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Acceptance of Disability and Related Factors of Hemiplegic Elderly and Non-Elderly

Kim, Mi Hee

Associate Professor, Christian College of Nursing

Purpose: This study was conducted to study the acceptance of disability and influential factors between hemiplegic
elderly and non-elderly after stroke. Methods: Data were collected with questionnaires from 104 elderly and 134
non-elderly with hemiplegia. Data were analyzed by x*test, t-test, ANOVA, ANCOVA, Pearson correlation coefficient,
and multiple regression. Results: Significant predictors of acceptance of disability were family support, activities of daily
living, and age, and these factors accounted for 24.2% of variance in acceptance of disability in the hemiplegic elderly.
On the other hand, the significant predictors were family support and employment, and these factors accounted for
32.3% of variance in acceptance of disability in the non-elderly. Family support was the most influential variable in both
the elderly and the non-elderly. Conclusion: An acceptance of disability program for the hemiplegic elderly should be
designed differently from that for the non-elderly.

Key Words : Stroke, Hemiplegia, Disabled persons, Family, Activities of daily living
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Table 1. General characteristics of subjects (N=238)
Elderly (n= 104 Non-elderly (n = 134
Characteristics Categories y ( ) y ¢ ) X (p)
n (%) or M+ SD n (%) or M+ SD
Age (yr) 20 ~39 - 3(2.2)
40 ~49 - 28 (20.9)
50 ~59 - 73 (54.5)
60 ~ 64 - 30 (22.4) -
65 ~74 79 (76.0) -
75 ~84 25 (24.0) -
Total 70.45 £5.24 53.00 + 6.97
Gender Male 47 (45.2) 84 (62.7)
Female 57 (54.8) 50 (37.3) 7:24.(007)
Religion Yes 56 (53.8) 62 (46.3)
No 48 (46.2) 72 (53.7) 1.35(246)
Spouse Yes 54 (52.9) 99 (75.6)
No 48 (47.1) 32 (24.4) 1303 (.000)
Employment Yes 6(5.9) 28 (21.5)
No 96 (94.1) 102 (78.5) 1120 (001)
Education Illiteracy 42 (40.7) 12 (9.2)
Elementary 35 (34.0) 35 (26.7)
Middle school 8 (7.8) 21 (16.0) 47.09 (.000)
High school 14 (13.6) 34 (26.0)
= College 4(3.9) 29 (22.1)
Income Dissatisfaction 70 (67.3) 91 (68.0)
Moderate satisfaction 29 (27.9) 36 (27.0) 0.04 (.982)
Satisfaction 5(4.8) 6 (5.0)
Lesion of paralysis Left side 59 (57.8) 77 (58.8)
Right side 43 (42.2) 54 (41.2) 0.02 (:886)
Duration of <6 25 (24.5) 33 (24.6)
disability (month) 7 ~12 9 (8.8) 16 (11.9)
13 ~24 9 (8.8) 8 (6.0)
25 ~60 33(32.4) 36 (26.9) 2.32 (.804)
61 ~120 21 (20.6) 33 (24.6)
= 121 5(4.9) 8 (6.0)
Total (yr) 3.67+3.70 3.67 +3.80
No answering excluded.
ZFEAA 9 Aolla8 HE=e AtolE s §istho] at 64.90 £37.99%2 HuH] A7 9] 76.54 +33.22 Hrt
5 7bel BASA obe A, AL A §5 A Wgrou BAROR §oI3k Aol GISITHE = 1.6%0,
Y 2LEA w23 ANCOVA A 25 shjle. p=.195). 7 & IH] 71544 F=e dluie] =9l
w ZA3}= Table 33 Zth Wt 27.31£7.82, Hupd] A 0] HF 28.89 +7.81 2
A%, A, WA S AY 4T 2 o B % FRE EAN gt RERERT O w9
AlstAe o dFETBsHY B F L] i, FAHCR {7k Aol flAtHF=0.057, p=
% olafolgla Wrhu] 1=919] AAIE: B 812, Aol AEE HuhE] wQle] W 1938+
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Table 2. Difference of the acceptance of disability by characteristics of subjects

(N =238)

Elderly (n = 104)

Non-elderly (n = 134)

Characteristics Categories
M+ SD t or F(p) M +SD t or F(p)
Age (yr) 20 ~39 - 21.67+2.52
40 ~49 - 21.61+5.80
50 ~59 - 20.19 +5.37
3.337 (.002 0.018 (.99
60 ~ 64 - 7(.002) 19.27+5.70 (:997)
65 ~74 20.34 +£5.74 -
75 ~84 16.32 £5.09 -
Gender Male 18.85£5.56 4.180 (.044) 20.19 £ 5.69
Female 19.81 £6.05 20.52+5.22 1.486 (:225)
Religion Yes 20.18 £5.75 20.94 £+ 5.80
No 18.44 £5.84 0482 (489) 19.78 +5.21 1.573(212)
Spouse Yes 19.65 £ 5.67 20.54 £ 5.62
No 19.04 + 6.07 0.090 (-764) 19.38 £5.07 0.664 (417)
Employment Yes 20.67 £3.72 23.82+4.69
No 19.16 £5.92 0845 (:360) 19.28 £5.37 12.656 (.001)
Education Illiteracy 17.81 £5.95 18.75+7.14
Elementary 19.74 £ 5.71 20.40 £ 5.17
Middle school 21.38 £5.01 2.259 (.068) 18.33+4.32 1.654 (.165)
High school 19.86 £4.88 20.76 £ 5.91
= College 25.50 £ 6.56 21.86£5.32
Income Dissatisfaction 1831 +5.72 19.51£5.17
Moderate satisfaction 21.45+5.84 1.426 (.246) 21.67+5.73 1.248 (.294)
Satisfaction 22.20+3.11 23.67+7.12
Lesion of paralysis Left side 20.03 £5.70 19.92 +5.80
2.752 (.101 0.656 (.420
Right side 18.67 £5.94 752 (-10D) 20.52 +4.96 (:420)
Durati ¢ <6 20.88 +5.64 22.34+£6.29
3@1??5( w10 19.67+7.12 18.63 +3.96
1SabIy (mon 13 ~24 17.67 + 4.64 1558 (150) 21,75+ 4.40 0.525 (757)
25 ~60 20.45+5.26 ’ ’ 1931 +6.31 ’ ’
61 ~120 16.14 £5.62 20.09 £+ 4.85
> 121 20.40 + 7.64 19.29 £4.07

Table 3. Comparison of acceptance of disability, activities of daily living and family support scores shown by elderly and

non-elderly with hemiplegia (N =238)
Elderly (n =104) Non-elderly (n = 134)
Variables F p
M=+ SD M=+ SD
Activities of daily living 64.90 £ 37.99 76.54 +33.22 1.690 195
Family support 27.31+7.82 28.89 £7.81 0.057 812
Acceptance of disability 19.38 +5.83 20.31 £5.50 2.066 152
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Table 4. Correlations among activities of daily living, family support and acceptance of disability

g|

A7 ] ol wub] PAPAC] Aof4g

(N =238)

Elderly (n=104)

Non-elderly (n=134)

Variables ADL Family support ADL Family support
1(p) r(p) r(p) r(p)
Acceptance of disability 316 (.001) .341 (.000) -.029 (.736) .527 (.000)
Self-satisfaction 244 (.012) 424 (.000) -.025 (.776) .535 (.000)
Compensatory behavioral qualities 275 (.005) 262 (.007) -.066 (.448) 515 (.000)
De-emphasis on disability salience .347 (.000) 195 (.047) .034 (.693) 272 (.001)

ADL = activities of daily living.
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Table S. Influential factors on acceptance of disability of hemiplegic elderly (N=104)
Variables B SE B t (p) R R’ F (p)
(Constant) 24.653 7.130 3.458 (.001)
Family support 0.226 0.065 303 3.452 (.001) 341 117 10.667
Activities of daily living 0.039 0.014 255 2.852(.005) 454 206 (.000)
Age -2.670 1.224 -.197 -2.181 (.032) 492 242
Table 6. Influential factors on acceptance of disability of non-elderly with hemiplegia (N=134)
Variables B SE B t (p) R R’ F (p)
(Constant) 7.204 1.741 4.137 (.000)
Family support 0.340 0.054 478 6.264 (.000) .536 287 3(00(3)3;
Employment 2.655 1.025 .198 2.589 (.011) .569 323
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