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Abstract

An examination of the elderly's vulnerability to fraud which used taxometric analyses was per-
formed. There are two positions about the elderly's vulnerability. The first position is that vul-
nerability to fraud is considered to be a continuous characteristic and the elderly can be more or
less vulnerable. The second position is that vulnerability to fraud is considered to be a discrete
characteristic and both vulnerable group and non-vulnerable group exist. If the first position is
taken, measures are needed to protect the elderly. If the second position is taken, only the vulner-
able group needs special protection. In order to examine whether vulnerability to fraud is a con-
tinuous variable or a discrete variable, analyses using MAXSLOPE, MAMBAC, MAXCOV and
MAXEIG 1in the taxometric methods were conducted. Results revealed that vulnerability to fraud
1s a continuous variable in many cases and some level of vulnerability is a characteristic all people
have. However, discrete results were obtained in some examples. As a result of analyzing the fea-
ture of a group with a high vulnerability to fraud, the members of this group had a high self-
efficacy value and a high tendency for using the heuristic decisionmaking strategies.
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