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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to identify U.S. Baby Boomers’

intention to move and their reasons for moving after

retirement, and to examine the associations between their socio-demographic characteristics and housing characteristics,
and their reasons for moving after retirement factors. A total of 403 usable data were collected through an online survey
using a self-administrated questionnaire. For data analyses, descriptive statistics, factor analysis, t-test, and ANOVA were
used. Almost 30% of the total respondents considered moving and 15% were strongly agreed to move after their

retirement. The most frequently mentioned reasons for moving after retirement were ‘a place with good weather’

close to leisure activities’,

, ‘being

and ‘a change or decline of my current neighborhood’. Four factors of reasons for moving

after retirement (quality of residential environment, need assistant, proximity to activities, and proximity to family/friends)
were identified. Age, marital status, number of household, housing type, homeownership, length of residence, and number
of bedroom were significantly associated with the four factors of reasons for moving. The results of this study provide a
better understanding to U.S. Baby Boomers’ housing behavior after retirement which is 10 years faster than Korea, and

suggest insights of housing plan for Korean older adults.
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Table 1. Reasons for Elderly Migration Studies

Researcher Reasons for Elderly Migration
Litwak & Longin Seek{ng socw.ll'and amenities, los.s of
(1987) functional ability, need a professional level
of support
NAHB Research Center and

Proximity to shipping, restaurants cultural
resources, parks or natural areas, public
transportation

The Joint Center for
Housing Studies of Harvard
University (2005)

Becoming empty-nester, loss of spouse, birth
of grandchildren, better quality of housing
unit

NAHB (2009)

Change life cycle stage, age related loss and
critical events, environmental incongruence,
chage in preferred lifestyle, forced
movement, independence loss, loss of
spouse, environmental stress, retirement
amenities, relocated friendship and/or
kinship networks, successful relocation by
friend, environmental amenities

Wiseman (1980)

Housing & neighborhood environment,
economical stress, maintenance needs,
socialization, need for personal care, loss of
spouse, amenities

Wiseman & Roseman
(1979)

Table 2. Data Collection, Instrument and Analysis

Category Procedure

Online Survey

Data Collection ~ U.S. nation wide N=403
April 2011
Intention to Move Five-point
Instrumentation ~ Reasons for Moving Likert scale

Socio-demographic and housing characteristics

Descriptive analysis,

. PSS 18.0
factor analysis, #-test, ANOVA SPSS 18

Data Analysis
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A= <Table 3> Z2th 20119 1% S Oﬂﬂé%
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Table 3. Demographic Characteristics of Respondents ~ (N=403)
Category (Items) n %
Age
46 to 50 years old 64 159
51 to 55 years old 110 273
56 to 60 years old 112 27.8
61 to 66 years old 117 29.0
Gender
Male 137 34.0
Female 266 66.0
Marital Status
Married 261 64.8
Widowed, divorced or separated 98 24.4
Never married 44 10.8
Health Status
Very bad or bad 22 5.5
Fair 83 20.6
Good or very good 298 73.9
Number of Household Members
1 84 20.8
2 212 52.6
More than 3 107 26.6
Education Level
High school graduate or less 92 22.8
Technical school or some college 148 36.7
College degree 110 273
Graduate degree or higher 53 132
Employment Status
Employed or self-employed full-time 155 385
Employed or self-employed part-time 77 19.1
Retired and not working 90 22.3
Unemployed 81 20.1
Family Income
Under $ 50,000 194 48.1
$ 50,000 to $ 99,999 150 37.2
$ 100,000 or above 59 14.6
2) FASA
-r74~ Jo] 75 <Table 4>|A Bz uie} 3o], =

8 AFAT} 87.6%2 w5 AFA 12.4%0 W8]

459 wA ehe, e 3EFae) A Fags)
oF 60%E A3 B4} gel BEFEe] FaA o

TS AAste vl=e] EAYS & ¢ Aok FE 4
o] A A7t 272 82.1%E 17.9%2] Al Y=ol
Hlal 4u) o]} =7 Yebsth AF717s AHEY, &
BAFE] 45.4%7F AR FE oA 16d old AFIorn,
323%7F 5 ol 15 old}, 22.3%7F 5 mIRE AT
Aoz Jepth A ] A, SHA] v =Tt
A AR FE AFsia AATE AFAH] g,
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Table 4. Housing Characteristics of Respondents (N=403)
Category (Items) n %
Housing Type
Single-family housing 353 87.6
Multifamily housing 50 12.4
Homeownership
Owner 331 82.1
Renter 72 17.9
Length of Residency
Less than 5 years 90 223
5to 15 years 130 323
More than 16 years 183 454
Number of Bedrooms
1 28 6.9
2 98 243
3 191 474
More than 4 86 21.3
Location
Rural area 104 25.8
Small town 101 25.1
City suburb 177 439
City downtown 21 5.2
2. 2E| = FH0IS 2|At

25 & FAolE SALE Zotry] S8 2E §F o
AFE ogko] gt e el et 5o HEE 53
HER FHIIESE st e™ 1 A= <Table 5>9 7E
th AA SHARY] 37.5%7F 9 el tiske] cwl-

o shs SHARE 14.6%, 5= 15.1%, ‘BH5S 32, 8%,
T Re 16.7%, T TS e 20.8%

= et
Table 5. Intention to Move after Retirement (N=403)
Category (Item) n %
I would like to move after I retire
Strongly disagree 84 20.8
Disagree 67 16.7
Neutral 132 32.8
Agree 61 15.1
Strongly agree 59 14.6
M (SD) 2.86 (1.31)
3. 2&| = F{0I= 2AME AlE| QI &4 A FHEY

o8 F FA0E olile] up Ale) olpetd 54 o
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Table 6. One-Way ANOVA and t-test for Intention to Move (DV)
by Socio-demographic and Housing Characteristics

(N=403)
Category (Items) n M  SD

Age F=3.869*
46 to 50 years old 117 3.08. 1.41
51 to 55 years old 110 296 1.31
56 to 60 years old 112 299 1.26
61 to 66 years old 64 2.52v 1.27

Employment Status F=3.166*
Employed or self-employed full-time 155 3.07a 1.25
Employed or self-employed part-time 77 2.81 1.32
Retired and not working 90 2.54v 1.34
Unemployed 81 286 1.32

Homeownership =-2.090*
Owner 331 280 1.29
Renter 72 315 139

*p<.05

a, b. Means with different superscript letters are significantly different
from each other at the .05 level based on post hoc paired comparisons.
Each F-value or t-value for each variable was from each one-way
ANOVA or t-test results
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Aol e SRR H&2(57.6%) =L 2HA] vE
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Table 7. Demographic Characteristics of Respondents who

Intend to Move (N=120)
Category (Items) n %

Age

46 to 50 years old 24 20.0

51 to 55 years old 32 26.7

56 to 60 years old 36 30.0

61 to 66 years old 28 233
Gender

Male 44 36.7

Female 76 63.3
Marital Status

Married 74 61.7

Widowed, divorced or separated 31 25.8

Never married 15 12.5
Health Status

Very bad or bad 9 7.5

Fair 23 19.2

Good or very good 88 73.3
Number of Household Members

1 25 20.8

2 63 52.5

More than 3 32 26.7
Education Level

High school graduate or less 31 25.8

Technical school or some college 40 333

College degree 37 30.8

Graduate degree or higher 12 10.0
Employment Status

Employed or self-employed full-time 53 442

Employed or self-employed part-time 22 18.3

Retired and not working 22 18.3

Unemployed 23 19.2
Family Income

Under $ 50,000 65 54.2

$ 50,000 to $ 99,999 44 36.7

$ 100,000 or above 11 9.2

FAE 242%2 YERTH o= WA SEAe} vt
=T ATk HE2(87.6%) FHAHoR B FF
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, AdALe] HIS2(17.9%) AtiF e s =9kt A7)
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Table 8. Housing Characteristics of Respondents who Intend to

Move (N=120)
Category (Items) n %
Housing Type
Single-family housing 99 75.8
Multifamily housing 21 242
Homeownership
Owner 91 75.8
Renter 29 242
Length of Residency
Less than 5 years 33 275
5to 15 years 39 32.5
More than 16 years 48 40.0
Number of Bedrooms
1 10 83
2 37 30.8
3 53 442
More than 4 20 16.7
Location
Rural area 23 19.2
Small town 24 20.0
City suburb 65 54.2
City downtown 8 6.7
5. 2&| £ F710I= 5|07
D) &5 F FANE Sgolfe dwry 54
=5 & FAlE A TheA S BHE SEAE U
For 25 F FA0lES IWshs olf 1971 =
sl Bo| Y5 5¥ Awz Seab siglor, o
A= <Table 9>} 2t} &5 F F7oleS LA}t &
= A WA olfr= F2 V1AL, 29 o7

7FeA AR o)F, 39l @A AF A9 A Asp,
491 75 A9 PR vebdt AiEeR A

Table 9. Reasons for Moving after Retirement (N=120)
Category (Items) M SD
A place with good weather 4.14 95
Being close to leisure activities 3.83 .84
A change or decline of my current neighborhood 3.73 99
Feeling unsafe in my neighborhood 3.73 1.10
Feeling unsafe in my home 3.73 1.13
Being close to friends 3.66 1.05
A change or decline of my economic status 3.57 1.09
Being close to relatives 3.54 1.14
Being my unable to take care of my house and yard 3.53 1.13
My retirement or my spouse’s retirement 3.49 1.24
A decline in my health 3.48 1.04
Needing assistance with daily living 3.39 1.10
Being close to cultural activities 3.28 1.00
Decline in attractiveness of my current home 3.26 1.00
The loss of my spouse 3.18 1.32
Being close to job opportunities 3.03 1.22
Buying a house as an investment 2.78 1.29
Children leaving home or community 2.63 1.31
Return to my childhood home 2.15 1.22

1=strongly disagree to 5=strongly agree
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& Anderson, 2008) & 471 821S EEsITE 8UF
= AN FE HAHAY G5HA @ F e 5
ALgk F 119 FEo] HF XFHULH, T F
AR 64.47%E € HolHY E= 3S tidskaL 9l
Atk ZF a]le] AAlE 5 7k A= A S 935
IEus gu HEEES ¢ A3, RE 9919 AEuE
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o] ke WSk Ao ® YePdTHHair et al., 2008).
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Table 10. Analysis of Reasons for Moving Factors (N=120)

Factor Cronbach’s

Category (Items) loadings  alpha
Factor 1: Quality of Residential Environment 818
Feeling unsafe in my neighborhood 923
Feeling unsafe in my home 922
A change or decline of my current neighborhood  .613
Decline in attractiveness of my current home 613
Factor 2: Need Assistant 795
Being my unable to take care of my house and yard ~ .772
The loss of my spouse 751
A decline in my health 722
My retirement or my spouse’s retirement .696
Needing assistance with daily living .602
Factor 3: Proximity to Activities 723
Being close to leisure activities .827
A place with good weather 772
Being close to cultural activities 765
Factor 4: Proximity to Family/Friends 721
Being close to relatives .866
Being close to friends .801
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Table 11. Reasons for Moving after Retirement Factors ~ (N=120)

Factors M SD
Factor 1: Quality of Residential Environment 3.61 .85
Factor 2: Need Assistant 3.41 .87
Factor 3: Proximity to Activities 3.75 75
Factor 4: Proximity to Family/Friends 3.60 97

1=strongly disagree to S=strongly agree

N

. 2E| & 0|5 2014 AlS| QIE M 2 FHEYS

25 F FAolE fa]ld wWE A3 A7 54 B
FAERE detslr] Hdl 1S 4 HwEEAe A
Aleant. L A3 <Table 12>0|4 R ulel 7o] Alg]
A BA Fole A, 24H, 715 4o Wl
A FoFd zpolE BoH, AR Ay FARE,
FHAGIFE, AF7IZ, JA G2 AcleA folF
Aolg Hols Ao® el

HA, dRATEE oo 2919 A vES $H
ARTR= 7| &2 121 7R ths 3 AFels A
FARe] F7) 2% ol SHALFF, TEFFE AFA

Hops @559 AFALsS, AYAEvs 2A7F A5

Table 12. One-Way ANOVA and t-test for Reasons for Moving Factors (DVs) by Socio-demographic and Housing Characteristics

(N=120)
Quality f)f Residential Need Assistant Seeking Activities  Close to Family/friends
Environments
n
o Point Point Point M Point
Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate
< Socio-demographic Characteristics >
Age F=.091 F= 354 F=3.321% F=.393
46 to 50 years old 24 3.57 1.00 326 .90 3.53¢ .89 333 1.06
51 to 55 years old 32 366 .89 348 .84 4.07a .53 378 1.05
56 to 60 years old 36 3.60 .76 346 .92 3726 .77 358 .96
61 to 66 years old 28 363 81 340 .82 3.59 .70 3.64 .78
Marital Status F=1.014 F=18.901** F=1.466 F=6.889%*
Married 74 356 .86 3.6la .69 373 75 3.63v .91
Widowed, divorced or separated 31 379 72 3316 .90 390 .68 3.90a .90
Never married 15 347 1.05 2.65¢ 1.14 351 .84 2.83¢ 1.03
Number of Household Members F=452 F=13.948** F=777 F=497
1 26 348 .80 2.68 .95 383 .79 348 .98
2 63  3.67 .82 3.64a .75 3.67 .76 356 .98
More than 3 32 359 .96 3.52a .70 384 .67 377 93
< Housing Characteristics >
Housing Type t=-.614 t =2.446* t=-851 t=-.099
Single-family housing 99 359 83 3.50 .81 372 12 3.60 1.00
Multifamily housing 21 371 95 3.00 1.02 387 .87 362 .77
Homeownership t=-.0386 t=3.658%* t=-1.437 =970
Owner 91 359 83 3.53 .80 3.69 .74 3.65 .96
Renter 29  3.66 .92 3.05 .98 392 .74 345 .99
Length of Residency F=1.103 F=3.168* F=1.794 F=.012
Less than 5 years 33 366 .83 3.140 93 390 .66 3.60 .98
5to 15 years 39 374 5 3.65a .68 380 .68 362 91
More than 16 years 48 347 93 341 92 3.60 .83 358 1.02
Number of Bedrooms F=.624 F=3.686* F=.670 F=128
1 10 3.53 1.10 2580 1.11 3.77 .86 355 .98
2 37 362 91 3.50a .72 3.69 .81 341 1.04
3 53 370 .77 35la .82 371 .70 383 .83
More than 4 20 340 .84 339 94 393 53 335 1.10

%p< 05, *p< 01

a, b, c. Means with different superscript letters are significantly different from each other at the .05 level based on post hoc paired comparisons. Each F-
value or t-value for each variable was from each one-way ANOVA or t-test results
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