -
medicine
Follow up on tests or - 3.6 - - 2.9 -
treatment recommended
by a doctor
Buy needed food - 35 - - 6.7 -
Obtain dental care - 4.3 - - 3.9 -
Obtain eyeglasses - 2.6 - - 2.8 -
Obtain a hearing aid - 2.1 - - 3.2 -
Any of the above - 12.9 - - 14.2 -

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”
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TABLE 5 (continued)

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked with “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Question not asked of nursing home or group home residents.

bAsked only of those with living children.

‘Asked only of respondents with living children who live in a place they rent or own, have living children, and do
not live with their child.

dAsked only of those who report being either “not too confident” or “not confident at all” that they will continue
living in their current residence as long as they like.

*Asked only in 2008.
fAsked only of respondents with living children who live in a place they rent or own.
* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 6

TRANSPORTATION
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Broome County Vulnerable Population Vulnerable Population
How often are you able to either drive or get transportation to
places you want to go?
Always or almost always 95.0 88.8
Sometimes not able to 4.4 7.9
Not often 0.6 34
What kinds of difficulties do you have in getting transportation
that you need?*"
Do not have a car NSS NSS
Public transportation unavailable or inconvenient NSS NSS
Costs too much NSS NSS
No one I can depend on/help unavailable NSS NSS
Fear of crime NSS NSS
Physical or other impairments NSS NSS
Transportation does not accommodate walking assisting NSS NSS
devices (for example, walker, cane, or wheelchair)
Do not want to ask for help or inconvenience others NSS NSS
Other reasons NSS NSS
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”
2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”
NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect

differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).
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TABLE 6 (continued)

®Asked only of those who report not often being able to either drive or get transportation to places where they want
to go.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 7

HEALTH STATUS
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample Population Population
Health Status
Excellent 23.1 13.4 29.8 17.0 7.8 24.1
Very good 29.2 23.8 33.0 32.7 26.3 375
Good 29.4 35.6 25.2 31.1 32.7 29.9
Fair 13.7 21.7 8.2 13.4 26.3 35
Poor 4.5 55 3.9 59 6.9 5.1
Mental or Emotional Health
Status?®
Excellent - - - 34.6 27.8 39.8
Very good - - - 32.8 31.8 33.6
Good - - - 22.7 28.3 18.5
Fair - - - 8.5 10.1 7.3
Poor - - - 13 2.0 0.9
How much difficulty did you faled
have doing daily work or
chores, both inside and outside
the house, during the past two
weeks because of your health?
No difficulty at all - 57.7 - - 42.3 -
A little difficulty - 18.1 - - 21.4 -
Some difficulty - 16.4 - - 204 -
Much difficulty - 4.8 - - 6.2 -
Unable to do daily work or - 2.9 - - 9.7 -

chores for health reasons
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TABLE 7 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample Population Population
I was told by a doctor within the
past five years that | have the
following health problem or
condition:’
Hypertension or high blood - 58.4 - - 64.8 -
pressure
Heart attack or other heart - 19.7 - - 25.3 -
disease
Cancer (other than skin - 8.0 - - 12.3 -
cancer)
Diabetes - 19.0 - - 255 -
Anrthritis - 54.1 - - 56.6 -
Asthma - 11.7 - - 12.2 -
Other lung disease - 8.9 - - 9.6 -
Stroke - 8.4 - - 9.8 -
Kidney failure - 2.0 - - 2.4 -
Emotional, nervous, or - - - - 5.0 -
psychiatric problems?
How many times did you visit a
medical doctor, or other health
care professional, in the past
three months?
No visits - 23.1 - - 24.0 -
One or two times - 48.3 - - 46.8 -
Three or more times - 28.6 - - 29.1 -
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TABLE 7 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample Population Population
How many times did you visit a
hospital emergency room in the
past three months because of
any illness or medical
condition?

No visits - 84.1 - - 87.9 -

One or two times - 15.1 - - 12.1 -

Three or more times - 0.7 - - 0.0 -
How many times did you stay
in a hospital overnight in the
past 12 months?

No hospital stays - 82.8 - - 77.8 -

One or two times - 15.1 - - 21.1 -

Three or more times - 2.1 - - 1.1 -

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

Asked only in 2008.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 8

FUNCTIONAL LIMITATIONS AND UNMET NEEDS
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Broome County Vulnerable Population Vulnerable Population
I have problems or need help with the following activities
because of a physical or mental condition:
*
Any functional limitation 18.0 26.5
ADL limitations
Any ADL limitation 9.0 10.9
Taking a bath or shower 6.3 5.8
Dressing 2.7 5.1
Eating 1.6 2.0
**
Getting in and out of bed or a chair 2.0 6.7
Using or getting to a toilet 0.4 2.8
IADL limitations
Any IADL limitation 16.1 23.9
Going outside the home to shop or visit a doctor’s 10.9 15.1
office
*
Doing light housework such as washing dishes or 5.4 111
sweeping the floor
Preparing meals 3.8 5.6
Taking the right amount of prescribed medication at 4.2 8.8
the right time
Keeping track of money and bills 6.7 8.1

B.25



TABLE 8 (continued)

Broome County

2002

2008

Vulnerable Population

Vulnerable Population

I did not receive enough help with the following activities:
Any functional limitation
ADL limitations

Any ADL limitation

IADL limitations
Any IADL limitation

Going outside the home to shop or visit a doctor’s
office

Doing light housework such as washing dishes or
sweeping the floor

Preparing meals

Taking the right amount of prescribed medication at
the right time

Keeping track of money and bills

How many of the people helping you with ADLs/IADLS
are paid for their time??

Zero
One or two
Three or more

How many of the people helping you with ADLs/IADLs
are unpaid?®

Zero
One or two
Three or more

How likely do you think it is that the family and friends
who help you now will be able to continue doing so a year
from now?®

Very likely
Somewhat likely

Not likely
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3.4

0.4

3.4

11

1.4

0.0

0.9

0.4

76.0
24.0

0.0

7.4
74.7

17.9

68.7
28.3

3.1

8.8

2.2

7.0

0.5

4.6

1.0

0.9

14

78.9
211

0.0

8.1
57.7

34.2

75.8
16.5

7.8



TABLE 8 (continued)

Broome County

2002

2008

Vulnerable Population

Vulnerable Population

What would you do if that person was no longer able to

help you? Y
Try to find someone else to help for free 31.6 42.8
Move to assisted living facility or nursing home 20.9 27.1
Move in with family 16.5 6.4
Call state agency 0.0 0.0
Hire someone/call a home health agency 4.4 6.4
Go without/make do 28.6 13.0
Die 0.0 0.0
*
Other 0.0 18.0

Is it a problem for you to be alone at home for more than

two hours at a time because of needing help or feeling

afraid?

Yes, physical problem 1.7 1.9
Yes, not a physical problem 0.0 0.0
No 98.3 98.1

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”
2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Asked only of those receiving some help with ADLs/IADLSs.

®Asked only of those with unpaid help.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

ADL = activities of daily living; IADL = instrumental activities of daily living; NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 9

SERVICES: INFORMATION SOURCES
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
If you needed help with personal
care at home, such as help with
bathing or dressing, where would
you turn for information?’
Personal contacts
Family/friends 26.5 29.3 24.5 29.4 26.6 31.5
Church/clergy 3.9 3.6 4.0 35 2.1 4.5
Health care providers
Doctor 24.1 27.2 21.8 13.8 14.4 13.4
Other health care provider 134 11.6 14.8 11.7 10.1 12.9
(including nursing home)
Hospital-based referral 24.5 15.4 31.0 13.3 12.9 13.6
Insurance company 0.2 04 0.0 04 0.0 0.8
Community referrals
AAA: Area Agency on 235 25.6 22.0 19.5 23.2 16.6
Aging
AARP or United Way 20 18 21 0.7 1.7 0.0
Senior Center 5.6 6.9 4.6 3.3 4.0 2.7
Government office 18.9 145 22.0 13.9 155 12.8
Media
*
Newspapers/radio/ 35 1.9 4.8 1.2 1.7 0.9
television
Library 1.2 0.0 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internet 2.1 0.0 3.6 2.7 2.4 2.9
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TABLE 9 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Phone book/Yellow Pages 14.0 7.6 18.6 115 4.1 17.3
** **
Toll-free hotline/helpline 3.9 4.3 3.6 1.0 05 13
*
Other 4.8 6.8 3.4 3.3 24 4.1
Already receiving personal 0.2 0.4 0.0 1.0 2.3 0.0
care at home
Don’t know 13.5 16.1 11.6 9.5 11.8 7.7
If you needed help finding a new
service, other than personal care,
such as help preparing meals,
transportation, hospice care, or
finding an adult day program or
assisted living facility, where
would you turn for information? *"
Personal contacts
Family/friends - - - 231 25.6 21.2
Church/clergy - - - 75 75 75
Health care providers
Doctor - - - 13.2 145 12.2
Other health care provider - - - 6.9 3.2 9.8
(including nursing home)
Hospital-based referral - - - 6.7 55 7.6
Insurance company - - - 25.8 31.1 21.6
Community referrals
AAA: Area Agency on - - - 0.3 0.0 0.6
Aging
AARP or United Way - - - 8.1 8.5 7.8
Senior Center - - - 3.5 3.9 3.2
Government office - - - 20.7 21.1 204
Media
Newspapers/radio/ - - - 2.5 11 3.6

television
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TABLE 9 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
Library - - - 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internet - - - 9.2 3.4 13.8
Phone book/Yellow Pages - - - 15.5 9.9 20.1
Toll-free hotline/helpline - - - 3.0 2.7 3.3
Other - - - 7.9 6.1 9.3
Don’t know - - - 9.9 9.8 10.0
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the

NOTE:

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”

Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

Asked only in 2008.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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SERVICES: COVERAGE AND COST

TABLE 10

(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
How much do you think it would . ek ek
cost per hour for this kind of
personal care help, if it were not
covered by insurance?
Less than $5 per hour 10.2 5.4 13.5 6.5 5.1 75
$5 to $9 per hour 135 134 13.6 14.1 16.1 12.6
$10 to $14 per hour 31.6 28.9 335 25.3 29.1 22.4
$15 or more per hour 30.7 31.0 30.5 46.9 421 50.5
Don’t know 14.0 21.4 8.8 7.3 7.6 7.0
Could you afford to pay $100 per
week or more for help with
personal care at home?
Yes 38.9 32.8 43.6 45.4 425 47.8
Yes, for a short time 5.0 5.3 4.7 4.3 5.3 3.5
No 51.5 56.1 47.9 45.9 48.0 44.3
Don’t know 4.7 5.7 3.8 4.3 4.2 4.5
Do you think Medicare covers
help with personal care at home?
Yes 19.1 18.5 194 19.1 15.2 22.1
Partially or sometimes 95 10.1 9.0 12.8 154 10.8
No 28.8 27.1 30.0 25.0 26.8 23.7
Don’t know 42.6 44.2 415 43.1 42.6 43.4
Do you think Medicaid covers
help with personal care at home?
Yes 29.8 31.9 28.4 27.7 28.2 27.4
Partially or sometimes 4.5 3.1 55 6.0 3.0 8.4
No 11.3 9.9 12.2 12.6 10.8 13.9
Don’t know 54.4 55.1 54.0 53.7 58.0 50.4
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TABLE 10 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable

Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population

Does your community offer a

program that would cover

personal care at home for lower-

income older adults who are

ineligible for Medicaid?
Yes 23.2 24.8 22.1 24.6 27.1 22.8
No 111 10.5 11.6 14.3 13.7 14.7
Don’t know 65.7 64.7 66.4 61.1 59.2 62.5

About how much do you think it -

would cost per month if you

needed to live in a nursing home

in your community?
$1,500 or less - 21.2 - - 19.5 -
$1,501 to $2,500 - 11.8 - - 14.2 -
$2,501 to $3,499 - 18.1 - - 21.3 -
$3,500 to $4,499 - 9.6 - - 2.9 -
$4,500 to $5,000 - 10.9 - - 10.1 -
More than $5,000 - 16.0 - - 24.4 -
Don’t know - 12.5 - - 7.7 -

I have heard of long-term care 84.9 81.1 87.8 85.1 82.6 87.2

insurance.

I have long-term care insurance. 9.1 6.6 11.0 16.1 14.2 17.5

How much do you pay per month

for long-term care insurance?®
$100 or less 49.2 14.0 64.0 27.6 10.7 39.1
$101 to $200 55 12.2 2.7 10.2 17.1 5.6
$201 to $300 3.2 11.0 0.0 11.3 211 4.6
$301 to $400 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.4 0.0 10.7
More than $400 0.0 0.0 0.0 44 7.7 2.2
Don’t know 42.0 62.8 334 40.1 434 37.9
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TABLE 10 (continued)

2002 2008
Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable Full Vulnerable  Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Sample  Population Population Sample  Population Population
About how much do you think
long-term care insurance costs
per month for someone your
age?”
$100 or less 24.5 19.3 28.7 20.5 13.0 26.7
$101 to $200 59 5.2 6.4 5.7 3.9 7.1
$201 to $300 2.3 0.8 3.6 7.3 3.6 10.3
$301 to $400 1.4 0.4 2.2 25 2.3 2.7
More than $400 2.7 4.5 1.3 4.7 3.9 5.4
Don’t know 63.1 69.7 57.8 59.3 73.4 47.7
SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”
2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating
in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The
survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are
based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”
NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect

differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

®Asked only of those who have long-term care insurance.

®Asked only of those who do not have long-term care insurance.

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.
** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 11

AVAILABILITY AND USE OF SUPPORT SERVICES
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
House- House-
keeping Door-to- keeping Door-to-
or Senior Visiting  Personal Door or Senior Visiting  Personal Door  Support Mental
Cleaning Lunch Telephone Nurse Assistance Trans- Cleaning Lunch Telephone Nurse Assistance Trans- for Care- Health Financial  Insurance
Broome County Service Program Helpline Service  Service portation Service Program Helpline Service Service portation givers® Service® Assistance® Counseling”
Is this service faied faied
available?
Yes 65.3 96.7 58.8 84.2 85.3 725 72.1 96.4 59.3 81.0 82.2 71.2 77.0 85.7 56.3 55.9
No 55 1.8 4.9 5.1 2.6 6.0 7.8 0.4 35 7.4 7.1 10.2 2.1 4.2 7.6 6.6
Don’t know 29.2 1.6 36.4 10.6 121 215 20.1 3.2 37.1 115 10.8 18.5 20.9 10.1 36.1 375
** *kk *kk *k*k **
Service use 2.8 3.6 0.7 13.9 6.7 3.4 6.8 53 6.7 22.2 16.5 7.2 6.1 10.7 7.2 6.7
I have wanted, 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.9 0.8

but was unable,
to use this
service on at
least one
occasion.?

SOURCES:

2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation

Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for
Broome County are based on a total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation
Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—November 2002. The estimates for Broome
County are based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210 were classified as “vulnerable.”



TABLE 11 (continued)

Ge'd

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect differences between the distribution of the
sample and that of the study population that can arise from differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample
frame coverage and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample size was less than 10
observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).
®Asked only of those reporting that service is available.
®Asked only in 2008.
* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 12

AVAILABILITY AND USE OF CUSTODIAL/HOUSING SERVICES
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

2002 2008
End-of- End-of-
Adult Assisted- Home Life or Adult Assisted- Home Life or
Senior Day Nursing Living Repair Hospice Senior Day Nursing Living Repair Hospice
Broome County Center  Program Home Facility  Assistance Care Center  Program Home Facility  Assistance Care
Is this service available? el
Yes 97.6 70.1 97.1 85.7 63.4 89.9 94.0 72.7 97.0 93.9 62.8 93.6
No 1.0 4.6 2.3 3.3 9.3 23 1.8 31 23 1.0 9.5 0.8
Don’t know 1.4 25.4 0.6 11.0 27.3 7.8 4.2 24.1 0.7 51 27.7 55
*%x * *kk **
Service use 21.2 1.9 4.1 1.6 2.4 6.6 28.8 4.9 13.7 24 4.5 12.0
*
I have wanted, but was unable, to 0.0 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.5 0.0 1.0 0.5
use this service on at least one
occasion.?

SOURCES: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older
Adults Program. The survey was conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were

classified as “vulnerable.”

2002 telephone survey of 3,259 individuals age 50 and older living in the same eight sites participating in the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for
Older Adults Program. The survey was conducted by Mathematica in June—-November 2002. The estimates for Broome County are based on a total sample of 424 individuals, of whom 210

were classified as “vulnerable.”

NoOTE:  Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study
population that can arise from differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage and response rates across subgroups of the study
population. Output for variables for which the sample size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

Asked only of those reporting that service is available.
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TABLE 12 (continued)

* Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .10 level, two-tailed test.

** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .05 level, two-tailed test.

*** Significantly different from the 2008 average for Broome County at the .01 level, two-tailed test.
YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.



TABLE 13

AWARENESS OF PARTNERSHIP INITIATIVES AND AGENCIES
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

Vulnerable Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Full Sample Population Population

I have heard of the following: *Y

Aging Futures 7.6 8.5 7.0

“Strike Out Stroke” 6.0 6.4 5.8

“Social Connections for Senior Women” or “Trust in 4.7 6.0 3.8

the Lives of Older Women”

“Return to Home” 16.3 15.3 17.0

Universal design in home building or renovation 9.0 10.4 7.9
I have seen or used the Broome County Elder Services 24.9 27.4 23.1
guide

SOURCE: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—-March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

%Strike Out Stroke” is a hypertension management and stroke prevention initiative. “Social Connections for Senior
Women,” originally called “Trust in the Lives of Older Women,” are support groups to reduce social isolation.
“Return to Home” is a caregiver screening program implemented at the region’s two hospitals to identify potential
needs of caregivers upon discharge of the older adult being cared for. Universal design promotes the use of design
elements that are physically accessible to everyone.

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.

NSS = not sufficient sample.
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TABLE 14

COMMUNITY-SPECIFIC QUESTIONS
(All Numbers Are Percentages)

Vulnerable Non-Vulnerable
Broome County Full Sample Population Population

I have heard of the following: "

Broome County Office for Aging 98.2 98.6 97.9

Broome County CASA 49.3 50.7 48.3

First Call for Help 53.1 46.2 58.3

Action for Older Persons Long Term Care Resource 724 75.6 69.9
Center

SOURCE: 2008 telephone survey of 2,960 individuals age 50 and older living in the eight sites participating in the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Community Partnerships for Older Adults Program. The survey was
conducted by Mathematica in July 2008—March 2009. The estimates for Broome County are based on a
total sample of 365 individuals, of whom 176 were classified as “vulnerable.”

NOTE: Percentages for a given question may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. Data are weighted to reflect
differences between the distribution of the sample and that of the study population that can arise from
differences in probabilities of selection among respondents and differences in sample frame coverage
and response rates across subgroups of the study population. Output for variables for which the sample
size was less than 10 observations are not presented and are marked “NSS” (not sufficient sample).

YCategories are not mutually exclusive.\

NSS = not sufficient sample.

B.39
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