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Since the title of this symposium "Aging and Black Families"
is most comprehensive, tﬁere i8 a need for me to direct you to
my particular intent. I am focusing aad commenting primarily
on ﬁhe Black elderly, the Black person who has agol chrone-
logically to 65 years or more. My involvement with the Black
family is basad on the fact that the family and kin are the
primary source for emotional support im the later years. 01d§r»
people are expected to attach a relatively higher value to
the.emotional aspects of life as other socir” “unctions diminish.
They are expected to develop a great.. vzlemiacion to affective,
expressive, and affectional goals (Rosow 1967). Consequently,
the faﬁily and kinship system becomes tha major social inatitution
for the social participation of elderly people. At a time of
1ife when ones emotiomal security ig éo greatly challenged

(Simpson and McKinney 1969) one®s family and kin are expected

iz _ *urhe research upon which this analysis was based was aupported

0 _ by U.SP.H.S. grunts #EF00654 and EC 0010L. Kerwit Schooler, N
Principal Investigator. .
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to provide the necessary support for one's moréle or well-

being. 1 am not studying the Black family as an institution.
In this presentation, I will (1) identify and describe

the Black older person, and (2) examine fheir social parti=-

cipation (in comparison with white aged) with their family

and kin.

.Social participation is here defined as the activity
with other people that contributes to one's social relation-
ships which he com2s to depend on for emotional support and
responsiveness and which maint~in him in mady subtle ways
(Lehr and Rudinger 1969).

To provide a framework fox this sxamiration, one
assumption is made and ore typothesis is posed. It is assumed

that:

There are demographic differences between Black

and White elderly; the: is, income, marital

status, education, occupation. and religiom

when examined by sex, resi .ntial location and
" race are expected to differ significantly.

It is hypothesized that:

Household situations are different for Black
and White elderly. It is proposed that these
‘differences show that the elderly Black are
more likely to live alome or in household
situations without a spouse and that White
elderly are more likely to live with a spouse
as a couple, or in household situations with
a spouse. It i3 further hypothesized that
Black elderly persons living aione or without
a spouse have a low state of morale or well-
being in old age.

i
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Tﬁe data utilized in this analysis is from the data
collected from professionally administered questionnaires,
in a National Semior Citizen Survey carried out during 1968
by the E_andeis University Heller Research Center as part of
jts research program of measuring '"Rezidential physical
Environment and Health of the Aged". The program vas under
the direction of Dr. Kermit Schooler.

The universe of the gstudy consisted of the non-imstitutional
population of persons 65 years of age and older living in the
continental United States (excluding the states of Alaska
and Hawaii). A multi-stage p ~e-listed area probabil.cy sample
covering persons 65 years of age and over living in households
was drawn. Four-hundred Census Enumeration Districts and 798
area segments within these districts were selected in the first
and second stages of the gsample. The third stage of sampling,
a prelisting of all households containling one or more persoﬁs
65 years of age and older was prepared for all but 29 of the
798 segments. This reéulted in a listing of 51,523 listed
households. A subsampling of these houreholds revéaled a total
sample of 6,328 households in which eligible respondents were
contacted. »In those households wﬁere pore than one person
was eIingle for interviewing a further sample was séleéted 80
that no more than one 1ndividu61 per household would_be inter«~
viewed. The total number of completed interviews acceptable to

Audits and Surveys was 4,007, This was further reduced to 3,996
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because of technical difficulties encounterec in the coding.
The subsample used in this analysis includes only Bl-cks and
Whites N = 3827 (Whites N = 3340, Blacks N = 487) and does
not include others f{Orier+al, Spanish, Puerto Rican, etc. N =
169). (Audits and Survc . 1968)

Bowever, the sample numbers here are corrected for a
more representational accuracy. (Sellitz, Jahoda, Deutsch
and Cook, 1966). The weighted and corrected mumbers in this
study Wil appesr as: Total N = 3827 (Black N = 408 and White
N = 3419).

Getting to know thz Black elderly person fromw literature
is most difficult. In the field most related to the social
process of aging, Social Gerontology, very little can be fQund
(Rubenstein 1971, Jackson 1971). Seeking the Black elderly
in the writings on family life is equally non-productive. N;t
only are the elderly missing, but Billingsly {1970) also
finds 'mo area of American life mor- ¢ e Lgnored, Te.o
distorted, or more systematically disvalued than the black
family life.'" 1In writings based solely on thelnlack femily
(Bernard 1966, Frazier 1968, Billingsly 1968, ﬁillie 1970)5»
little or no attention is paid the elderly. Some meager
comments cap be found in early reaearéh on Blacks and in
historical wiitings on Blacks. (Dubois 1908, Johmson 1930,
Apthekar 1943, Davis, Gardner and Davis 1948, Rardner apd
Ovsey 1951, Quarles 1961, Draka and Cayton 1962, Wade 1965,

Franklin 1969, Meir and Rudwick 1970).
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When W.E.B. Dubois studied the Negro family about 65 years
ago (Dubois 1908) he felt & need to comnect present conditions
with the African past, "This" he explained "is not because
Negro-Americans are Africans, or can trace an unbroken social
history from Africa, but becauée there is a distinct nexus
between Africa and America which, though broken and perverted,
is nevertheless not td be neglected by the careful student."

In an attempt to be the careful student I did pursue the
nexus between America and Africa to discover the eclderly in
Black Africa. This too was not productive because the term
age is commonly understood to refer to social and not necessarily
to physical age; in many cases this "social age" will coincide
approximately with physical age, but in others they will vary
widely. Age-mates are thus not persons who are of the sam;
biological age, but by definition versonc ~»~ ‘e initiated .
togetuey, vr dux..g the same period, into a social group of a
certein type, and that is known in the literature xs age-set,
age-class or age-grade. (Prins 1953,. Forde 1951, Siwgons 1945).
Not being able to identify age chronmologically and encountering
cultural and envirommental beﬁavior most different from that
experieﬁced in Ameéica 1imits what one can transfe: t> the
konowladge about Black elderly in America.

Nevercheless, there is some knowledge about to. Black
elderiy that can be built on. Some is impressioniztic and

rapgas frcn ome view that Blacks bring to their oiler years

Wi
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"a whole lifetime of economic and social indignities, a
lifetime of struggle to get and keep a job, more often than
not at unskiiled hard labor, a life time of overcrowded,
substandard housing in slum neighoorhoads, of inadequate
mecical care, of unequal opportunities for education and the
cultural and social activities that nourish the spirit, e |
lifetime of second-class citizenship, a lifetime of watching
their children learn the high cost of being a Negr6 in
Amorica.!’ (National Urban League) ¥hile on the othzr hand an
expressed view is "that black aging populaticus are inclined
to be robust, healthy, and well adjusted." (Elan 1970)
Beyond the impressionistic there is some data from go— .
mental cenéus information that when put together can portray
a8 generalizea picture of the Black elderly. (Demographic _
Sources)

This profile shows that White persons make up lese than
90% of the total population but 927 of the .older population.
This is attributed to racial difference in life expectancy.
(Life expectancy for whites is 73.7 for.females and 66.9
for males but fﬁr the non-whites is 70,5 and 63.5.) At
the end of 1962, persoms aged 65 or over in the U.S. numbered
about 17 1/2'million.o:—SJ%»weme«nOn-wh&Eew(QQ%moEmahewaon-
whé&ewarema&aek)vumﬂbnvwhitea“were«sitghtiy~mnre~than*ii%
oﬁtﬁhﬂnﬁﬂﬁgi:Amexiﬁﬂnmpaﬂu&a&iannbutmankym @ fthewb3-.plusg

pepulatien. At the present tiﬁa. Whites make up about 93.9%
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of the aged population. About half of the Black elderly will
reside inner city of the metropolitan ares (48%) with 13%
residing in the suburbs. While 39% of the 3Biack eldefly will
reside in non-metropolitan areas, of these only 6% will be
found on farms, leaving 33%Z in non-farm non-metropolitan
areas. t
The low income statua of the adult during his working‘
years preséges his iow fucome status in old aze. An qnemﬁloy-
ment rate of twice that of Whites, low educational attainment,
market place discrimination, and other such factors are also
contributive to low income among Blacks. The 1963 survey
of the aged reported 1/2 of the nop~white couples sixty-
five and over had momey income in 1962 totaling less thab
$1,960. It further reported total (median) money income of
White: married couples $2,955, non-married men $1,390 and
non-married women $1,060 and Non-White: married couples $1,960,
non—ﬁarried men $1,100 an& non-married women $795. 1In 1964,
the median income of Black familiés ($3,839) 1ﬁ¢reaaed by 11%
over the 1963 level, but was still %447 below that of the White
femilies. Among Black older Americans i.% of the families
headed by older persons and 75% of the individuals living
alone or with non-relatives are living in poverty. (For
Whites this was 177 families and 47% alone were impoverished).
‘Blacks receive proportionately less Social Security, less

Railroad Retirement, less investment income, and less income

0
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from insurance and considerably less savings than Whites.

To the contrary, Black elderly receive wmore Public Assistance
and depend more on their swn and/or a spouses income. There
are significant di fferences in the marital atatus of the
White and Black populations. Relatively fewer Blacks were
married and among the married, thore was greacer likelihood
that the married couple would not be living together. One
out of the 5 Black married women are 1iving apart from their

husbanda but only 1 of 2 White women are in this situation.

Because of their shorter life expectancy and a considerably

higher marriage disruption rate, fewer Blacks aged 6 and over
than White persoms of that age are still married sud living
with a spovse. Considerably mora of the Black women have no
husbands' inceme to count on in old age. Because of their
inferior earning capacity; more Black wen than White men
never marry and so faca retirement 2nd old ége alone, with

no possibilify of turning to a wife or grovm children to ease
health care or fimancial stress....It has also been ﬁoted that
because a non-white woﬁan is more likely to be non-married,
that is, minus a husband, by the time she reached age 65,

and if she does not qualify for a benefit in her own right
through her own work reccrd for social security benefits,

she may well have to look for ﬁublic assistance....Because
relatively more of the Black recipients of old~age assistence
(public aasisgance) liye in low income South, Black recipients

as a group receive somewhat smallezr assistance paymenta;
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fhe Decennial Census of 1960 shows relatively fewer of
the Black aged emjoyiuz the benefit of home ownershipvand
relatively more living in housing units needing repair or
without adequate facilities, dilapidated, that is, housing
that "in its ptésent conditicn endangers the health, safety
or well being of the occupants'. Because older people in
general continee to 1ive on in quarters they have occupiad
for some time, the inferior housing status of tha Black aged
ig undoubtedly a contiauation of earlier disaanntage rather
than solely a reflection of current inadequate income. The
Black enters upon retirement (more forced than voluntary),
with little savings, more often than not without #n owned
home, and with little else in the way of private pensions or
other resources to add to any public program benefits to which
he is entitled..

For the older Black in our ~ciety, the experience of
being without cash, food and comfort is not mew -- he has
lived with it all his life. But in his later years, he hes
less physical vigor, fewer rasourcas than ever and, worst

of all, he i3 finally confirmed in his 1ifelong hopelessness.

are more subject to disabling illmess, get less cdequate

1
| !
Blacks are more likaly to die before 65 (sixty~five). They i
|
medical carc and less assistance in meeting its costs. The ;

pattern of health facilities and services in hospitals, clinics,

hemes, ete., have not allowed for adequate carc of the Black.

o2 g
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.&hése facts and interpretations may contribute to a
description and image of the currcent phennmenoq of thg Black
elderly.

Now, let me add further to this description from my..
assumption that there are demographic differenceé"betwaen

Black and White elderly. Im my study, I have found:

AGE
The ages of this Black and White sample exhibits a declining
proportion in the successive age groups; one that would be

expected of an aging population.

Table 1-1

Age Array by Race

o Black White -
fge B=408 B=3413
65 to 69 - 37.7% . 34.9%
70 to 7 30.8 C 25.6
75 to 79 17.8 20.8
80 to 84 8.3 9.9
85 to 89 3.4 3.2
90 plus 1.9 1.1
Not ascertained 3 ‘ .6
| TRY Xz
Total 100.2 ‘ 1501

X inflated figure because of rounding errors in
computation

Y mean 72.9, mediza 71.7,standard deviation 6.6

Z mean 73.0, median 71.7, standard deviation 6.3

bt



:I‘his population is fairly reflective of the ages in the
national population, as of 1969, where it has been deternmined
that sixty-three percent of the population (63%) will'be
aunder 75 years of age, thirty-one percent {(317) are 75 to

84 and six percent (6%) are 85 plus. (Brotman 1969)

Table 1-2

Age by Race in Comparison with National Norm

Sample - Sample
National Black vhite

Age Norm N=408 N=3410
65 - 74 67% 68.5 6405
75 - B4 27% 26.1 30.7
85 + 6% 6.3 4.3
NA - 0.3 0.6

TOTAL 100% 100.2% 100.1%

The differences between the Black and White agé groupings
do not appear to be significant. However, contrary to the |
finding that 1ife expectancy for Whites is eeveﬁ;years (7)'
greater than Blacks, (Fact Sheet 1967) the Black sample is
27 higher than the Whitéarin the 85+ ége category where it

would be expacted to be lower.l

1The national norm is based on total population figures that
include institutionalized elderly. Simce our sample is based
on only non-institutionalized elderly, and that Blacks have
not been found in meny institutions, the comparison would tend
to understate the White elderly position. Considering that
only 5% of the elderly are in imstitutions, the understatement
would be minimal.

: ' A1
. T N
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RACE °

The racial (Black ari White) composition of this sample ig:
White 897 (N = 3419), Black 117 (N = 408). While White persons
make up less than 90% of the totsl population but 92% of the
older population, (AOA Public No .46) the i1% Black is 3% higher
than the 8% national norm. The racial decrease in aging is
expectéd because of a difference in life expectancy; however,
this is not found here.

: \

When examining the male-female proportion within the racial

grouping:

Table 1-3

Sex by Racial Grouping

Black White
Male  37% (N=151) 407 (N=1381)
Female 637 (W=257) 60% (N=2038)

Total 100% (N=408) 100% (N=3419)
The male-female ratio for both groups is comsistent with

‘what would be expectad in a random sample.

SEX
The sex distribution of the sample is comsistent with
the national population; in the nation 43% are mea and 5T%

are women. (Facts on Aging ACA No 146)

i2
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Table 1le4
Sex in Comparison with National Norm

Natiomal Study Sample
Norm o = 3827)

Male 439, 407 (Ne1532)
Female 37% 60% (N=2295
Total 100% 100%

Residential L. timn;

Sixty-nizme pe:zent (69%) of the sacple raesided in = nomerural
location and thirty=one percent (31%) residsd in a rural lozation.
While U.S. Goverm:snt statistics (Pacts on Aging AOA No 146;
show, for the elderly, a 50% metropolitan and 40% non-metropolitan
residential pattern, a comparison with the sample cannot be made,

due to different area definitioms. .

Sex by Residential Location

The sex distribution in the ruial and non-rural location
reflects a proportional difference similar to the male and female
difference found in tﬁéfﬁdtal sample bopulati&n (female 60% and
male 40%). | | |

Table 1=5
Sex by Residential Location
‘Rural (§=1180) Non-Rural (Ne2647)
vemale 587 (N=682) 614 (N=1614) "
Male  _42Z% (Ne498) 397, (N=1033)
Total  100% 100%

1This designation was determined by the population of the location in
which respondent resided. A locatiom of over 2500 was designed &s
pon-rural and an area under 2500 was designated as rural. W

13
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Race by Residential location

A small difference in facial distribution is found betweenr

rural and non=-rural locationms.

Table 1-6
Residential . . .on by Race
Black (N=t &) white (N=3419) Total
Rural (N=1180) .09 (N=7.06) ,91% (N=1074>  100%
Non-rural (N=2467) .11 (N=33%) 897 (N=2345)  100%

Race and Sex by Residential Locet: ot
To gain a more instant perspec=i~e of chis sample populatica

the two praviocus tablee are combimecs

Table l=7

Race and Sex by Residential Location

MALE (N=1532) FEMALE (N=2295)
Black ‘White Black ite

Rural 37 (N=44) 307 QN=454) 37 (N=62) 277 (1=620)
" Nom=Rural _ 7% (N=107)_60% (¥=927) 8% (N=195) _62% (N=1418)
Total 102 90% 11% . 89%

Income
The analysis of income will reflect the economic difficulties

of elderly and quite dramatically the poor plight of the rural
Black. .

9
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Ehe incomz reported here is inclusive of all income from

different sources:

Table 1-8

M:le Income = Controlled for Location and Race

. MALR

Rural Non=Rural Rural Non-Rura. All
Income  White White Black Black . Males
Under -
1,000 8.0 4.3 35.2 6.9 6.5
1,000 to :
1,999 26.3 17.1 35.9 . 45.4 22.4
2,000 to :
2,999 33.7 36.3 19.¢6 - 22.0 34.1
3,000 to |
3,999 - 10.1 1%4.0 9.3 16.4 12.9
4,000 to _
4,999 9.8 7.5 0.0 1.8 - 7.6.
5,000 to
6,999 4.7 10.1 0.0 6.3 7.9
7,000 to . | - ,
9,999 3.1 5.7 0.0 0.7 4.4
10,000 to ' .
14,999 2.7 1.8 0.0 0.5 1.9
15,000 _
Or More 1.7 3.0 0.0 - 0.0 2.3
Colymn —
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

chi Square = 167.83 p <.001

lThis information was gathered with the query that "Weire trying

to study the many different sources of income among people 65 years of
age and older. Would you please tell me if you (and your husband/wife)
have received any income during the past 12 wonths..from the following
sources (read list slowly and check source below) includes: wages,
salaries, fees, profits, rents, insurance payments, interest and
dividends, pensions, retirement, soc. sec., OAA, vet benif., un-
employment benif., and others and family subsistance allowances.
Above were totaled for Total Yearly Income." :

¥
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Izole 129

Female Income = Controlled for Locatior and Race

Female Income = LOmErolled 2ol o ————

FRMALE
Rural Non-Rural Eural Non-Rural All

Income White White Black Black Females
Under
1,000 20.5 16.6 65.8 33.8 20.8
1,000 to A
1,999 30.4 25.5 14.3 34,3 27.3
2,000 to
2,999 31.1 35.5 16.6 13.7 31.9
3,000 to
3,999 7.9 7.6 2.7 8.8 777
4,000 to
4,999 3.0 6.2 0.6 1.8 4.8
5,000 to
6,999 4.8 - 4.4 0.0 2.6 4.2
7,000 to . )
9’999 0.9 : 2.5 0-0 0.0 1.8
10,000 to
14,999 0.4 . 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.6
15,000
Or Mpre 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.9
Coiumh
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Chi Square 183.44 P 4,001

ek 1 ALY e
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According to our figures, rhe Biack condifticnm, . ch msle
and female, is strikingly impcverished. When consw.. --zing tnat
407 of the elderly are living in pove«.r'f:y1 ané that 71.1% of the
rural Black males and 80.2% of the rrral Black femal 3 are inm
poverty, the difference is most significant. We Fird that almost
no rural Black elderly have earnings beyond $4,000, writh very few
non-rural Blacks exceeding that figure. We alsc fini' that rural
incomes are lower than non-rural incomes, female inc:mes are
loyer than male incomcs. It can readily be conmcluded that the

differences between Black and White incomes are sigz .ficant

and the Black incomes are far below that of Whites.

Educational Attainment

Considuring that half of the older people never got to high
school and that 17% are functionally illiterate, (AOA Publiication
No 146) and the median years of education for persoms over 65

is eight; one can expact of the elderly.low educational

attainment.

1

Commissioner John Martin, U.S. Department of HEW, Admin. of
Aging, testified before the sub-committee on aging, Sept. 1969,
and stated that thirty perzent (307%) of the population who are
gixty-five (65) and over live below the poverty lime established
for purpose of the Social Security Administration Poverty Inde .
and another ten percent (107%) have incomes only slightly above
the poverty line, making a total of forty per cent (40%) of

this sge group who are in poverty or near poverty.

¥
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Table 1-10

Male Educational Attaimment Controlled for Location and Race

MALE
Rural Non~-Rural Rural Non-Rural

Education White White Black Black
None 4.0 3.6 27.2 18.7
1 to 7th 34.8 28.3 64.8 48.7
Grade »
School 32.0 23.9 3.3 10.4
1to3 |
yrs. High 13.6 16.0 3.4 14.3
High
School 5.5 13.0 1.4 1.5
1l to 3 yrs.
College 7.3 7.5 0.0 4.3
College
Grad. 2.7 7.8 | 0.0 2.2
Column

100.0

Total 100.0 100.6 100.0

Chi Square 193.35 p < .001

All
Males

5.4
32.7

24.8
14.8
9.6

7.0

100.0

18
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Table 1-11

Female Educational Attaimment Controlled for Sex, Location and Race

S it P S S O "

YEMALE
Rural Non-Rural Rural Non=-Rural All

Education - White White Black Black Females
None 1.7 3.7 20.8 13.0 4.4
1 to 7th 27.8 26.46 62.8 49.8 29.8
Grade .

School 29.6 25.1 6.2 19.5 25.3
1 to 3 yrs.

High 21.6 15.6 3.4 7.9 16.2
High

School 10.9 14.2 3.6 5.9 12.3
1 to 3 yrs.

College 6.0 9.6 2.2 2.8 7.9
College )

Grad. 2.5 5.% 1.0 1.1 9.1
- Column .

Total 100.0 100.,0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Chi Square = 227,22 (P .001

Tables 1~10 and 1-11 show for_tﬁe White populatiza an
approximation of the census axpectation (Faét Sheet on Aging
AOA No .46) of 657 with 8 years or less, 25% with high school,
and 10% with college, with a higher attaimment for the White
non-rura1 male and female over their rural counterparts.

However, with the Black pdpulation there is a significantly
lower educationél attainment, high proportions 6f no formal
education. The Black rural male and female is less educated than

his or her nom-rural counterpart and the rural Black male attaining

cd s
€O %,
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a level slightly lower than the female and lewer as well to

the Black male and female im non-rural locations. We can con-
clude, from observing our frequency - distribution, that the Whites
have a higher educational attaimment.:Tha Black rural male 18

the least educated. We also note that males show a slightly
higher educaticnal attainment than females in all categories
excepting the Black rural where the female has a higher

educational level.

Religion
In the total population of the United States, Zor all ages
of those indicating a religious preference, it has been found
that 667 are Protestant, 26% are Catholic, 3% are Jews and 5%
are others. (Miller 1964) 1In this study we find: |
Table 1=-12

Male Religion ~ Controlled for Locatiom and Race

MALE S

Rural Non-Rural Rural Non-Rural Row
Religion White White Black Black Total
Catholic 11.7 28.8 0.9 9.5 21.6
Protegstant 78.7 61.4 94.9 84.9 69.2
Jewish 0.0 4.2 0,0 0.0 2.5
Other 0.8 1.2 0.9 0.0 1.0
None - 8.8 4.4 3.4 5.7 5.8
Colunmn 29.6 60.5 2.9 7.0 100.0
Total .

Chi Sq. = 118.61 P ) .001

.
g
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Table 1-1

 —————

Female Relipion - Controlled for Location and Race

FEMALE
Rural Non-Rural Rural Non-Rural Row

Religion White White Black Black Total
Catholic 15.4 34.2 0.0 3.2 25.6
Protestant 81.6 59.7 99.4 93.9 69.6
Jewish 0.2 3.5 0.0 0.0 2.2
Other 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.8 0.6
None 2.3 1.9 0.6 2.1 2.0
Column

Total 27.0 61.8 2.7 8.5 100.0

Chi Sq. = 207.00 p) .001

In the examination of religious prefereﬁce we dotfinq that
the female tend to have more religious preference thaa do maleé
and that the group with the highest preference 1s the Black ﬁural
(both Male and Female). We also find the Black and whitg pre-
dominantly Protestant with the low percentage of Black Catholics
to be found in tha nén-rural location. The small Jewish popu-
lation is located in the non-rural afea} Catholic preferencé is
definitel&,higher in the non-rural, while Profestant preference
tends to be higher in the rural location. Of those indicating.no
religious preference, we find the rural white male the.highest

with the non-rural Black male the second highest.
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Mariral Status

That most men are husbands and most women are widows is
also a truism in this study. This total sample does approximate

the national census: (B?otman 1969)

Table 1-14

MARITAL STATUS

Men ~ Women

Merried 71.3% 36.0%

Widowed 19.5 54.4

Divorced 2.6 1.9

Separated

Never Married 6.6 7.7
TOTAL 100.0%2  100.0%

. Table 1-~15

Marital Status of Male'Contfolled for Location and Race '

—_____.—-—————-—————_—.

Male
Rural Non-Rural Rural ~ Non-Rural Row
Marital White _ White Black Black Total
Married 77.6 75.3 71.1 59.4 74.7
Widowed 16.7 16.7 . 22.5 27,9 17.7
Divorced 1.1 1.1 2.2 2.4 1.2
Separated 1.3 1.5 2.7 | 4.8 1.7
Never : '
Married 302 ] 505 ' 1-:6 5-5 4-7
Column , .
Total 29.6 '60.6 2.9 7.0 100.0

Chi Sq. = 24.61 P = {.0167
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. Table 1-~16

Marital Status of Female Controlled for Location and Race

I e e e e e ettt

'Female

Marital Rural Non«Rural Rural Non-Rural Row
White White Black  Black Total
Married 50.0 41.8 37.4 27.1 42.6
Widowed 44,1 49.0 56.9 58.2 48.7
Divorced 1.3 2.2 0.5 3.2 2.0
Separatead 0.9 1.0 1.9 6.8 1.5
Never
Married 3.7 - 6.0 3.2 4.8 5.2
Column . :
Total ' 27.0 61.8 2.7 8.5 100.0
Raw chi sq. = 74.20 p = €0.001

We find that Blacks have arlower marriage and a higher widow
~ rate than do Whites with a highly signifiqant difference in the
| Black non-rural cacegory. These statistics do indicate the non-
rural (Black and White, male and femaie) have a higher neve£~
married percentage than the rural. Rural elderly tend to have

a greater married status and lower widowed status than do the
non~rural. Blacks, in most c#tegories; have a higher divorced
.and separated status than whi;és, excepting'with the'rural

Black females who show an extremely low divorce stafus. This
data also shows a higher separation status for Black male and
females with a significant higher rﬁte for non-rural Black

male and females. It can be said that Whiteg are more married
and less widowed than Blacks and that Blacks‘have a higher

incidence of divorce and separation than Whites.a:déehaéﬂmﬁwe
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Occupation
As would be expected, the data does reflect male and

female occupational differences.

Table 1~17

Male Occupation = Controlled for locatiom and Race
(The kind of work you did most of your 1ife)

MALE

: Male
Major Rural Non-Rural Rural Non=-Rural Row

Job White White Black Black Total

None 2.1 0.6 0.0 4,5 1.3
Prof. 8.2 7.6 0.0 3.3 7.3
Managers ’
Prop. Owner 40.0 27.6 11.4% 8.2 30.6
Clerical . 3.9 6.2 0.0 7.1 5.4
Sales 1.5 4.8 0.0 0.8 3.4
Craftaman : ’
Foreman 22,5 25.0 3.6 , 12,2 22.8
Operators 11.0 17.4° . 11.2 6.0 - 14.5
Service 1.6 4.7 1.4 20.6 4.7
Common :
Laborers ‘9.5 6.0  T72.4% 37.2 10.0
Column : ' .
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0

*These are corrected estimates-due to coding errors X2 was not
computed.

23
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Table 1=18

e S -

Female Occupation - Controlled for Location and Race
(The kind of work you did most of your 1ife) -
FEMALE

Major Rural Non-Rural Rural Non=Rural Row

Job White White Black Black Total

Nome 54.1 36.3 24.9 21.8 39.5

Prof. 5.6 8.3 3.3 2.6 6.9

Managers

Prop. Owner 5.9 6.0 5.5% 5.6 6.1

Clerical 6.9 13.9 0.0 2.5 10.7

Sales 5.4 4.4 0.0 0.0 4.2

Craftsman

Foreman 1.6 3.4 0.0 0.6 2.6
" Operators 8.3 14.2 2.6 5:1 11.5

Service 11.7 13.1  37.0 49.7 16.5

Common .

Laborers 0.5 0.5 26.7% 12.1 2.0

Column Total 26.9 61.8 2.7 8.5  100.0

Of those persons that have hn majdr job the.male Black=White
- differences show that the non-rural Black is the highest and rural
Black being the lowest. Ome coﬁld say that the rural Black'male
has always worked while the non-rural Black male may mot have

been fully and consistently employed.

' ' 2
% These are corrected estimates due to coding errors X was:
not computed.
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It is quite evident in this analysis that a high percentage
of the rural Black males will be found statistically as common
laborers and farm workers and the nom-rural Black males as a
laborers and service workers while the White elderly male is
mor~ likely to be found in manager, proprietor and craftsman,
foreman roles. For the womeﬁ there is a significant number
of white (both rural and mon=~rural) not héving major jobs, ‘
with fair percentages for Blacks as well. 7..is would indicate
(moreso in rural areas aund for /iile women) that the woman was
in the home. We do find that fcr Black women, that their tasks |
would be foumd in service an@ c-~-mon labor. It is also interssting
to note that no Blacic rural womes were foumd in clericonl, sales
gﬁd craftsman, foreman jobs amd -wnile a small percentage of Black

non-rural women were in élerical, virtually none were found in’
sales and craftsman, foreman positions.

In occupation roles and éaskg; forlBlacksband Whites, there

are most significant and distinctive differences.

Summary
It is most clear, and without equivocation, that there are

significant demographic differences between the Black and White

Elderly. The Black elderly may well be found in the upper
reach of the later yesrs where he or she was aot expected.

Contrary to other experiences, we do find the Black and White

ERIC - 25
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racial composition in this sample similar to that of the
national population and not giving rise to the assumption
that the Black does notnlive to older age. The seven year
mortality difference would not be evident here. We do fina
that the White elderly have higher inccmes and that 70 to &%
of the Black elderly are in or near poverty. The Black have

a lower formal educational attaimment than do the White elderly
and consistent with this finding, the Black is also found in
greater proportionms in the labor snd service occupations. The
Blacks are predominantly Protestant with aome Catholics in the
non-rural areas. While Wﬁite elderly are alsc predominantly
Protestants, they have a greater number vwith Cathelic pre-
ferences. Blacks have a lower nurber now married tham Whites
and also more widows than Whites and Blacks will be found to
be more separated and divorced than Whites. More Blweks=timn

I'have posad the hypotheéis that household sicuationa_are
different for Black and White elderly petsonaj and that these
diffe;ences are that olderly Black persons are more likely to
live alone or in ﬁouaehold situations wiéhout a spouse_hnd that _
White elderly persons are more likely to live with a spouse as
a couple, or in household situationms with a spouse. And
conﬁequently, I proposed, that the Black elderly living
alone or without a spouse have a lower state of morale or well
being in old age; than do the White elderly who live with

spouse in couples, or in household situations with a spouse.
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This hypothesis w3 constructed in the realizatica that
Blacks have been isolzzed (or prevented) from social parti-
cipation. Edwards (1968) said that, i golation unds— which
the Negro lived in the U.S. provided serious accénua;ians in
his community and institutional life, and, as a result, hac
a profound impact wpor his self conception.”™

Is this éo for the Black elderly in their primary socizl
institution, their howsehold szituation.

In response to the question 'Does anyome live 7 Zh you

hnere," this is what -vas found:

Table II -1

YES NO TOTAL
White 75.5 (8=2576) 26.5 (N=835) 160%
Black 79.5 (N=324) 20.5 (N~84)  100%

This finding is most significant fgr it does contradict
the assumption that the Black elderly are to be found more.
alone since they are more widowed, divorced and separated.
Of course; this gives credence to Billingsly's (1968) advice
that ''the Wegro family cannot be{undarstood in isolation or
by concehﬁration on its fragments, or on its negative functionms.
The Negro family can best be understood when viewed as a
varied anﬂ ccmplex institution Qithin the Negro community,
which is in turn highly interdependent with other institutions

in the wider white society."

27
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When aslied “how'many people live with you here.,” 1t was
sound zs follows:
One Two Tﬁrﬁe, four  Six or more
Person Persomns oi; fivz persoms
Black 37.0 18.6 13.9 6.0

White 54.6 12.4 7.5 .9

This data further reinforces th: fact that the ilack
elderly are not as limited in their spportunity for social
participation in thelr households as are the White aldérly
who live with fewer people.

When queried as to what relation are thase peop.z in

the household to you and you to them, it was found hat:

Table II-3

~ Relation of Persons in Present Residence
(Who do you live with or who lives with you?)

Situations _BLACK WHITE

Alone . 20.6% 24,77

With Souse only : ' 21.2 , 44.3

Nuclear Family
With Spouse and child ox _
children onmly _ 7.1 6.1

TOTAL ‘ 7.1% . 6.1%

With Spouse and :

Extended Family |
Spouse and parent .2 .8 2
Spouse, parent, and child .9 .1 !
Spouse, grandchild 3.6 ] |
Spousa, child, grandchild ‘2.0 1.2 E
Spouse, sib 1.1 .8 ;
Spcuse, child, sib .0 .1 . |
Spouse and other relative . .1 % §
Spouse, grandchild, other rel. .8 .0 %
Spouse, grandchild, child, other rel. .0 .1 !
Spousz, sib, other relative 10 0 3. 7% !

: TOTAL 9.4% 31=3%
e :
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Jable 1I-3 (Continued)

5

With Spcuse and Augmented_ family

Spouse and non relative 2.9 1.3
Spouse, child, non relative .9 .0

TOTAL 3.8% 1.3%

Singular with Child or Childrer onmly 9.5% 6.9%

Singular with Extenied Femily

With Parent or Parent in law .2 .5
Grandchild 2.6 . .6
Child and grandchild 9.7 3.5
Sib or sib in law 2.0 3.3
Parent and sibs _ .0 .1
Child, sib .0 .3
Child, grand child, sib .0 .1
Other relative 4.1 .B
Child, other relative .5 it
Parent, grandchild, other rel .2 .0
Child, grandchild, other rel. 1.7 .0
- 8ib, other relative N .3
Parent, sib, other relative .3 .0

TOTAL 21.7% 9.4%

Singular with Augmented Fawily

With Non-Relative 5.3 2.7
Child, non-relative , .2 CL2
Grand child, non-ralative W2 .0
Sibling, non-relative .3 .1
Child, grandchild, non-rel. .1 .0
~ Perent, child, other rel., non-rel. .1 .0

TOTAL 6.27% 3.0%

Noc Available. A ‘ .5%

TOTAL ' ‘ 100.2% 99,9%
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‘In summary the household situations appesr as:

Summary
Residential Household Situation by Race
BLACK WHITE
ALONE 20, 6% 24.7%
Regpondent with
Spouse only 2.2 44.3
Nuclear Family 7.1 6.1
Respondent and Spouse
with Extended yamily 9.4 3.7
Respondent and Spouse
with Augmented Family 3.8 1.3
Singular Respondent
with Child or Children 9.5 _ 6.9
Singular Respondent
with Extended Family 21.7 9.4
Singular Resbondent with
Augmented Family 6.2 3.3
Not Available o7 Y
TOTAL 100.2% 99,9%

To this point, we have found that Black and White elderly
do live in different kinds of household situations, and that
they are not as alone or isolated as iz commonly thought. Now
that we are at the point of testing the hypothesic, I wish to explain

the form of the hypothesis. This conceptual form follows the
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dictates of the genaral examinations and controversies on
the Black family. Have not the so called "broken", "dis-
organized", "matriarchial” or '"one parent" family been the
focus of Black family investigation? Our hypothesis follows
this "normative expectancy" and attempts to test its validity.
But in reality, my ewamipation goes beyond this expectanéy
because I do believe that for the Black family and for the
Black elderly, what Otto (1970) states is most profound:

“For many decades the overwhelming weight of

our research has been concentrated on marital

and family dysfunction and disorganization. We

have studied or sought to treat the sick marriage

and the sick family without any clear conceptuali-

zation or theoretical framework for what we mean

by a "healthy' marriage or well-functioning

family. Our efforts have focused on the pathology

of the family, while neglecting family strengths."

With this caution, let us continue the examination. Are

Black elderly who are not alone in household situations living
without spouses and white elderly who are not living alone

living in household situations with spouses:

With Spouse Without Spouse

White - 55.4% 19.3%

Black " 41.5% 37.4%

Yes, the White elderly when not alone are in household
situations with a spouse moreso than Black elderly wlo are

not alone.




~33-

“Now to test the hypoihesis: that Black elderly persons
live alone or in household situations without a spouse and
that White elderly persons live with a spouse as coubles,

or in household situations with a spouse. I do find that:

Table IX-6 *
Alone or With Not _
w/o _spouse  Spouse Available Total
Black 58.0 41.5 .7 100.2
White 44.0 55.4 S5 99.9

Yes, the hypothesis is true, but nct to the degree that

would be expected considéring the inﬁenaity of common expecta=-
" tiom.

But how does this affect well being in old age. How are
these household situations reflected in the older persons
feeling about himself and hiavrelationship to the wo;ld

_ arxound him. |
"To measure the degree of well-being two morale factore
were utilized,1 Horale‘factor 1 reflects a transient

response to external events and morale factor 2 accounts for

¢

the degree of sustaimed unhappiness.’

Due to limits of this paper .the factor composition and

welghts are not explained. This information is available
from the author upon request.
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How is the state of well being for Black and White elderly
when\they 1ive alone or with others? When exsmined by Mprale 1

(transient response to external events) I find:

_ Table II-7
Does anyone live with you here by Morale 1
by sex by race
WHITE BLACK
Male _ Female Male Female
No Yeg Ro Yas No Yes No Yes
Righ 1 16.2 10.8 10.6 6.3 2.5 1.0.5 123 10.5
Moreale .
2 39.2 36.2 29.0 23.5 23.9 20.7 24.5 27.2
3 21.7 25.9 2864 28.9 13.9 25.6 30.3 24.4
4 19.7 20.5 26.3 26.5 29.3 25.8 22.1 30.7
Low
Morale 5 3.2 6.6 7.7 14.8 11.3  17.5 10.8 7.2
TOTAL 16.3 83.7 30. 70. 145.8 85.2 23.9 76.1

100% 100% 100% 100%

This finding indicates that with both B'ack and White
elderly more females than males live alope. Contrary to the
.expectancy~that alone é poor morale, I do find wiﬁh both Black
and White elderly that those living alona do have higher morales :
than thoae,}iving with'others‘excebﬁing the Black female where
tha diffgr;née in household situstion does not indicate a

significant difference in morale.
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There is no significent different between Black and
Whites in their levels of morale as measured by the moral
factor 1 (transient response to external events).

In examing the same household-situations by Morale 2
(sustained unhappinegs) I find: |

| Teble 118

Does anyone live with you here by lforale 2
by sex by race

" WHITE BEACK
Male Female Male Femsle
nigh No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes
Norale 1 0.3 2.9 1.3 3.8 0.0 3.9 0.7 8.8
2 18.7 41.1 24.3 34.5 29.5 40.7 27.7 27.1
3 34.6 39.4 36.6 36.8 25.6 29.5 43.0 42.5
4 30.8 11.8 24.1 17.9 29.7 18.1 21.4 15,2
T.ow

Morale 5 15.6 4.7 13,3 6.9 15.2 7.7 7.3 5.4

16.3 83.7 30. 70.  14.8 8.2 23.9 76.1°

100% 100% - 100% . 100%

This finding indicates what would be expected, that,
by living with others one would be happier. The racial
difference, haore again, is not significant with the
exception of a highef morale for the Black female living

with others.
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Since I have gone way beyond my time and the last part of
the hypothesis is most extensive, I will attempt to graphically
summarize the findivngs . When the household situ..:ions were

dichotomized and tested by moreale it was found generally that:

Morale 1

(Transient Response to Exzernal Events)

Alopa or situation Situations

without spouse w/spouse
‘.._._.....,..{.,-.“ -
High more less
low leas more
Morale 4

(Sustained unhappiness)

High ! less ‘  more

low more less

Since the data wae not broken down by race (as yet) 1
can only report that the morale ﬁrendsvfor the general
population in selected houeeholdAsituations do show that when
rgspohding to- the outsideiworld tﬁe agedbalone or in a family

situatior without a spouse may be more secure than the‘elderly

who lives with a apouse or with a spouse ih a fumily situation.

When examing ones woralc as maasured‘by sustained unhappiness
we find the opposite. However, the applicsbility of this

finding by race will need to be examined at another time.
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Conclusions:

1. The Black elderly are with us snd their living
cdnditiona are in dire need of‘improvemant.

2. The Black elderly are no more alone and isolated than
are the general elderly population. “ f(an+hl

signiil

3. The emotional state of wall-beingois }n\o different for
Black élderly than for White elderly.

My research also prompts me to conclude that:

4. We muet be quite critical in our acceptance of the
generalities and myths surrounding the Black elderly, and
demand more thorough examinations of our mosat neglected aud
unknowvn popul%tionn |

5. Thi Black elderly person (and White elderly as well)
are grown and matured adﬁlts who &rs at that stage of 1ifeP
whawe;vin the socialization process, thay sceciglize others,
rather than being soccialized themselves. It is therefore
incumbent upon us to recognize that the Black elderly must
not be viewed as children and adolescents.

6. As with all populaiiona, we should expect té find_
similarities and differences and strengtiis and weakness. And
we must be aware that: |

"Family’reseaxch‘saems to have become parti-
cularly prona to the whole hearted endorse=~
ment of the 'cultural homogenization' theme

and to the rejection of diversity as a
conceptual alternative." (Heiskanan)
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I~ ..

~ AREA MEDICAL :OFFICE Lo Ficld Instructor: Miss Betty Veach

) 900 Chestnut Ridge Road: ‘ Faculty Consultant: Miss Caroline Mudd
Morgantown, W. Va. 26505 . -

O , ,

()

Mr. Peter Dys " Re. 9, Box 489 T " Harbert

L
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ROCK FORGE SETITLEMENT
Sabraton, West Virginia Field Instructor: Dr. Marjories Buckholz
Faculty Consultant: Dr. Mariorie Buckholz

STUDENT ADDRESS ADVISOR
Mr. Jerry W. Sayder Rt. 10, Box Bll Thellen
Mr. Auburn Cooper Blvd. Mobil Homes, Osage, #6 Mudd

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
Morgantown, W. Va. 26505 Field Instructor: Dr. Marjorie Buckholz
Faculty Consultant: Dr. Marjorie Buckholz

Mr. William Jones 457 White Avenue Elliott
Miss Doris E. James 1241 University Avenue Theilen

FAMILY SERVICE ASSOCIATION

3564 High Street Field Instructor: }FS: F5 (eithyo
Morgantown, W. Va. 26505 : Faculty Consultant: Mr. Courtney Elijott
. Mr. Mahlon Fiscel 101 Lough St., Westover Elijott

_Mr, Randy Augustine Rt. 8, Box 82C (Mileground) - Elliott

Mr. John Ravenscroft 101 Newton Drive Stewart

Mr. Victor Rutkcski Rt. 4, Box 108 - : Co _ Porter.

'Miss Karen Roberis Rt. 10, Box 354AA : . Elliott

' STUDENT COUNST -&L & PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES

University'ﬂealtn Center ‘ Fizld Iﬁstructor. Mr. William Green
- West Virginia University '3, - Faculty Consultant: Miss Mudd

M;ss Charlotte priend 544 La&e Street : % Stewart

UNDERGhADUATE T .sHING EXPERIENCE -
School of Social Work ' Field Instructor: Miss Petty Baer

West Virginia University . Faculty Consultant: Mr., Harold White
Miss Janice Gayarski 881 E. Everly Street, Apt. 12 Theilen
Miss Rebecca Hilk 881 E, Everly Street, Apt. 12 ’ White

T e

MONONGALIA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Van Voorhis Road o Field Instructor: Dr. Marjorie Buckhclz'
Morgantown, W. Va. 26505 . Faculty Consultant: Dr. Marjorie Buckholz

‘Mr. Kenneth Cazin 854 1/2 Riverview Drive . Theilen

a1
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MONONGALIA COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM
¢fo 3chool of Social Work Tield Instructor: Mrs. Helen Ellison
West Virginia University Faculty Consultant: Mr. Courtney Elliott
Mcrgantown, W. Va. 26506
STUDENT ... . . : - ADDRESS ADVISOR
Miss Melinda Petiigrew 17 Glenuv Strecet Mudd
Mr. Ricl:ard Anderson 228 Ohio Avenue, Clarksburg, W. Va. Elliott

UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTER

Department of Psychiatry Field Instructor: Mrs. Pat Porterfield

Morgantown, West Virginia 26506 Mrs. Janice Cone
Faculty Consultant: Mr. Harold White

Miss Eileen Anthony Rt. 9, Box 2A Schultz
Miss Maryellen Baran 3416 University Avenue White
Miss Jean Chambexs 49 Poplar Avenue, Wheeling, W. Va. Mudd
Mrs. Bernice Cleveiand RBt» 9, Box:362B, Lot 16 White
Mrs. Sandra Goodwin 614 Springdale Theilen
Mrs. Margaret Hale Rt. 9, Box 480F~1, Parkway Pl. Stewart
Miss Susan Wade 752 Weaver Elliott
Mr. Bruce Ervin 205 Beech Ave., Philippi, W. Va. Mudd
Mr. C. Paxon Hayes 3316 Collins Ferry Road Theilen

Mr. Robert Pears Boulevard Mobil: Homes, Osage it6 Mudd

VALLEY COUNSELING CENTER

601 East Brockwzy Avenue Field Instructor: Mrs. Joseph:l.ne Stewart
Morgantown, W. Va. 26505 o Faculty Consultant' Mr. Don Magel
‘Mr. James Gelston 324 Beechurst L 7 Mudd
Mr. Steven Johnson 720 Hickory Lane, #4 . - Elliott
‘Mr. Frank Yake (NEED) Rt. 4, Box 108 , L Schneider
. Miss Bever&y McCoy  , .3601 Collins Ferry Road, G28 -~ . Elliott
Mr. John Rouse {7381 Hewton Ave., Apt. 202 . sayder

LI

Mrs. Maxian Recberts ' 2093 Univefaity Avenue - - - o - SpydEr-

~ SCOTT'S RUN SETTLEMENT ; ‘ o -
Osage, West Vicginia . ‘Field Imstructor: Dr. Marjorie Buckholz
Faculty Consultant: Dr. Marjorie Buckholz

Mr. Robert Cassin 116 Ohio, Westover : Stewart

HANCOCK~BROOKE MENTAL HEALTH CENTER

Weirton Genmeral Hospital Tield Instructor: Mr. David Miller
Weirton, West Virginia Faculty Consultant: Mrs. Helen Ellison
Mr. Charles Propst 699 Burroughs Street ‘ ' White

EE (: | | |
= . a2
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VETERANS ADMINISTRATION HOSPITAL

Leecn Farm Road Field Instructor: Mrs. Alma Burgess.
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15206 Faculty fensultant: Heleun Ellison
" STUDENT ADDRESS ADVISOR

Miss Barbara Heggie 17 Glen Streect Elliott

CHARTIERS MENTAL HEALTH & MENTAL RETARDATION CENZER, INC.

437 Railroad Street Field Instructor:Gerald W. Vest;

Bridgeville, Pa. 15017 Richard Ney
Faculty Congultant: Helen Ellison

Mr. James Huggins 433 1/2 Pennsylvania Avenue

Mr. Benry Kovalanchik 19 West Jefferson Theilen

Mr. Theodore Jackson  98326.Presidential Dr., Allison Pk, Pa. Stewart

Mr. Kenneth Karnash 201 Beechurst Avenue Snyder

Mr. David Mandarino 201 Beechurst Avenue Esewart

ALLEGHENY COUNTY CHAPTER COF PARC _ )
220 Grant Street Field Instructor: Wayne Hanson

Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219 ) Faculty Consultant: Gary Theilen

Mr. Paul DeWalt 304 Grant Street | Théilen

ALLEGHENY COUNTY BOARD OF ASSISTAUCE
300 Liberty Avenue, State Office Bldg. Field Ineructcr.,
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222 _ Faculty Consultant: Dr. Matjorie Buckholz

Mr. Denis Rudy = 906 Rewiey Avenue : " White

INFORMATION AND VOLUNTEER SERVICES OF ALLEGHENY COUNIY

200 Ross Street Field Irnstructor: Mrs. Kay Harllton
Pittsburgh, Pa. . ‘ Faculty Consultant: Mr. Gary Theilen
Mr. Paul Mooney 900 Willowdale Road - Elliott

APPALACHIAN MENTAL HEALTH CENTER
P. 0. Box 1170 , Field Instructor: . Mr. Panl Enoch

Elkirs, West Virginia Faculty Consultant: Mr. Harold ‘hite
Mr. William Armentrout 820 Naomi Street ' Theilen

Miss Phyllis McCloud  Box 56, Mt. Clare,.W: Va. 26408 Herbison

Mrs. Betsy Johnson 451 Brockway Avenuve Theilen




FIELD INSTRUCTION ASSIGNMENTS

page 5

WEST VIRGINIA HUMAN RESOURCES ASSOCIATION

300 Second Street Field Instructor: Mr. Walcer Case;
Fairmont, West Virginiz 26554 Mrs. Bea Hunter

Faculty Consultant: Dr. Robert Porter
Miss Caroline Mudd

STUDENT ADDRESS ADVISOR
Miss Linda Careili 474 Winsley Herbison
Mr. Larry Beckett Box 178, Falrview White
Mr. James Frola 604 Elmira Elliott

- Mr, Willilam McNs:it Box 6, Point Marion, Pa. Hudd

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION HOSPITAL :
Clasksburg, West Virginia Field Instructor: Mr. Cari Benedum
Faculty Consultant: Miss Caroline Mudd

Miss Ann Minsky 3601 Collins Ferry Rd, Apt. G28B Thei_en
Mr. Willis Rawl 947 Maple Drive, #41 Hertison

COMMUNITY SERVICES OF PENNSYLVANIA

300 Northk Second Street Field Imstructor: ,
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania _Faculty Consultant: Dr. Marjorie Buckholz
Mr. Erik Wittman 209-2 Pierpont House Elliott

VETEZANS ADMINISTRATION HOSPITAL _ : Mr. Eric Cutlipp

1540 Spring Valley Drive _ Field Instructor: Mr. Robert Ewing
Huntington, West Virginia Faculty Consultant: Mrs. Helen Ellison
Miss Lucky Lee Jones 474 Winsley . o ' Herbison

Miss Ardath angel 939 Maple Park Drive o ~ Mudd

o—

FEDERAL REFORMATORY FOR WOMEN o o
Alderson, West Virginia Field Imstructor: Mrs. Virginia Wilson
‘ Faculty Consultant: Mr. Harold White_'

Mr. Gary Mancuso 295 Falling Run Road White

MON VALLEY UNITED HEALTH SERVICE : S

Eastgate 8 _ Field Instructor: Mr. Joseph DeOto;

Monessen, Penusy...anla 15062 . Mr. Joseph Havrilla
Faculty Consultant: Mr. Don Magel

¥r. Louis Marold 306 Oakland Street Theilen

IToxt Provided by ERI



Al

FIELD INSTRUCTION ASSIGNMENTS
page 6

FAIRMONT CLINIC
Fairmont, West Virginila Field Instructor: srs. Karen Harpex
Faculty Consultant: Mr. Barold White

STULEET ADDRESS ADVISOR
Mr. Boyd Guenther 138 W. Bellcrest Ave., Pgh, Pa. Mudd
Miss Margaret Homan 765 Garrison Avanue Mudd

THE NEW LIFE, INC.

P.0. Box 1162 Field Instructor: Mr. John Klenowski
Steubenville, Ohio FaCthy Consultant: Mr. Gary Theilen
Sister Theresa Novak Box 1000, Van Voorxrhis Road Theilen

APPALACHTAN REGIONAL HOSPITAL

P. 0. Box 1149 Field Instructor: Mr. Mel Henry
Beckley, West Virginia Faculty Consultant: Mrc. Harold White

Mr. Ron Burris Rt. 8 Mileground, Apt. 6 : Theilen

- DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES, OFFICE OF JTAFF DEVELOFMENT, DEPAREMENT»OF WELFARE.

109 East 15th Street ‘ ; Field Instructor:
New York, New York 10003 Faculty Consultant: Dr. Margorie Buckholz
" Dtr. of Training: Mr. Reginald Hol-ler

Mr. George Tynes 8251 Gerrard Ave. 1-A Bronx, N.¥Y. Herbison :

CHILDREN AND FAMILY SERVICE OF WHEELING ; ' - ‘
Whee.l.ing9 Vest Virginia : B . TField Instructor. Mr. Palmer Ulman
o Taculty Consultant Mrs.-Helen Ellison

Mr. Joseph DesPlaineé Box 382, Waynesburg, Pa. L o Stewart

MULTI-CAP, INC. v v , - . _ e
Box -3228 ---. L : Tield Instructor: Miss Dorothy Halstead

Charleston, West Virginia 25332 Faculty Consultant: Dr. Dan Rubenstein .
Mr. William Downs " Schneider

WEST VIRGINIA REHABILITATION CENTER ,
Institute, West Virginia 25112 Field Instructor: Mrs. Elizakteth Minton
Faculty Consultart: Dr. Dan Rubenstein

Miss Barbard McNair 813 Arnold 4Apartments ; _ Mudd

‘Students placed in WALES are: Miss Jacqueline Apone, Mr. Donald Kemp, and

- Mr. PRichard Leepson. ‘ S Faculty Consu1tant' Dr. Victor Schaeider )

43






