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Predictors of Intention to Report Elder Abuse among Elderly Women

Ko, Chung Mee

!Associate Professor, College of Nursing, Sungshin Women's University

Purpose: This study was designed to identify the predictors of elderly women's intention to report elder abuse.
Methods: A cross-sectional survey design was used. The participants were 204 elderly women aged over 60 living
in Seoul. Data were collected using self-reported questionnaires by convenience sampling. Data were analyzed with
frequencies, x? test, t-test and binary logistic regression. Results: Logistic regression analyses showed perception
of elderly welfare law, perception of seriousness of elder abuse, subjective economic status, and exposure to elder
abuse information were significant predictors of elderly women's intention to report elder abuse. Conclusions: The
results of study suggest that the provision of information related to elder abuse including elderly welfare law is crucial

toward elderly women in preventing elder abuse.
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Table 1. Frequency of Intention to Report (N=204)
Variable Categories n (%)
Intention to report Yes 104 (51.0)
No 100 (49.0)
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Table 2. Differences in Intention to Report by Sociodemographic Characteristics of Participants (N=204)
Intention to report
Variables n (%) or ME=SD Yes No x P
n (%) n (%)
Age 70.70%+6.72 2.87 24
60~69 86 (42.8) 50 (58.1) 36 (41,9)
70~79 93 (46.3) 43 (46.2) 50 (53.8)
>80 22 (10.9) 10 (45.5) 12 (54.5)
Living arrangement 2,82 .41
Couple 55 (27.1) 32(58.2) 23 (41.8)
With children 66 (32.5) 34 (51.5) 32 (48.5)
With friend or relative 32 (15.8) 17 (53.1) 15 (46.9)
Alone 50 (24.6) 21 (42.0) 29 (58.0)
Marital status 4.08 .04
Married 107 (52.7) 62 (57.9) 45 (42.1)
Bereaved or divorced 96 (47.3) 42 (43.8) 54 (56.2)
Religion 1.51 .22
Yes 177 (87.6) 94 (53.1) 83 (46.9)
No 25 (12.4) 10 (40.0) 15 (60.0)
Education 8.18 .08
Uneducated 19 (9.4) 6(31.6) 13 (68.4)
Elementary school 65 (32.2) 34 (52.3) 31 (47.7)
Middle school 47 (23.3) 28 (59.6) 19 (40.4)
High school 49 (24.3) 21 (42.9) 28 (57.1)
College 22 (10.8) 15 (68.2) 7 (31.8)
Subjective health status 4,94 .08
Healthy or very healthy 59 (29.0) 35 (59.3) 24 (40.7)
Moderate 73 (36.0) 30 (41.1) 43 (58.9)
Unhealthy or very unhealthy 71 (35.0) 39 (54.9) 32 (45.1)
Subjective economic status 11.50 <.01
Good or very good 48 (23.8) 34 (70.8) 14 (29.2)
Moderate 96 (47.5) 48 (50.0) 48 (50.0)
Poor or very poor 58 (28.7) 22(37.9) 36 (62.1)

Note. % of valid n for each variable(missing excluded).
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Table 3. Differences in Intention to Report by Elder Abuse-related Characteristics (N=204)
Intention to Report
Characteristics Categories  n (%) or MESD Yes No x’ort P
n (%) or M£SD n (%) or M*SD
Perception of Yes 92 (45.3) 59 (64.1) 33 (35.9) 11.20 .01
elderly welfare law No 111 (54.7) 45 (40.5) 66 (59.5)
Exposure to Frequently 70 (34.5) 47 (67.1) 23 (32.9) 13.09 <.01
elder abuse information Moderate 86 (42.4) 41 (47.7) 45 (52.3)
Rarely 47 (23.1) 16 (34.0) 31 (66.0)
Perception of seriousness of 3.05£0.64 3.15+0.63 2.94%0.63 2.37 .02
elder abuse
Note. % of valid n for each variable(missing excluded).
Table 4. Predictive Factors of Intention to Report by Logistic Regression
Variables Odds ratio P 95% CI
Marital status (reference; no spouse) 1.33 .37 0.71~2.47
Subjective economic status 1.99 <.01 1.26~3.12
Exposure to elder abuse information 1.86 <.01 1.22~2.83
Perception of elderly welfare law (reference: no) 2,55 <.01 1.36~4.77
Perception of seriousness of elder abuse 2.06 <.01 1.24~3.40

CI=confidence interval,
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