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Abstract

Based on the perspective of transferability of social resources, this
research explores the condition of the elderly in the nursery institutions at
present by quantitative research, and examines the impact of policy
arrangements on the willingness of the median and low income elderly to go
into the nursery institutions by qualitative research. The study finds:

1. The ingtitutional elderly were satisfied with the hardware/software
supplyment, and the relationship with family and friends in institutions,
but relatively unsatisfied with personal retired living arrangements.

2. Theexisting elderly welfare policies and the practicing of “aging in place”
iIdeas had an negative impact on the arrangements of the median and low
income elderly to some degree. They are part of the weakest group which
needs the supporting of social resources in the society, but in fact they are
hindered from obtaining the caring service from nursery ingtitutions
because they are encouraged to get some subsidies by given policies. The
function and the social responsibility of nursery institutions, therefore, was
abating. Even the median and low income elderly themselves cannot get
proper carein thisway.

This research suggests that the elderly should be divided into different
categories according to their volume of social resources. The practicing of
“aging in place” policy can arrange properly the elderly with enough family
supporting and the one who have closdly relationship with his neighbor
community. But the elderly without such supporting and personal-community
relationship should be arranged to lead an institutional life in nursery
institutions.

Keywords: Aging in Place
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