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Table 1. Demographics of Participants N=163
Variables Category N(%) Mean+SD
Child’s age (months) 28.65+21.20
(25 87(53.4)
>25 76(45.6)
Child’s gender Boy 60 (41.7)
Girl 84 (568.3)
Birth order 1 81 (62.6)
2 51 (33.1)
3 16 (10.4)
4 6 (3.9
Days of child care 5 56 (34.1)
attendance (week) 3~4 25 (15.2)
<2 82 (50.0)
Parent's age (years) 33.566+5.48
»35 94(63.5)
<3b 54(36.5)
Relationship with a child Mother 152 (93.3)
Father 6(3.7)
Others(grandparents, relatives, babysitters) 5(3.1)
Main caregiver Mother 1565 (94.5)
Father 1(0.6)
Grandparents 3(1.8)
Babysitters 1 (0.6)
Others 4 (2.5)
Family type Nuclear 136 (85.5)
Expanded 5 (9.4)
Single parent 6 (3.8)
Other 2 (1.3)
Educational status <9years 2 (1.2)
High school 54 (33.5)
Undergraduate 100 (62.1)
Graduate 5 (3.1
Work status Housewife 138 (85.7)
Part-time job 3(8.1)
Full-time job 10 (6.2)
P, 1 tSoer FE/HY3 44.1%, /7Y Agle]l HxE A7t 73.7%3 12 FE7F G2 A+
26.3%, 3= 21.7%, vl4/AAH 20.4% o2 26.3%% Az 78 Folg dozl Aee

Bhgth MM Aavh wAd gams Adol
57.9%% 7V A% wAF Follm, 1 theow
44.7%, §4 30.9%, & 2 P 27.6%, I
11.8% #olgith. okge] Ala ¥elze &3 ol
50.0%2 AW =& AR, 4= 46.1%, "
41.4%, B2 O 22.4% o2 JERT
AL A 7K el A ARR B9 57.3%9

3 9 FEE W AE 34.7% HAeH 4

& 7BAFE 3.3%%0k Al ¥ B8 e H #
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Table 2. Characteristics of The Children’s In-Home Injuries in Low Income Families. N=163

Variables Category N %
Experience of injury at home Yes 152 92.7
No 12 7.3
Number(s) of injuries at home 1~2 77 54.6
3~56 39 27.7
>6 25 17.7
Type of injury Sliding 101 66.4
Burn 28 18.4
Fall 33 21.7
Squashed/Jammed 40 26.3
Swallowing/Choking 17 11.2
Cut/Abrasion 31 20.4
Crashed/Bumped 67 441
Electric burn 6 3.9
Others 2 1.3
Location of injury occurrence Bedroom 68 44.7
Livingroom 88 57.9
Kitchen 47 30.9
Bathroom 42 27.6
Robby 18 11.8
Balcony 5 3.3
Other 9 5.9
Body part being injured Head 63 41.4
Face 70 46.1
Trunk (chest/back) 5 3.3
Arms or hands 76 50.0
Legs or feet 34 22.4
Mode of coping with the injury Home management 86 57.3
Visit hospital 52 34.7
Hospitalized 5 3.3
Others (surgery, etc) 7 4.7
Level of recovery Resolved completely without disability 112 73.7
Resolved with a scar but not disabled 40 26.3
Permanently disabled 0 0.0
Existence of caregiver while injured Never 6 3.9
Yes frequently 90 58.8
Yes always 57 37.3
Ever child stay at home alone Yes 23 14.3
No 138 85.7
Experience of injury prevention Yes 68 42.2
education No 93 57.8

A= Ao Vet

3. F=2| olseHALLI0l CHEE 214
T X4, QFMALLL offydle AMY

Aa5F gl Fmel obEestme] Bk <
A, kel g A4, il a2 M Ul

. ©FXof| Cf olsotAAl o] AAFP o] FH-S Table 3¢
= ANE v} 2t} ekdxlm dbly AAEE i

39.69(SD=+6.49)1 = 3t o)de] &2 HEh
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Table 3. Means of Variables N=163
Variables Mean SD Minimum Maximum
Parental practices of in-home injury prevention 39.69 6.49 20.00 50.00
Parental perception on in-home injury 32.82 3.68 21.00 40.00
Knowledge on in-home injury prevention 5.18 1.28 1.00 8.00
Parenting stress 49.16 11.11 19.00 79.00
Table 4. Parental Practices of In-Home Injury Prevention by Demographics N=163
Variables Category Mean SD torF P
Parent's age (years) »35 38.66 6.05 2.39 0.018
<35 41.07 6.84

Relationship with a child Mother 39.62 6.39 -0.495 0.622
Others 40.58 7.96

Main caregivers Mother 39.67 6.41 -0.147 0.883
Others 40.00 8.19

Family type Nuclear 39.46 6.40 0.602 0.549
Expanded 40.33 7.17
Others 41.38 6.89

Educational status <9 vyears® 26.00 8.49 3.215 0.025
High school ® 39.93 5.87
Undergraduate ° 39.83 6.36
Graduate ° 38.20 10.57

Work status Housewife 38.69 8.34 -0.690 0.495
Job 39.88 6.10

Child's age (months) (24 39.61 6.27 0.326 0.745
>25 40.03 7.48

Child’s gender Boy 39.15 6.58 -0.731 0.466
Girl 39.96 6.60

Birth order 1 39.43 6.00 0.500 0.618
>2 39.94 6.97

Days of child care attendance 3~b 39.66 6.67 -1.206 0.711

per week <2 40.15 6.23

Experience of injury prevention Have 41.13 6.76 2.60 0.010

education Not have 38.48 6.09

@ ® Duncan post hoc analysis

QbdAbazel vt QX et 32.82(SD=+3.68) B 26.00(SD=+8.49)Hc= uF o 39.33

olltt. el that A4 8 FE T HHEel
W 5.1870& dehga, Fs2Edae i 49.16
(SD=+11.11)3 2.2 vepsich,

haake] dukd EAlo] wE R Ro] olEehbdAlwl
el A B Aolg BHI H3K(Table 4),
WAl Al mhet 354 o4 QhAtmeAH
A4 WT 41.07(SD=+6.84) 402 354 nlukz
Wit 38.66(SD=46.05)HHt}t FAHC R Foldh
e Zow Yetht=2.39, p=.018). =3 o}
olMye] mEggel] wet Afol7h 9lof FF oshe

ofl, m K
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Table b. Factors Affecting on Parental Practices for In-Home Injury Prevention N =163
. Model | Model |l
Variables B 5 : 5 B B " 5
Intercept 25.165 12.681 1.466 145
Parent's age 0.190 0.165 2.046 .043 0.197 0.1717  2.146 .034
Educational level 7.247 0.095 1.169 244 5801 0.076  .947  .346

(>9years=0,(9years=1)

Experience of injury prevention
education 1.907 0.150
(Not have=0, Have=1)

1.853 .066 1.996 0.167 1.950  .053

Knowledge on in-home injury

0.736  0.142 1.738 .084

prevention
:Dr]e?Lerctal perception on in-home 0332 0197 2460 015
Parenting stress -0.023 -0.040 -.499 619
Adj R® 0.041 0.092
F 3.089 .029 3.475 .003
g Apol7} fle Ao Yt BATE 0.092% 9.2% Aol e Aow yet
st 29 29 ®g F FRO A”(p=.034)3 <F
4. MASF B2 OfSUMALLD ofLlel A ke B4 12 (p=.015)°] & RFE Uetd=
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el gk ARG BEFE S obsbdAlLE 4
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53] fFE TS A7 FEA S (Variance =71 2ol A Feldlor & Fa3F Bty EAR

1
3| (tolerance) &to] 0.921 ©|3t& AL Tl o
F3A4Y FAE oA fE ACE YEyT
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ABSTRACT

Factors Affecting Parental Practices of In—home Injury
Prevention for Young Children in Low—Income Families

Hwang, Ra Il (Professor, Department of Nursing, Suwon Women's College)

Im, Yeo Jin (Instructor, College of Nursing, Korea University)

Purpose: This study examined the characteristics of in-home injuries of children in
low-income families and sought to identify the factors affecting parental in-home injury
prevention practices. Methods: A cross—sectional descriptive survey design was applied,
using questionnaires on in-home injury characteristics in children, parental in-home injury
prevention practices, parental perceptions and knowledge on childhood injuries, and the
Parental Stress Index. We queried 169 parents of children less than byears of age who were
enrolled in Nutrition Plus Projects at community health centers. Results: Overall, 92.7% of
children had experienced in—home injuries, with sliding crashes and bumping injuries as the
most frequent type of injury. The recovery rate with a scar after injury was 26.3%. Parental
practices for in-home injury prevention were higher according parental age, educational
status, and previous learning experiences regarding in-home safety and injury prevention.
The two most significant factors affecting parental in-home injury prevention practices were
age and parental perception of childhood injuries as being controllable and preventable.
Conclusions: Considering the high risk of in-home childhood injuries in low-income families,
safety education and the promotion of injury prevention practices for parents are
recommended. The strategy to enhance the parental perception on preventing childhood

injuries needs to be addressed.

Key words : Accident prevention, Poverty, Child, Preschool, Safety, Parenting
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