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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Participants

(N=108)
Variables Categories Frequency (%)
Gender Male 46 (42.6)
Female 62 (57.4)
Age 60-69 43 (39.8)
70-79 51 (47.2)
>80 14 (13 )
Living together with ~ Children 52 (48.1)
Spouse 40 (37 )
Alone 13 (12 )
Facility & others 3 (238)
Number of children No child 2 (19
1 1 (0.9
2 14 (13 )
>3 90 (83.3)
Frequency of contact Daily 3 (238
with their children in  2/week 16 (14.8)
the case of living 1/month 17 (15.7)
separately with their 1/2-3month 11 (10.2)
children 1/6month-year 8 (74
Religion No 31 (28.7)
Yes 77 (71.3)
Educational level No literacy 30 (27.8)
Literacy 22 (20.4)
Village school 18 (16.7)
Elementary school 21 (19.4)
Middle school 9 ( 83)
High school 4 (3.7
College 4 (3.7
Job Yes 37 (34.3)
No 68 (63 )
Livelihood Children 55 (50.9)
in no job Real estate 2 (1.9
Retirement pay 9 (83)
Government subsides 2 (19
Health status Very good 11 (10.2)
Good 31 (28.7)
Moderate 26 (24.1)
Poor 34 (31.5)
Very poor 6 (5.6)
Number of diagnosed 0 21 (19.4)
disease 1 55 (50.9)
2 23 (21.3)
3 7 ( 6.5)
4 2 (19

Table 2. ADL, Family Relations and Self-Integrity of the

Participants (N=108)
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)*
ADL & IADL 63.12 (11.74) 4.21 (0.78)
Family relations 103.29 (15.26) 4.13 (0.61)
Self-integrity 105.29 (18.29) 3.40 (0.59)
* total scores/number of items.
ADL=Activities of daily living;
IADL=Instrumental activities of daily living.
123
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Table 3. Experiences of Direct Elder Abuse and Its Severity (N=108)
Experience Severity of the experience
Items Dont Have Most Severe Moderate  Mild Mean
have severe (SD)
n (%) n(% n(%) n(% n%) 0%
1. Blame carelessness for the elder's fault 53 (49.1) 55 (50.9) 0 (0.0) 5 (4.6) 19 (17.6) 31 (28.7) .78 ( .90)
2. Ignoring the elder 64 (59.3) 44 (40.7) 0 (0.0) 9 (8.3) 15 (13.9) 20 (18.5) .71 (1.00)
3. Decide household without the elder's opinion ar all 76 (70.4) 32 (29.6) 4 3.7) 4 (3.7) 15 (13.9) 9 ( 83) .62 (1.10)
4. Talk imposing burden to them with the elder care in 101 (93.5) 7 (6.5 1 (0.9) 1 (09 3(28 2(19 .14 (.59
front of the elder
5. Talk openly uselessness of elder pople by disclosing 99 91.7) 9 (83) 0 (0.0 1 (09) 2(L19 6(56) .12 ( 45
elder's fault
6. Yelling loudly to the elder 56 (51.9) 52 (48.1) 2 (1.9) 6 (5.6) 21 (19.4) 23 (21.3) .84 (1.04)
7. Respond to the elder's demand but no communication, 85 (78.7) 23 (21.3) 0 (0.0) 4 (37 8 (74) 11 (10.2) .36 ( .78)
doing only responsible task
8. Not treat as an elder but a child 100 (92.6) 8 (74) 0 (.00 328 4(37) 1(09 .17 ( .62)
9. Let doing overwork too hard for the elder 108 (100) 0 (0 ) 0 (0.0 0 (0.00 0(0.0) 0¢(0.0) .00(.00)
10. Not provide health care for ill elder 105 (97.2) 3 (28 0.0 0.0 2(19 1(09) .05(.29
11. Not care to take medication at the right time 99 91.7) 9 (83) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 3 (28 6(5.6) .11 (0.39)
12. Being left non attentive at meal time for disabled elder 103 (95.4) 5 ( 4.6) 0 (0.0) 0.0 4(37) 1(09) .08 (0.39)
13. Provide no food at meal time 107 (99.1) 1 (0.9) 0 (.00 0(.00 1(09 0 (0.00 .02(0.19)
14. Not provide assistive device e.g., denture, hearing aid, 103 (954) 6 ( 5.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)0 3 (28 2 (19 .07 (0.35
glasses, and cane
15. No enough heating for elder's dwelling room 99 91.7) 9 (83) 0 (0.0 1 (09) 0(00) 8(74) .10 (0.39)
16. Go travel without the elder 92 (85.2) 16 (14.8) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (1.9 14 (13 ) .17 (0.42)
17. Throw things around to an elder when the elder made 103 (95.4) 5 ( 4.6) 2 (1.9 2(19) 0(00) 1(09) .14 (0.68)
bad job
18. Place the elder under house arrest for extended periods 107 (99.1) 1 ( 0.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)0) 0(0.0) 1(0.9) .01 (0.10)
of time
19. Shove & hit the elder 99 (91.7) 16 (14.8) 3 (2.8) 1 (0.9) 5 (46) 7(65) .30 (0.83)
20. Move out & immigrate without the elder 98 (90.7) 10 (9.3) 0 (0.0) 2(1.9) 2 (19 5 (4.6) .14 (0.52)
21. Let the elder stay nursing home irrelevant to elder's 106 (98.1) 2 (190 1 (0.9) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.9) .05(0.40)
opinion
22. Demands forcibly for jewelry, money, and goods 78 (72.2) 30 (27.8) 3 (2.8) 5(46) 13 (12 ) 9 ( 83) .57 (1.05)
23. Take out loan a mortgage on elder's property without 104 (96.3) 4 ( 3.7) 2 (1.9) 109 109 0(0.0) .12 (0.64)
consent
24. Not provide living cost & allowance for the elder in 101 (93.5) 8 ( 74) 0 (0.0) 328 1(09) 3 (28) .13 (.55
poverty
25. Sell elder's house without consent then let the elder 108 (100) 0 (0 ) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0)0 0(0.0) 0(0.0) .00 (0.00)
live poorer place
26. Withdrawals from elder's account freely 105 (97.2) 3 (2.8 1(0.9) 0.0 109 1 (0.9 .06 (0.44)
124 TEZES eS| x| 12(2), 20094 12€
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Table 4. Experiences of Indirect Elder abuse and Its Severity (N=108)
Experience Severity of the experience
[tems Dont Have Most Severe Moderate  Mild Mean
have severe (SD)
n(% n(%) n(% n(% n% n(%
1. Blame carelessness for the elder's fault 67 (62.0) 41 3790 1 ( 9) 8 (74) 12 (11.1) 20 (18.5) .67 (1.0)
2. Ignoring the elder 39 (36.1) 69 (63.8) 4 (3.7) 16 (14.8) 23 (21.3) 26 (24.0) 1.26 (1.2)
3. Decide household without the elder's opinion ar all 36 (33.3) 72 (66.6) 17 (15.7) 9 (8.33) 30 (27.7) 16 (14.8) 1.58 (1.4)
4. Talk imposing burden to them with the elder care in 23 (21.3) 85 (78.7) 29 (26.8) 22 (20.3) 22 (20.3) 12 (11.1) 2.20 (1.4)
front of the elder
5. Talk openly uselessness of elder pople by disclosing 23 (21.3) 85 (78.7) 24 (22.2) 15 (13.8) 20 (18.5) 26 (24.0) 1.92 (1.4)
elder's fault
6. Yelling loudly to the elder 29 (26.8) 79 (73.1) 14 (12.9) 18 (16.6) 24 (22.2) 23 (21.3) 1.68 (1.3)
7. Respond to the elder's demand but no communication, 63 (58.3) 45 (41.6) 3 ( 2.7) 11 (10.1) 18 (16.6) 13 (12.0) .87 (1.18)
doing only responsible task
8. Not treat as an elder but a child 38 (35.1) 70 (64.8) 15 (13.8) 12 (11.1) 14 (12.9) 29 (26.8) 1.42 (1.4)
9. Let doing overwork too hard for the elder 12 (11.1) 96 (88.8) 32 (29.6) 22 (20.3) 16 (14.8) 26 (24.0) 2.33 (1.4)
10. Not provide health care for ill elder 12 (11.1) 96 (88.8) 37 (34.2) 28 (25.9) 14 (12.9) 17 (15.7) 2.56 (1.3)
11. Not care to take medication at the right time 41 (37.9) 67 (62.0) 15 (13.8) 19 (17.5) 13 (12.0) 20 (18.5) 1.51 (1.4)
12. Being left non attentive at meal time for disabled elder 15 (13.8) 93 (86.1) 33 (30.5) 33 (30.5) 16 (14.8) 11 (10.1) 2.54 (1.3)
13. Provide no food at meal time 5 (4.63) 103 (95.3) 53 (49.0) 34 (31.4) 11 (10.1) 5 (4.63) 3.16 (1.0)
14. Not provide assistive device e.g., denture, hearing aid, 42 (38.8) 66 (61.1) 7 ( 6.4) 15 (13.8) 26 (24.0) 18 (16.6) 1.32 (1.3)
glasses, and cane
15. No enough heating for elder's dwelling room 31 (28.7) 77 (71.3) 9 ( 8.3) 22 (20.3) 20 (18.5) 26 (24.0) 1.56 (1.3)
16. Go travel without the elder 50 (46.3) 58 (53.7) 26 (24.0) 10 ( 9.2) 10 (9.26) 12 (11.1) 1.54 (1.6)
17. Throw things around to an elder when the elder made 0 ( .00) 108 (100) 58 (53.7) 19 (17.5) 21 (19.4) 10 ( 9.2) 3.16 (1.0)
bad job
18. Place the elder under house arrest for extended periods 0 ( .00) 108 (100) 94 (87.0) Il (10.1) 1 ( .93) 2 ( 1.8) 3.82 (.53)
of time
19. Shove & hit the elder 0 ( .00) 108 (100) 76 (70.3) 21 (19.4) 9 (8.33) 2 ( 1.8) 3.58 (.73)
20. Move out & immigrate without the elder 12 (11.1) 96 (88.8) 53 (49.0) 22 (20.3) 16 (14.8) 5 ( 4.6) 2.92 (1.3)
21. Let the elder stay nursing home irrelevant to elder's 16 (14.8) 92 (85.1) 43 (39.8) 31 (28.7) 15 (13.8) 3 ( 2.7) 2.76 (1.3)
opinion
22. Demands forcibly for jewelry, money, and goods 20 (18.5) 88 (81.4) 29 (26.8) 18 (16.6) 36 (33.3) 5 ( 4.6) 2.29 (1.4)
23. Take out loan a mortgage on elder's property without 13 (12.0) 95 (87.9) 31 (28.7) 25 (23.1) 32 (29.6) 7 ( 6.4) 2.50 (1.3)
consent
24. Not provide living cost & allowance for the elder in 26 (24.0) 82 (75.9) 14 (12.9) 16 (14.8) 26 (24.0) 26 (24.0) 1.69 (1.3)
poverty
25. Sell elder's house without consent then let the elder 5 (4.6) 103 (953) 43 (39.8) 34 (31.4) 17 (15.7) 9 ( 8.3) 2.94 (1.1)
live poorer place
26. Withdrawals from elder's account freely 20 (18.5) 88 (81.4) 26 (24.0) 31 (28.7) 22 (20.3) 9 ( 8.3) 2.31 (1.4)
A= wiE o3 Ao} Aldk o FFHYQUTKTable 4). Table 5. ADL, Family Relations and Self-integrity
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Depending on the Experiences of Direct Elder

Abuse
Experience of direct elder
abuse
. t yo)
Have Don't have
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
ADL & IADL 4.18 (0.78) 4.29 (0.79) 0.62 0.54
Family relations  4.00 (0.62)  4.58 (0.25)  6.81  0.00
Self-integrity 3.28 (0.58) 3.79 (0.46) 4.02  0.00
ADL=Activities of daily living;
IADL=Instrumental activities of daily living.
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A Study about Elder Abuse Experiences of Elderly People

So, Heeyoung” - Kim, Hyunli” - Jung, Miyeonz)

1) College of Nursing, Chungnam National University
2) Department of Nursing, Daejeon Health Sciences College

Purpose: This study was to explore elderly people's elder abuse experiences, and the relations between the abuse
experiences (direct and indirect) and their level of activities of daily living, family relations and self-integrity.
Method: A descriptive survey was conducted, and the participants were 108 elderly people. Data were analyzed
using SPSS by descriptive statistics and t-test. Result: It was that indirect abuse experiences of the elder was
higher than direct abuse experiences. In this research, the most common kind of direct elder abuse was
‘psychological abuse and negligence’, and the severity was low. The largest portion of indirect abuse experiences
belonged to ‘physical abuse and negligence’, and the severity was high. The older people who had direct abuse
experiences showed lowered self-integrity and serious family problems and stress. Conclusion: The experiences of
elder abuse showed differences in family relations and self integrity. Hence, there should be a nursing intervention
improving psycho-social factors such as self integrity and family relations, and systematic and easily available
supporting organizations for victims of elder abuse.
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