QEO: XMZOHR, 7IE7|E, XOIESH

=
T

- 371 XA I15T5 2 XotEF

ZJ

A

2AY Y 7+a st

o

_‘o’ll
_‘o’ll

3} -

7}

2t
=

£

2
B

&, A A

)

BN

STiA

Family Function and Self-esteem among Young and Middle-aged Adults with
Physical Disabilities

Kim, Kye Ha'

- Park, Gyeong Sook®

! Assistant Professor, 2Part-time Lecture, Department of Nursing, Chosun University

Purpose: This study examined family function and self-esteem among young and middle-aged adults with physical
disabilities. Methods: The subjects of this study consisted of 116 adults with physical disabilities. Data were collected
from 4 Community rehabilitation centers in C area from October to November 2008. All subjects were questioned
about family function and self-esteem by the APGAR scale and the Rosenberg Self-esteem Scale. SPSS/WIN 12.0
was used for descriptive analysis, t-test, one-way ANOVA, and Pearson correlation. Results: Subjects had a
moderate level of family function (5.31) and self-esteem (28.13). There were significant differences of family function
according to age, monthly income, economic status, and disability site. There were significant differences in
self-esteem according to age, gender, monthly income, and economic status. The level of family function and income
were related to self-esteem. Conclusion: These findings suggest that there is a necessity to improve family function
and self-esteem among young and middle-aged adults with physical disabilities. Nursing interventions should take
into account the role of family function in promoting self-esteem in people with physical disabilities.
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I AFE HZ=S Scheffe's test® Q1515
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o} 7] £]3)] Pearson's correlation coefficientsE -
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Sl ¥F=

6. 72 H2HH

2 A7t Bt dE 43.0342 Fda>
44.0%, =922 56.0% ail:} o] % A= 57.8%, oIx}
L4 2%3-11, ABALE 71891 A9} 57. 8%,

1] &2 37.1% 0.1, o] &oluf APE E= AL A
7} 5.1%¢1 Aoz ZuE 71507} 544%E
7P wekon, FiE 7HAA e tiidAtE 35.3%=
thes ARAISHATE 2E 3HS a1Fo] SLT%E 7P
woly tpeow 3w £o| 21.6%Auch ok
(69.0%)7} 1009+l mgke] =912 7HA]= Ao = e}
won, tdxse] Art ool Al AAYEHE
-9~ FESHP (39.7%) & HFEBIP (32.8%) = (145t
et &2 Ao S F AYE A S A5
7} 74.1% =] IcHTable 1).

tdARe] Aot 54 AmEd, Folleaa 1

Table 1. General characteristics

(N=116)

Characteristics Categories n (%) or M+ SD

Age(yr) 43.03+9.94
Young adult 51 (44.0)
Middle adult 65 (56.0)
Gender Male 67 (57.8)
Female 49 (42.2)
Marital Married 67 (57.8)
status Single 43 (37.1)
Others 6(5.1)
Religion Protestant 63 (54.4)
Catholic 12 (10.3)
None 41 (35.3)
Education < Elementary school 12 (10.3)
Middle school 25(21.6)
High school 60 (51.7)
= College 19 (16.4)
Income < 100 80 (69.0)
(10,000 won) = 100~ < 200 25(21.5)
=200 11(9.5)
Subjective Enough 9(7.8)
economy Moderate 23 (19.7)
status Less than enough 38 (32.8)
Much less than enough 46 (39.7)
Job Employed 30 (25.9)
Unemployed 86 (74.1)
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2. 71&7|s1 XOIESY &

FAE 715750 AokEF A== Table 3
of AAlEe] Uk =S 7HE7E e 574
7Hs%t W9 0~10 5 Hat 5312 FH A9 28
eRleh ZfopEFh A 1404 Hd 40714 &
e QAL Hat-2 28.130] 90t}

3. Quhs E4 o Fohza SN0l UE 57155 R
OIEZY HE
W QU S90] ue AR7I5e A8

2.469, p=.015), Y=Q(F =4.071, p=.020), =474

AFEE = 3499, p 002l Tt %70 Aol
) THTable 4). 2] A, HdZA QA4= 7}
Z7|% Azl 2d29 71EV|S ATET =9k,
A5AS A A% A 1007 wlRhe] 918 7}
A ziro] 2008k o] 4 9] 494 FhAE Kt
3] 71571 AEst fos o we Aoz e
vt =3 A E JAle] AAA AMEES

HEoleba Ql4sh [Ee) AHE] Y ) us
BEsth I QIAlSHs Rk 747 Amnct fo
sl ke,

AopzEZFe A (t=2.007, p=.047), A=
2.105, p=.037), Y5=(F=5817, p=.004), 7=

AAVFENE =3.479, p=.018)0] wte} EAKoZ §o
S Zpe]7F Urebsdth(Table 4). 2 3-0] S-S0l vs]
ApotzZ7ro] Eorom, ojAjo] YAH T RfolZt
o] ¥ H& Aoz vehgth Y592 1008Hd o4t

A - 29 7] 2 AR Q1] 7=

S AoFEFY

Table 2. Disability-related characteristics (N=116)
Characteristics Categories n (%)
Disability grade I 45 (38.9)
11 37(31.9)
11 23 (19.8)
v 3(2.6)
\Y% 4(3.4)
VI 4(3.4)
Disability site Lower limbs 62 (53.4)
Upper limbs 7(6.1)
Both limbs 34 (29.3)
Spine 13(11.2)
Duration of having <5 14 (12.0)
disability (yrs) =>5~<10 19 (16.4)
=10~<15 19 (16.4)
=15 64 (55.2)
Cause of disability Congenital disease 17 (14.7)
Acquired disease 49 (42.2)
Accident 50 (43.1)
Table 3. Family function and self-esteem (N=116)
Variables M=+SD Range
Family function 531+£2.88 0~10
Adaptation 1.12+£0.71 0~2
Partnership 1.03+£0.68 0~2
Growth 1.14+0.71 0~2
Affection 1.07 +£0.69 0~2
Resolve 0.96 + 0.62 0~2
Self-esteem 28.13£5.04 14 ~40

ofl A 2009k mTk ol ko] 1007k wRk o] Y4
& 7RI Hekrch Azl S5k wekow 4
T A% A% 2T AANEE foF Jolrt ¢
CH(Table 4).

ol SAel utE A1E71e FoReIE-
3.955, p=.010)9] e} -ol5k Hfol7} Yot Ak
A BEo) Aofrt 9l Akl 2 z=of Aol 7} 9l 1
ot} 712750 Awsl wekth(Table 5). Ao}z
A A=e oudt Aoljd SAoME o7t 2kl 7t
gl ALR2 YEth(Table 5).

N

-
AR

I

-229-



4Uz e A A2l 4

4, A2 &, 20094

Table 4. Family function and self-esteem according to general characteristics (N=116)
o . Family function Self-esteem
Characteristics Categories
M+ SD t or F p M+ SD t or F p
Age(yrs) Young adult 6.04 £2.58 29.18 £ 5.05
Middle adult 4.74£2.99 2469 015 27.31+4.92 2.007 047
Gender Male 5.01+3.06 27.30 £4.91
Female 5.71+2.58 1296197 29274506 2105 0%
Marital status Married 527+2.68 27.94 £5.22
Single 5.58+3.15 0.987 .376 28.44 £4.95 0.130 .879
Others 3.83+£2.99 28.00 +£4.15
Religion Christianity 530+2.88 28.56 +£5.17
Catholic 5.92+3.73 0.329 720 28.17+4.32 0.578 .562
None 5.15+2.65 27.46 +5.08
Education < Elementary school 4.83 +2.66 25.33 £3.58
Middle school 428 +2.69 28.68 +5.34
High school 5.63+£2.99 1775 1356 28.33 +£5.01 1.416 242
= College 5.95+2.72 28.53 +£5.35
Income (10,000 won)™ < 100 4,90 +2.88" 4071 27.13 £4.77" 5817
=100~ < 200 5.72+£2.79 a. <b .020 30.76 + 4.98° ; <b .004
> 200 7.36+2.20° 2945 +5.11 2
SubJCCtIVC economy Enough 7.33£2.74 29.56 +3.57
status Moderate 6.78 £2.33" 5.439 29.43 +4.60
Less than enough 4.87+2.84 a>b 002 29.18 £4.53 3479 018
Much less than enough  4.54+ 2.80° 26.33 £5.47
Job Employed 540291 28.93 +5.68
Unemployed 528+2.88 0.197 844 27.85£4.81 1.014 313
*Scheffe's test.
4. 7It&E7|st XotESZate 2 WA AR duby 54 F AokES Ay rolstiE
93, 4, A5, 7o FAYSE sy
qAAre] 7S5 3 Aol tTte) BAS AmE Aozl it AWl 301%2 271819tk 2
Ail, 715750 Aoteggte BAHeR Golgt 4 & mEoq 71E7)%ak 1009H ujgke] W)t
AL Qlo] TR 7HET o] £S5 Aok 2480, p=.0l40] dAHEe] AolEEAS Ashs
Aol S7Fhe ASRE UERthr = 439, p=.000). Frofet M9l o= UEti(Table 7).
3k 7}E7)5e] SRl B uf mE shiteele

Aottt ol

tfdafe] zfopEFgtol| &S vz
B7] 98 9A% dEFAEAS ©
77 sS SEHeRE dEedd=r o] W
Z2Z710] 192%2 AYslAtit=5.212,

A 7L M‘ii‘:}(Table 6).
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Table S. Family function and self-esteem according to disability-related characteristics (N=116)
o . Family function Self-esteem
Characteristics Categories
M +SD t or F p M+ SD t or F p
Disability grade I 4.78 +2.84 28.18 £5.96
II 5.38+£2.97 26.84 £3.44
111 6.04£2.79 28.91 £4.42
v 5.00 £4.36 0713 615 27.00 +£7.55 1.720 136
\% 6.25+£2.75 32.25+3.77
VI 5.75+2.50 30.75 £ 6.85
Disability site™ Lower limbs 5.50+2.54 29.00 £5.22
Upper limbs 5.71+3.30 3.955 28.57 £5.00
Both limbs 4.18+3.20" a<b 010 26.47+£4.22 1.904 133
Spine 7.15+2.30° 28.08 + 5.66
Duration of having <5 6.47+2.59 27.57+3.99
disability (yrs) >5~<10 4.95+2.36 27.00 £4.70
>10~<I15 4.61+3.06 1.341 264 26.74 £ 4.98 1513 215
=15 521+3.01 29.00 £5.29
Cause of disability Congenital disease 4.72+3.12 26.82£5.76
Acquired disease 5.25+2.89 0.294 746 29.08 £4.77 1.699 187
Accident 5.31+2.86 27.64 £4.97
*Scheffe's test.
Table 6. Correlation of family function and self-esteem (N=116)
Family function
Adaptation Partnership Growth Affection Resolve Total
Self-esteem 424 (.000) .284 (.002) 435 (.000) .397 (.000) .295 (.001) .439 (.000)
Table 7. The effect on self-esteem (N=116)
Self-esteem
B R’ B t p
Family function 0.769 192 439 5.212 .000
Income -2.725 301 -251 -2.489 .014
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