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ABSTRACT
A descriptive research was designed to

investigate the relationship among expectations and

perceptions about family caregiving for the aged by the

aged and family caregivers in Khon Kaen municipality.

A simple one-stage cluster sampling method was used

for randomly selecting 214 families of the aged and

caregivers. The instruments used in this study consisted

of the

,the

interview form about personal data of the aged

questionnaires form about personal data of

caregivers, the interview form for the aged about

expectations and perceptions towards family caregiving



for the aged and the questionnaires form for family
caregivers about expectations and perceptions toward
family caregiving for the aged which were developed
by the researcher.The content validity of the instrument
was done by seven experts in the field of the aged.
The reliability coefficients of the interview form and
the questionnaire form were 0.89, 0.90, 0.91 and 0.87
respectively. Data was analyzed by wusing frequency
and percentage of personal data,the means differences of
expectations and perceptions between the aged and
caregivers was analyzed by paired t-test, and the
relationship between expectations and perceptions of the
aged and caregivers was analyzed by Pearson's product
moment correlation coefficient.

The research results were

l.the expectations of the aged and caregivers
were significantly different.( means difference = 15.6 ,
p < 0.0001 )

2.the perceptions of the aged and caregivers were
significantly different. ( means difference = 9.7 , p <
0.0001 )

3.the expectations of the aged was significantly
positive correlated with their perceptions?( r = 0.97, p
< 0.01 )

4.the expectations of caregivers was significantly
positive correlated with their perceptions.( r= 0.81, p

< 0.01 )



