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Abstract

We have little robust empirical evidence that articulates what being lonely
means to older people and even less knowledge about what loneliness
means to older widows and widowers; this article addresses that deficit.
We undertook a re-analysis of 125 interviews with older people (aged
55�98) that explored their experiences of widowhood. In this article, we
focus on those interviews in which participants described themselves as
experiencing loneliness by the spontaneous use of terms such as ‘‘lonely’’,
‘‘loneliness’’ or ‘‘lonesome’’. Almost half of the participants (42%)
described themselves in that way without any prompting from the
interviewer. In terms of understanding and describing the meaning of
loneliness, 50% explained loneliness in terms of absence of either their
spouse, a physical presence in the house or people. One-third (34%)
discussed loneliness in relation to time and place: night, weekends and
home, and 4% described the emotional impact of loneliness. Fifteen per
cent just said they were lonely without elaboration, assuming a common
understanding of what loneliness means. Our findings suggest that
widowed people’s understanding and experience of loneliness resonates
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with the concept of ‘‘emotional’’ loneliness, resulting from the loss of
significant social and emotional attachment. This has important implica-
tions for the types of interventions that may be appropriate for remediat-
ing loneliness in this group.

Keywords: later life, widowhood, loneliness, emotion, time and place.

Introduction

There is extensive quantitative literature in the United Kingdom, Europe,
North America and Australasia documenting the prevalence of loneliness
and the key risk factors thereof (Dykstra 2009; Fokkema et al. 2012; Victor
et al. 2009; Yang & Victor 2011). Sheldon (1948), in his landmark study of
old age in Wolverhampton, reported that 7.7% of those aged 60/65 and
over were often or always lonely, compared with 13% of widowed
participants, and that 78% of those who described themselves as lonely
were widowed. Contemporary research has confirmed the statistical
association between loneliness and widowhood in old age. Victor et al.
(2005a), for example, report that in Britain loneliness amongst widowed
individuals aged 65 and above was 20% compared with 1% among
married, 7% among divorced and 9% among separated individuals. This is
typical of the excess levels of loneliness found amongst widowed people
across a diverse range of countries and is not a consequence of confounds,
such as age and gender (e.g. Dykstra & Fokkema 2007 for the Netherlands,
Kaasa 1998 for Norway, Steed et al. 2007 for Australia, Theeke 2009 for the
United States of America and Wang et al. 2011 for China).

Two key conceptualisations of loneliness, cognitive deficit and loss,
underpin the quantitative measurement of loneliness. The cognitive deficit
perspective proposes that loneliness is a deficit between actual and desired
quantity and/or quality of social engagement (Peplau et al. 1982). Within
this framework, the Theory of Mental Incongruity (Dykstra & de Jong
Gierveld 1994) suggests that loneliness is formed by a mismatch in the
interrelationship of cognition, experience and expectations of social
relationships (see also van Baarsen 2002). The loss perspective focuses on
the absence of specific attachments and differentiates emotional loneliness
(the loss of a key attachment figure such as a spouse) from social loneliness
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(a reduced social network) (see Weiss 1973). In his extended Bowlby
theory, Weiss (2007) argues that whether or not a relationship is
functionally substitutable is a key feature of the distress that mani-
fests itself as loneliness. Both of these perspectives have relevance to
the widowed population who experience reductions in their social
networks (Bennett et al. 2005a; Utz et al. 2002) and the loss of a primary
attachment relationship that is both functionally highly specific and
‘‘non-substitutable’’ (Weiss 1973).

What do studies of widowhood in old age have to say about loneliness?
Loneliness has been reported as a feature of widowhood from the earliest
studies (Atchley 1975; Bowling & Cartwright 1982; Lopata 1980; Parkes
1972). Lund et al. (1993) reported that it was the greatest difficulty faced
by older widowed people. A number of recent studies have examined
whether loneliness among widowed people can be explained more
effectively by the loss perspective or by the Theory of Mental Incongruity
(van Baarsen 2002). There is evidence both for the Theory of Mental
Incongruity (Dykstra 1995) and for social loneliness (Utz et al. 2002).
Dykstra & De Jong Gierveld (2004) found evidence for both emotional and
social loneliness, when marital history was considered alongside gender.
Being socially embedded provided protection from emotional loneliness
for women but not men, for whom the marital bond was more important
both socially and emotionally. Van Baarsen (1999) tested hypotheses from
both Mental Incongruity Theory and emotional/social loneliness. She
found that whilst there was much support for emotional loneliness, there
was only some support for the theory of mental incongruity. What was
most interesting was that social support, whilst not providing protection
from loneliness in the short term, did so in the long term. Thus, it is
important to consider the temporal dimension in widowhood and lone-
liness research as well as age, gender and factors linked to the quality of
the marital relationship. To date, the strongest quantitative evidence
supports an emotional loneliness explanation with loneliness caused by
the loss of the spousal attachment figure (Stroebe et al. 1996).

As the evidence we have presented so far has shown, the focus in most
studies of loneliness has been on enumerating the extent of the ‘‘problem’’
of loneliness and establishing the characteristics of those groups most at
risk of experiencing this condition with the implicit objective of being able
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to ‘‘screen’’ potential risk groups and develop remedial interventions. There
has been much less emphasis on engaging with the qualitative elements of
older people’s understanding and experiences of loneliness (see Victor et al.
2009), although the study by Pettigrew (2007) is a notable exception (see
Gladstone 1995; Graneheim & Lundman 2010; Hauge & Kirkevold 2010).

The majority of articles on loneliness focus on the precursors to
loneliness, the consequences or the correlates of loneliness, with little
research examining what it feels like to be lonely (Boyle 2010) and more
specifically a widowed person. Qualitative studies of widowhood touch,
in passing, on loneliness experiences (Czerenda 2010; Davidson 2001, 2002).
Davidson (2001, 2002), for example, reported that for some widowers,
motivation for re-partnering was their feelings of loneliness. In the most
detailed research, Chambers (2005), in her widows’ narratives, identified
‘‘loneliness and despair’’ as one theme. These widows mainly reported
feelings of isolation and lack of support from family, with occasional
references to the absence of the husband. However, although loneliness was
identified as a theme, there is only one quote that directly mentions
loneliness. Thus, there are few studies which examine in detail what
loneliness means to older widowed people and nothing that examines their
spontaneous utterances about loneliness and the situations in which they
find themselves to be lonely. This article addresses these deficits in our
knowledge base by presenting the re-analysis of two existing qualitative
and quantitative studies examining the experience of widowhood amongst
older people in England. Our aims in undertaking this analysis were to
examine: (1) if participants raised the issue of loneliness unprompted � did
it emerge as a spontaneous theme? and (2) how was loneliness following
bereavement conceptualised and understood by participants?

Method

The data that formed the basis of this study were derived from two
independent studies of older widowed men and women conducted in
England. Study 1 was a qualitative study that was designed to explore the
experiences of older widowed men and women with an emphasis on
understanding the emotional and participatory changes that occurred
following spousal bereavement, with data collected in the East Midlands
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(labelled Mr./Mrs. � letter) (see Bennett & Vidal-Hall 2000). Study 2
focused on gender differences in affect and participation and was a mixed
methods study using both in-depth interviews and questionnaire methods,
with data collected in Merseyside (labelled Man/Woman�number) (see
e.g. Bennett et al. 2005a, b). These two studies combined included 125
widowed men and women aged between 55 and 98 years, who had been
widowed between 3 months and 60 years. Table 1 describes our sample.
Table 2 shows that there were no statistically significant differences in
terms of age, length of time they had been married or duration of
widowhood between the lonely and non-lonely groups. There were no
differences either between the East Midlands and Merseyside samples.

Participants were all resident in the community, living in their own
homes or in sheltered accommodations. They were recruited via a diverse

Table 1. Demographic information distinguishing between sub-groups of
lonely and those not spontaneously reporting loneliness

Age Years widowed Years married

Lonely Men Mean 79.76 6.63 44.67
Std. Dev 7.29 6.17 12.36
Range 72�98 0.5�16 15�64

Women Mean 71.27 9.91 33.97
Std. Dev 7.97 7.78 12.53
Range 57�90 1�32 12�54

Total Mean 75.51 8.27 39.32
Std. Dev 8.71 7.26 13.43
Range 57�98 0.5�32 12�64

Non-lonely Men Mean 75.32 8.24 40.61
Std. Dev 8.35 5.9 13.4
Range 55�90 0.25�25 5�64

Women Mean 73.63 13.29 36.85
Std. Dev 8.14 11.55 12.43
Range 58�95 1�26 plus

an outlier at 60
2�63

Total Mean 74.47 10.76 38.73
Std. Dev 8.23 9.22 13.01
Range 55�95 0.25�26 2�64
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range of formal and informal groups run for or by older people, including
organisations run for and by widows, trade unions, organisations
supporting older adults and social service departments (see Bennett
et al. 2005a for a discussion of selection issues). Interviews were non-
prescriptive and semi-structured in nature, as the aims of the original
studies were to learn from the widowed people what was important to
them using the approach of ‘‘We are the novices and you have the
experience.’’ We asked about life before widowhood, around the time of
bereavement, one year after, and at the time of interview. We wanted to
know what respondents did and how they felt at these different times, so
we used prompts such as ‘‘what did you do?’’ and ‘‘what did you feel?’’
(see Bennett & Vidal-Hall 2000). All respondents gave informed consent
and the research teams tape-recorded the interviews, conducted at the
respondents’ homes, ranging from three-quarters of an hour to an hour-
and-a-half. Interviews were transcribed verbatim. Ethical approval was
obtained from appropriate local ethics committees.

Analysis

Stage 1. This method was the same for both studies. As the interviews
were completed, they were transcribed and analysed using a grounded
theory approach (Bennett & Vidal-Hall 2000; Charmaz 1995; Smith 1995).
More specifically, the interviews were read line-by-line to gain a holistic
overview and then re-read and coded. This process was reflexive, and as
new codes and themes emerged, the interviews were recoded. Although
the two studies were independent, the content of the interviews had many
similarities and over 300 codes emerged from the analysis of the 125
interviews. The codes were diverse, including talking to the dead spouse,

Table 2. T-test to show non-significant differences between sub-groups of
lonely and those not spontaneously reporting loneliness

t df Sig. p

Age �0.166 103.827 0.869
Length of time married 0.163 103.479 0.871
Length of time widowed 1.335 116.818 0.184
Place (East Midlands versus Merseyside) 0.174 106.376 0.862
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death narrative, grief and keeping busy. Another notable code was lonely.
This was generated when participants spontaneously used the words
‘‘lonely’’, ‘‘loneliness’’ or ‘‘lonesome’’ but not simply the word ‘‘alone’’.
Fifty-three of the 125 interviews (42%) were coded as lonely. Analysis of
the code ‘‘alone’’ is presented elsewhere � in that work, women (but not
men) who talked about being ‘‘alone’’ were more likely to be coping well
(Bennett et al. 2005a). Thus, we believe that being alone has different
meanings from being lonely or lonesome. All interviews were coded blind
by other members of the original research team so that reliability across
interviews could be assessed � agreement was found to be 80%.

Stage 2. Fifty-three interviews, where loneliness was spoken of sponta-
neously, were analysed in detail with the focus on those passages where
participants spoke explicitly of being lonely, lonesome or of loneliness.
These passages were coded in a similar manner to stage one, that is, inde-
pendently by members of the current research team.

Three key themes emerged from this reanalysis: notions of absence, the
spatial/temporal aspects of loneliness and unelaborated loneliness. The
first two of these themes were further analysed to understand in detail
the experience of loneliness. Explanations from an individual were not
confined to one theme.

Results

Overall, 42% of the participants interviewed in these studies spontaneously
talked about loneliness: there was no prompting or mention of the topic in
the interview guides. Thus, our remaining analysis focuses on this sub-
sample of 53 interviews.We now present the results of the three key themes.

Absence

Absence was a central theme within our participants’ narratives of
loneliness. In 26 interviews, participants discussed their loneliness focus-
ing on the absence of the spouse, in particular, or the absence of people in
general (50% of those participants who reported being lonely).

Of these participants, more than half (61%, n�16) described
their loneliness as the absence of their spouse and this broad theme
encapsulates four important components: the absence of the spouse,
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the ‘‘irreplaceable’’ nature of their spouse, the permanence of the loss and
the spatial elements of this loss. This notion of loneliness clearly resonates
with the ideas of Weiss (1973) about the loss of a ‘‘key’’ attachment figure
who is ‘‘non-substitutable’’ being central to the experience of loneliness.
Our participants report that they are surrounded by family and friends,
live active social lives and do not describe themselves as ‘‘outsiders’’, nor
would their communities describe them as lonely. We can see the four
dimensions of this theme illustrated as follows:

. Loss of their spouse:

I felt the absence. (Mr. Q)
. . . . Only to have her back. (Man 13)

. The specificity of the loss � the absence of the specific person who
was their spouse and not simply the absence of someone who could
be a spouse:

Because for me, nobody would ever fill Andrew’s shoes. (Mrs. A)

. The permanence of the loss: it is not only the absence that leads to
loneliness � it is the permanent absence. Mr. H’s wife had been in and
out of hospital, sometimes absent for a few months. He had not been
lonely then (or at least not in the same way). However, now he knows
she is not coming home:

Suddenly alone . . . previously when I’d been on my own she was goin’ to come back
in a couple of months but I knew now she wouldn’t. (Mr. H)

Although Mr. H uses the term ‘‘alone’’ in this quote (and we have more to
say about the use of that word later), rather than the term ‘‘lonely’’, which
he does elsewhere, we have chosen this quote because it demonstrates so
well the permanence of his situation.

. The spatial elements of the loss of a spouse. Loneliness was
associated not simply with the absence of their spouse, or the
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permanence of this loss but also with their absence from a particular
place in the house/home. Often this was absence from a chair,

He wasn’t in that chair. (Woman 29)
I never sat on my own as my husband was always there. (Woman 9)
I was always sat in that chair there and whenever I looked up from here she was there.
But when she’d gone she was not. (Man 8)

In 10 interviews (39% of those talking about absences), participants talked
more generally about the loneliness associated with the absence of people.
This resonates more closely with Weiss’s (2007) notion of absence of
community (friends, kin, etc.) and, perhaps, has more in common with
what we would expect when someone describes him or herself as lonely.
At the same time, this also reflects the view of Utz et al. (2002) that social
networks do shrink, illustrated by comments highlighting that:

Nobody comes in this house. (Man 28)
I didn’t see neighbors. (Woman 17)
You haven’t got anybody to talk to. (Woman 7)

There is also the pernicious effect that this lack of social interaction can
have as illustrated by Mr. D who feels that he no longer can talk to others,
and as a result people stop wanting to talk to him � a vicious circle:

I’ve lost the art of conversation, people don’t have much to do with me.

And the fear that:

They wouldn’t know if I was dead. (Man 12)

Time and Place

The second key theme, that links with the ideas about absence as an
explanation and cause of loneliness, relates to the socio-temporal dimen-
sion of loneliness. This theme was present in 18 of the interviews (34% of
those reporting to be lonely) and relates to the seasonal and weekly
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patterns of life rather than time since bereavement. Mrs. M drew attention
to the importance of time in the genesis of loneliness when she commented:

Sometimes I . . . from when the sun comes in to the next week, I never sort of see
anybody apart from when I go out to see people. Nobody goes, ladies won’t come out
at night, you know.

Night-time was problematic. In many households, couples would have
spent the evenings together, or at least have been in the house together, for
most of their married lives, whether working or retired. Now our
participants were alone in the house and we can see this illustrated in
these comments from both men and women:

I’m lonely of a night. (Man 16)
Night-time the worst time. (Woman 31)
Of a night you’re lonely. (Woman 12)

For many women, evenings highlighted their loneliness, making them feel
trapped in their own homes. During the day, they could escape the
emptiness of their houses but at night there was no escape, unless people
visited and as we have seen this was a rare occurrence:

I shut myself in at night and that’s it . . . it begins to worry you. (Mrs. M)
It’s when darkness . . . that you’re lonely. (Mrs. C)

This contrasts with most male participants who also spoke of being
‘‘trapped’’ within their homes but it was not linked to a specific time of
day; in particular, two men (Man 28 and Man 42), used the expression:

Only got these four walls.

The temporal patterns of loneliness are not simply diurnal but are overlaid
by weekly patterns, with weekends seen as a lonely time as these were the
days that others spent with family. Interestingly, this observation was
confined to the women in our sample as the comments from Mrs. M and
Woman 44, respectively, illustrate:
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Such a lonely life . . . . Saturdays and Sundays are a bit dead for me . . . .
So long [Sunday] and so lonely.

In addition, again only our female participants observed that the weekend
was also seen as a time when other people were seen in couples (n�4)
and this emphasised how lonely the women were without their husbands.
As Woman 20 says:

I find the weekends very lonely because people are always in couples at the weekends.

Unelaborated Loneliness

Fifteen per cent of these participants (n�8) described themselves as being
lonely but offered no further elaboration. These participants seem to
assume that the interviewer understood what they meant by being lonely
and that it needed no additional explanation. Perhaps, they felt that the
experience and the underpinning meanings were self-evident. A further
4% simply described the emotional experience of loneliness (n�8):

The worse thing to endure in life is to be lonely. (Man 43)
I’ve never been so lonely in my life . . . , it broke my heart . . . . So you do get a depth
of loneliness. (Mrs. I)

Discussion

Significant loneliness is consistently reported by 8�10% of the popu-
lation aged 65 and above across Britain, Western/Northern Europe,
North America and Australasia, with the widowed consistently identified
as being at increased risk of experiencing loneliness across a range of
studies and countries (Dykstra 2009; Yang & Victor 2011). Rates of
reported loneliness are approximately double for the widowed compared
with the general population of elders and several orders of magnitude
higher than those who are married. Although there are a number of
studies that have examined the statistical association between widowhood
and loneliness, there are comparatively few studies that have focused on
this relationship from a qualitative perspective. Do older widowed people
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talk about loneliness? How do they conceptualise and understand lone-
liness and can these understandings help us shape potential interventions
to alleviate loneliness both for the widowed and others?

Almost half (42%) of our 125 participants spoke freely and openly about
the experience of loneliness without any prompting. Whilst this is a
specific population, it suggests that, as Victor et al. (2005b) report, older
people are willing to talk about loneliness and that there is scope for more
qualitative studies examining this aspect of old age in-depth. We might
speculate that, for older people and, more specifically, older widows, the
high prevalence of bereavement reduces the ‘‘stigma’’ of loneliness that
may be more evident at earlier phases of the life-cycle. How do older
widows understand loneliness? We can identify three elements of our
participants’ understandings of loneliness: (1) an intuitive understanding
that needed no explanation or which was so profound that participants
could not articulate it with precision as illustrated thus ‘‘You felt as
though there were something missing but you didn’t know what was
missing’’ (Woman 11); (2), notions of absence; and (3) the importance of
time (and place).

It is not surprising that respondents frequently discussed their loneliness
in terms of absence, since the popular view of loneliness focuses upon the
lack of social contacts (rarely considering that the quality of social contacts
might also be important). Indeed, dictionary definitions of loneliness
focus on being alone and in solitude rather than either the quality of
social relationships or the relationship with a specific ‘‘key’’ person. Our
respondents were very precise in defining the absence that underpinned
their loneliness and it did not, for example, often concern social isolation.
Instead, it was identified as the absence of a spouse or indeed the absence
of a spouse from a particular location within the home or domestic
environment. This focus upon the loss of a key ‘‘attachment’’ relationship
supports the ideas of Weiss (1973), but our respondents linking the
absence of an individual with their absence from a specific location,
develops these ideas further. Loneliness is clearly located within both a
spatial and temporal context that encompasses the daily and weekly
rhythm of life. For our respondents, night-time is clearly a time of
vulnerability at which they are most likely to experience loneliness. This
resonates with survey results of Victor et al. (2005a), where 64% of those
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who reported loneliness experienced it at specific times, with almost half
(46%) reporting they felt most lonely during the evenings. Loneliness at
weekends was only described by women in this study but this again
validates the survey findings of Victor et al. (2009) who reported that 75%
of women and 52% of men reported that loneliness was linked to the
weekends. We may explain the gender differential in terms of the link
between loneliness and weekends by reference to the work of Bennett et al.
(2003) who observed that widowers are more likely to be taken care of by
their families at weekends. For example, they are more likely to be invited
for a meal on a Sunday by offspring or other relatives than are widows
who are perceived as more ‘‘domestically competent’’. This may reflect
attitudes about the perceived relative abilities (or otherwise) of widowed
men and women to care for themselves. Our results show, for the first
time, that these social relationships are played out within the context of
time, space and place. Our participants’ comments demonstrated how
these are explicitly and inextricably linked. We did examine our data to
see if there was evidence of patterns of loneliness that were related to
time-since-bereavement. However, there was no clear evidence suggesting
time-since-bereavement was an important factor in the discussions of
loneliness.

Our finding about the different types of loss/absence that underpin
loneliness � the death of a spouse and/or the denuding of the social
network and the temporal nature of the loneliness (and the variability
between men and women) � have implications for both the development
and delivery of interventions to alleviate loneliness in general and after
bereavement. Some interventions can compensate for some losses that arise
from bereavement by providing opportunities for social participation.
Interventions could be timed to respond to the time/days of week when
feelings of loneliness are most extreme but this suggests the need for
flexibility in service delivery timetables that are challenging for statutory
service providers. The data also suggest that interventions may need to be
scheduled differently for men and women. However, voluntary and ‘‘self-
help’’ organisations may be more appropriate and perceptive in develop-
ing services/interventions that may mesh more sensitively with expressed
needs of widows. For example, services like the Widow-to-Widow’s
programme in the United States are more likely to understand the

He wasn’t in that chair

45



importance of the timing of interventions (Silverman 1986). Many groups
for widows meet on a Sunday, as indeed do the widows from the East
Midlands in this study. Thus, ‘‘night-time’’ and/or weekend telephone
befriending services may be more appreciated than day-time services.
However, the majority of our participants report that it is the loss or
absence of the spouse that it is the root cause of loneliness and this is more
difficult to alleviate and to design interventions for. Some widowed people
do put in place strategies to reduce those feelings of absence. For example,
widowed women report rearranging the bedroom or the living room and
changing the position of ‘‘that chair’’. Others avoid coming home at
particular times or go out to avoid reminders of their lost attachment.
As with the Widow-to-Widow’s programme or the East Midlands’s
widowed groups, this type of advice might be more readily received
from other men and women in the ‘‘same boat’’, rather than from more
formal agencies.

Loneliness Versus Alone

Statistically, loneliness is associated with a range of negative health and
quality of life outcomes (see Luanaigh & Lawlor 2008). We can see these
negative consequences articulated by our participants who observed that
‘‘loneliness is a terrible thing’’ (Man 37) and that the experience of loneliness
could explain ‘‘ . . . why people do silly things to themselves when they’re
lonely’’ (Woman 8). Conceptually, it is important to distinguish between
being lonely and being alone. Woman 11 points out the distinction between
choosing to be alone and the loneliness which is imposed by the loss of a
spouse thus ‘‘Loneliness forced upon you � I am lonely. I am also alone but
that’s totally different.’’ Indeed being alone and adjusted to this way of life
can have positive psychological benefits as Bennett et al. (2005a) found: older
widowedwomenwho reported being comfortable aloneweremore likely to
be coping than women who did not, or men in general.

Conclusion

Our data demonstrate that older people are willing and able to talk about
loneliness. In our case, participants spontaneously raised this topic. Hence,
we feel confident that we can address this issue in-depth within the
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context of qualitative interviews focusing on social engagement and
participation in later life as the work of Victor et al. (2009) also suggests.
The study also demonstrates that widowed people are not ashamed,
embarrassed or upset about talking of loneliness. To them, and this is
illustrated by those who do not elaborate on what it means, loneliness is a
common and indeed potentially normative aspect of widowhood. Thus, it
seems reasonable for studies to be more direct in discussing loneliness
with older people or, indeed, other age groups. It is after all no more
sensitive than asking widowed people about their bereavement.

This study provides evidence to support both the cognitive deficit and
loss conceptualisations of loneliness illustrating the complex and dynamic
nature of loneliness. Widowed people who talk about being lonely are
making (implicit) comparisons between what social contact they would
like, often with their spouse, and what they actually have, and this is often
in the context of the presence of more general social contacts. This is true
also of the temporal context of their loneliness, for example, wishing for
company at night or on Sunday. At the same time this evidence also
supports the deficit approaches � but is more specific than the theory
might imply. Our widowed people report, in general but not always, a
specific deficit � the loss of a spouse � the location of that within a specific
space and/or a specific temporal context, such as night-time or weekends.
Rather than seeing these models as in competition our data suggest
that they complement each other but that we also need to build on ideas
about space and time when developing our theoretical understanding
of loneliness and generating interventions. A model of widowhood and
loneliness should recognise that widowed people (a) may experience
reductions in actual social contacts; (b) may experience incongruence
between actual and desired quality and quantity of social contact; (c) may
experience losses in the relationships of community; and (d) almost
always experience the loss of a single and significant attachment figure.
And whilst they may experience all or few of them, they are not static
experiences, they are dynamic and any model needs to recognise that
these experiences are influenced by time and place. Thus, we would
argue that there is a rich research agenda to be pursued in developing
our understanding of loneliness and the focus on widowhood enables
us to identify key issues that are, perhaps, more obscure in studies of
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the general population. Our study, based upon the re-analysis of existing
interview data, provides new insights into the issue of loneliness in general
and loneliness and widowhood more specifically. Older widowed people
do spontaneously talk about what loneliness means to them and how they
experience it.
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In J. A. Smith, R. Harré & L. Van Langenhove (eds.), Rethinking Methods
in Psychology (pp. 9�27). London: Sage.

Steed, L., Boldy, D. & Iredell, H. (2007). The demographics of loneliness
among older people in Perth, Western Australia. Australasian Journal on
Ageing 26(2): 81�86.

Stroebe, W., Stroebe, M., Abakoumkin, G. & Schut, H. (1996). The role of
loneliness and social support in adjustment to loss: A test attachment
versus stress theory. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 70(6):
1241�1249.

Theeke, L. A. (2009). Predictors of loneliness in U.S. adults over age
sixty-five. Archives of Psychiatric Nursing 23(5): 387�396.

Utz, R. L., Carr, D., Nesse, R. & Wortman, C. B. (2002). The effect of
widowhood on older adults’ social participation: An evaluation of
activity, disengagement, and continuity theories. The Gerontologist 42:
522�533.

van Baarsen, B. (2002). Theories on coping with loss: The impact of
social support and self-esteem on adjustment to emotional and social
loneliness following a partner’s death in later life. Journal of Gerontology
B 57(1): S33�S42.

van Baarsen, B., Smit, J. H., Snijders, T. A. B. & Knipscheer, K. P. M. (1999).
Do personal conditions and circumstances surrounding partner loss
explain loneliness in newly bereaved older adults? Ageing and Society 1:
441�469.

Victor, C. R., Bond, J. & Scambler, S. (2009). The Social World of Older People.
Buckingham: Open University Press.

Victor, C. R., Grenade, L. & Boldy, D (2005b). Measuring loneliness in later
life: A comparison of differing measures. Reviews in Clinical Gerontology
15(1): 63�70.

He wasn’t in that chair

51

http://jrconsumers.com/Academic_Articles/issue_12/Loneliness_paper_academic2.pdf
http://jrconsumers.com/Academic_Articles/issue_12/Loneliness_paper_academic2.pdf
http://jrconsumers.com/Academic_Articles/issue_12/Loneliness_paper_academic2.pdf


Victor, C. R., Scambler, S. J., Bowling, A. & Bond, J (2005a). The prevalence
of, and risk factors for, loneliness in later life: A survey of older people
in Great Britain. Ageing and Society 25: 357�375.

Wang, G., Zhang, X., Wang, K., Li, Y., Shen, Q., Ge, X. & Hang, W. (2011).
Loneliness among the rural older people in Anhui, China: Prevalence
and associated factors. International Journal of Geriatric Psychiatry 26:
1162�1168.

Weiss, R. S. (1973). Loneliness: The Experience of Emotional and Social
Isolation. Cambridge MA: MIT Press.

Weiss, R. S. (2007). Reflections on extended Bowlby theory. In
M. Hewstone, H. Schut, J. de Wit, K. Van Den Bos & M. Stroebe
(eds.), The Scope of Social Psychology: Theory and Applications: Essays in
Honour of Wolfgang Stroebe (pp. 253�262). London: Psychology Press.

Yang, K. & Victor, C. (2011). Age and loneliness in 25 European nations.
Ageing and Society 31(8): 1368�1388.

International Journal of Ageing and Later Life

52



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


