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Table 1. Characteristics of Participants (N=301)
Characteristics Classification n (%)* Mean (SD) Min Max
Age 30.80 (8.31) 22 56
Gender Female 294 (97.7)

Male 7 (23)
Married 104 (34.6)
Marital status Not married 194 (64.5)
Others™ 3 (0.9
Associate degree 146 (48.5)
. Bachelor degree 115 (38.2)
Education Master degree 36 (11.9)
Doctorate degree 4 (1.4
Years of experience 7.36 (7.73) 0.08 35.33
Position Staff nurse 263 (87.4)
Manager 38 (12.6)
Large city 145 (48.5)
gf;‘;z ;"r‘g’gmg - Middle sized city 104 (34.8)
Rural 50 (16.7)
Buddhist 45 (15.0)
Protestant 90 (30.0)
Religion Catholic 58 (19.3)
None 104 (34.7)
Others 3 ( 1.0)
Experience of living Yes 153 (50.8)
with elders No 148 (49.2)
Experience of gerontological Yes 228 (76.0)
nursing courses No 71 (24.0)
Experience of education Yes 84 (28.1)
on elder abuse No 215 (71.9)
Never 4 (13)
Rarely 48 (16.1)
El"fil‘f;‘:t‘:o;" clder abuse Moderately 153 (51.3)
Often 86 (28.9)
Very often 7 (24)
Knowledge of legal issues 301 3.89 (1.80) 0.00 7.00
Attitude toward elders 301 3.59 (0.70) 1.40 5.60

* =% of valid N for each variable (Missing excluded); ¥ =Others :

28.1%°13101, meldttle] gk A=2gR HEFAS AR
A3t odAre 174%= A 1d F9b =9l w4 A
ol wiell A3 gk A ALl A b &
alolom, 513%E BEoR ekl 31.2%< A
A AskaAY w2 Hetlek il SEskTh gt

o] wolgto] tist MA #2 ATES welst Ay
A 1A Ad AFES oF s6%E 73 wilel Bt 3.89%
A 708 =& T oF 4Tl disll A SHEksih At
A wQlel tist EBlmE FARE AR 73 HmolA et
3.59% Sanders 5(1984)°] #A|AISH FHHE$(3.5-4.5)°l XI5}
Ak

OISOl CHEF HTCHAIRIS] AIZHY QAT

|2t EslX 17(1), 20104 2€

widow, divorced.

AFThIAe melstlel TR W7 ANFES 5

o
TR AR A9 Table 294 2tk AlA1A s, A4

;;H;gz% 61—1;H /\-];Hzﬂ—pﬂ _'lﬂ_ﬂ oo__‘%

shujo] qm AAPEE 57 UJM ﬁé

Table 2. Descriptive Statistics of Perceptions of

L
X

Seriousness on Elder Abuse (N=301)
Variables Mean (SD) Min Max

Perception of seriousness of elder abuse 3.07 (0.05) 1.58 4.83
Physical abuse 3.48 (0.69) 1.67 5.00
Emotional abuse 2.33 (0.75) 1.00 4.67
Financial abuse 2.70 (0.90) 1.00 5.00
Sexual abuse 4.53 (0.73) 1.00 5.00
Neglect 3.17 (0.69) 1.67 5.00
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AASNBE 4501 O A QRS A BA A7 QARES BANCR 3 Aol By, w9l
ekt s % oAk R AP Qs s 1 2ol Qe 0EAbE $37Eel g EAkl
& noiFglon], theoR AN SHACHE 348, YACHT  vIskel malstolel ofE w2 A7 ANFES Btk
3.17), A Sh(Bt 2.70), A S 233) o= Aol #ek wEE W AFol = FARY =1
A7 48Tk of gk A7 AAgEe] wmRlste] gt W Aol ¢l
= EAF B 58 Zlow vERHT
HTROARIL] S4of| WE oISl CHEh Al2Hd
QMYE QIO CHEH AIZHY QIMYEQ} R HATIl
22|

ATehaAe) SAel mE welstojel a A4 4%

9 Afoli= Table 37 2ok ATTUIAIY] WHFF(=-2.032, Arthte] B4 F ASUSE ZYE WFEY s
= .043)° w wlstehel] oigh Az A ETE fol dlell st A7 AR T 7He] AATHTAE A% A=
% a= 05004 EAH O fFojgt zfolE yEpllth 3dA] 3t Table 42} 2l wRlsttie] tigh A2HR HFAEAe= 171,
B £ NuBE w434 AERSEES olde] 3t = 003)3 eqlol ojg B 151, p= 009)% st
HE 7R FEAPE wQlgte] gt A 14HsT o gk A7 AR LS} SAAIAE YeERlL, §o5FE o=
= B 4 vk 7hEARY] A 9(t=-2.275, p= .024)°] wE O10A FARCZ Fosi3iTh
wQlstTel] ek 47 49 Aolw BARCE felw
A vEplon, ARitsAlel Rlu s w FhEAL o] = 9]
o gelAgel welshlel Hd 47 A4} g
QRS A P(=1976, p= 049)7F Astele] ol s B AN et 543 walshel g A7
& W AYE2813, p= 005)] WA wQlsTlel T ANFEe) wAE seksgor], FIHOR 1B}
Table 3. Differences in Perceptions of Seriousness on Elder Abuse by Characteristics of Participants (N=301)
Characteristics Classification M (SD) tor F Jo)
Female 3.07 (0.57)
Gender Male 3.00 (0.48) 0.338 735
. Married and others* 3.11 (0.62)

Marital status Never married 305 (0.54) 0.897 371
Educati Associate degree 3.01 (0.56) 2032 043
ueation Bachelor degree or highert 3.13 (0.58) - ’

i Staff nurse 3.04 (0.56)
Position N 330 (0.63) -2.275 .024
Large city 3.06 (0.59)
Home town (when growing up) Middle sized city 3.11 (0.51) 0.658 S18
Rural 3.01 (0.63)
.. Religion 3.08 (0.54)
Religion No religion 3.06 (0.62) 0.347 128
. .. . Yes 3.06 (0.59)
Experience of living with elders No 3.08 (0.55) -0.259 796
Experience of gerontological nursing Yes 3.10 (0.56)
courses No 2.95 (0.58) 1976 049
Experience of education on elder Yes 3.21 (0.58)
abuse No 3.01 (0.51) 2813 003

*=Married, divorced, widowed; ¥ =Bachelor degree, Master degree, Doctorate degree.

Table 4. Correlations between Perceptions of Seriousness on Elder Abuse and Related Variables

Years of Exposure to elder Knowledge of Attitude toward
) Age . . ) ;
Variables experience abuse information  legal issues elders
r (o)
r (o) r (o) r (o) r (o)
Perceptions of seriousness of elder abuse .029 (.614) -.015 (.801) 171 (.003) .030 (.603) 151 (.009)
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A Study of Nurses' Characteristics and their Perception
of Seriousness of Elder Abuse

Ko, Chung Mee"

1) Associate Professor, College of Nursing, Sungshin Women's University

Purpose: This study was designed to examine the relationship between nurses' characteristics and perception of
seriousness of elder abuse. Method: A cross-sectional survey design was used to describe the perception of elder
abuse by 301 nurses. Data were collected by convenience sampling. The research instruments utilized in this study
were 12 scenarios adapted by Yoo & Kim from the 13 senarios to measure the perception of elder abuse
developed by Moon and Williams (1993), a seven item questionnaires related to elder abuse law, and a Semantic
Differential Scaling to measure attitudes toward elderly people. Data were analyzed with descriptive statistics, t-test,
ANOVA and Pearson's correlation. Results: The mean score for perceptions of elder abuse was 3.07. Among the
types of abuse, sexual abuse was perceived as the most severe type of abuse followed by physical abuse, neglect,
financial abuse, and emotional abuse in that order. Education, job position, experience of gerontological nursing
course, and education on elder abuse, exposure to elder abuse information, and attitudes toward elders were
significantly related to the perception of seriousness on elder abuse. Conclusions: The results of this study suggest
that provision of elder abuse education is needed for nurses, to enable them to identify elder abuse and address
their legal and professional responsibilities.
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