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Elder Abuse Perception and Caregiving Stress of the Adult Caregivers

Jang, Hee Kyoung' - Kim, Hye Young®
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*Department of Nursing, Catholic Sangji College, Andong, Korea

Purpose: This study was conducted to identify the relationship of the elder abuse perception with the caregiving
stress of adult caregivers and to investigate influencing factors on them. Methods: Data were collected from 398
adults aged 30-65, and analyzed with the SPSS/WIN program. Results: In the elder abuse perception, there were
differences in age, marital status, education, job, person to be taken care of, age of elderly mother, duration of
caregiving, economic status and health status of elderly parents. As for the caregiving stress, there were differ-
ences in age, marital status, income, health status, relationship with the elder, person to be taken care of, economic
status and health status of elder parents. Influencing factors on the elder abuse perception included caregiving
stress, education, marital status, health status of elders, and economic status of parents (30%). On the caregiving
stress, elder abuse perception, economic status of elders, and relationship between caregivers and elders were
influencing factors (24%). Conclusion: The results of this study suggest that it is needed to develop a nursing pro-
gram to prevent elder abuse and to decrease caregiving stress in caregivers. In addition, it should be considered
in tandem with significant influencing factors that were found in this study.

Key Words: Aged, Elder abuse, Nursing

M = 2005). 2009 HAIE A= =21 6,745 thde] =218t
e ALl = 79 F 19 B9 13.8%7} Sk o
1. 939 ey = 7o 2 JePdtHKorea Institute for Health and Social
Affairs [KIHSA], 2010). T3k 20113 A= =X 5 HE7]
et 778 S7ER Qe AlAA, FA1A, BAIA o= ALs)9f ol 23 A4=H sk AlElE 8,6037 0.2 20109 % 7,503
71520 Hofol| o]E T} =2 1 E Q1T F7HE =S| 7} Aol ¥af 14.7% Z7Fstglen, 2008 2,36971, 20093
A0l =2 FHY =004= A F7HA171 AckSong, 6,15974 0 2 vj\d 153 Z7}5}har Itk (Ministry of Health

Corresponding author: Kim, Hye Young

- o]

Department of Nursing, Catholic Sangji College, 45 Sangji-gil, Andong 760-711, Korea.
Tel: +82-10-3806-5190, Fax: +82-54-853-3260, E-mail: hye268@csj.ac.kr

e AR R3] AR Sstel AT A9,

Al

- This article is a revision of the first author's master's thesis from Keimyung University,

FEud: 20139 7€ 254 / AATEQ: 2013 9€ 159 / AT Y: 2013 9€ 24

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons. org/license/
by-nc/3.0), which permits unrestricted non-commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

© 2013 Korean Academy of Community Health Nursing

http://www kchn.or kr



Ml XA 9f =olsty ol

& Welfare [MHW], 2011), %8t 9-gug} =952 A}
Ao 7159 Al WA= A

] 62.8%= e AHE E7HA] %3'- w—% 2 34\01]
A A et o B2
02 =3 4= 9lth(jJung & Yun, 2012; Ko, 2010a)

u] =, =, vt 5 ATl A eelst] EAl o oSl
1970~80 A 7FE #AlE 71&0]7] Al&ste], =gqlsty o]
A4} A ol tigt 5 AT} 3 779t 1l
H-EoA =gl BA1S ofik - 3857 $1g Thokst
AT} Mu]2E 7 - 2AAL8EAL It Dong & Simon, 2013;
Kwon, 2004). $-glutebe] 79 w=218h) EA= 1980 dth
THAE 7H Hlelld doful= #AI7E oF-2 deiAe Ag
w9~ 7 2l= ALS|ESHA B4 0= Qlsto] 23 E ALSEAI A
t}h 19979 RIS & 71550 ddto g JHZER]
2 Hsiat Bo Foll A3 HEF 73S E ] Ad o
A3 S o A o2 Qle) AL A FAIE Q128HA| = ATk
(Bang, 2009; Ko, 2010b).

=1 Al o] 22 7Hd oA o] FolA]= -7t
won, 53] Rl 71EEel o3t sz} visict
(Ko, 2010a). E=3 7152 =219 AIA1A, Q1A A 7154
o7 Rogate] Hgo] =& wf Ftel whE AAA FEolvt
AFEE g B9 =R RE JIAEHA] @ Aol 7
mjiZoll(Park & Youn, 2001), o|23t FHGAE0] =218}
S o EA Q1AslAL Sl ke =18 &) Aste] =}
AE9] oA AA el S WA, =RIBH ohs 9
gk AREA Al A2 7P 7120t He Fatelrls sitt
(Lee & Lee, 2007).

A W=RIR1T HIE-2] F7tell whE LA, Al A, BAIA

0 2 o&H9] =9 Zy= 7AW AL ES] B 2EY A
2 ST, o]fg RS S0l 3 ARaldel
QlHok A ¢le] dgko 7 2008 d 7Y€ = =978

r\o °n-4

B 3L 2010 A HA =21%17- 5 5.6%RF 78] & il
o]tHMHW, 2010). A3t AhAL3]ellx] 715+
o] ozlo} 71ET 2] WslE <ls) =913} 34| B8]
= 71t AEE o W8] AR A = AAF 0 2 w9l
A7) SOl AR Qske Wl molE A A4 A
AL 715 s AL A e,
ot 59} 715 0] Agake olela Rerke 244

2 I7ETEE Y FARA dAE I 2 F 9
ofet el Aol seelshl o]0l 4 Slek(Fo,
2012; Johannesen & LoGiudice, 2013; Song, 2005). &=3F

> o

rir
112
o?.i

o rff o2 ¥ o2 ﬂll
o %
o o

IAlZ} EOF AEF A

lst o] t o] 714 UjellA] o] Folx &

3] FoFa oAl Afu e} A 9] Hﬂ%z}i el

H31CHKo, 2010a). webA] 715 U] F HoFA

S osla, olSe] Bof AEFA zji—%

G ola @A e AkE]A AA] H2ol E

XM= =lstd o] FAA A8 89S Fo l
1

o =& & F e TAA

%
?'SJ

1o -{o

e XL
) w ol H-'
o2 Ho o o

_,_.
i-f—loﬁ,"io

it

:é
X

% o (T yr
O
oll
S

\:1
N
E"mﬁ

N Lo

E
(]
)

R A G st QL o AEEAE
spolgict.

o gAkAte] elsh) ol Ala} 1
2 sl

« thgApe] selsiy <l
291% sfofge},

N} 52.0F 2E w20l v P

7} Rk ~AEYAE

spotatar, i‘ﬂf‘i}ﬂl ovw sop 2 BRRA B

= 1 304 o) 65A) kel Aol gz
A G AL YA F-2 o] AL 9IA) ol P
oA BAA =g FI glomA, & AFFhefel Folgt A
ofch, & A7H R 0| 27] BAL G'Power 3.1.3& o83}

Vol. 24 No. 3, 2013 359



Xt
(=]

gssARM o s Efis 1071, freldE(a=05), 34
#(1-p=95), E#HZ7|(F=100Y v BoF Hrge] R
T 20870 it wlebA] 2 A7te] 3987 A ATE
{3l SEe 27| = ghetdt,

3, gy

D) =Q13t Q12 SAET

£ AFoME A o] =18t Q1S ST =7
Moon#} Williams (1993)7} 71&s}aL, Yoo}l Kim (2004)
o] Mgt AH| 1271 5 -2t} Aol 54| o= 1719 A
Asig] o] AtelE AlQlgt 117]9] AlE ARSIt 11719
AHElE AAA S oo AtEZE 37, XA Skl o At
7h 4z, AAA g o AkelZ 270, A g o o ALl
7} 27102 A=l o] k.

A Al 7P =18t dsto] AAE o] QlaL,
Sl S AR =13 FFAke] AL A =0 girt. Y9
o] A% & 97 A E w89 2L FshATL F7hEof
hofA] w=elsty s ¢fell gt Aol =gkl :=qlE] =75
Hrh HAH o2 =R18h Al E Adsfof sk A =
g 914)S A=t f&scH(Bang, 2009). Z} 23
Likert 57 HE2 FA=]o] Joh(1x: A3 87} ofyct, 2
Z: gt 1) of g}, 33 RaAo) 4% ote] sigjo]
t}, 574 gk stojoloh). 4o el HA 11404 H
A 55O A7t &S I Q1o] 2 s 9
w3t} Yoos) Kim (2004) A7-oll4+ Cronbach's a =77
o|glem, & AF-eA] Cronbach's a = 79 VEFSITEH

o

flo

2) RF 2EHX

B AT oA FF 2EHAE ZA3 7+ Lee (19914}
Song (1993)¢] ¥ 2EH 2 EFZ Joo (2006)7} £%5
o] £4 - Bag ©FE ARSI SAETE T 245H 2
2A], APE] Aok 2E Y2 9w, AAA - S22 2EH
2 97, A 2EH X 479, AT 2802 74
o] o}, 7t 3k Likert 5 A= 2 FA= ] ot A
& 137 ot} 24 W= 3R] ¢}, 34 1A 1t} 4
2 oRgE 2%}, 53wk 2. o] fE HA 244
M HiL 12008 M4t 2355 7Y 2EHI 52
2L 2ufgit} Joo (2006) AF-oll4+= Cronbach's a =91
o]glom, B odqtollA] Cronbach's a = 88 YEFSIT]H

360 Journal of Korean Academy of Community Health Nursing

lok

ol g

4. Xtz+H

A7 Ae,ge 20119 49 395 E 49 179744
AA =T AT S A8l DAl &g 170¢] 73},
17]e] 23 = A, 2719] T (3], ) ol 25 &
stod 7|37 g AtelAl AT-EA A HAE AW FAs
T3 sghs woktt, didAtelAlE A7 A A7 &=
A, FAA, vE A, A7t AR A, AEA VAL HS
Argstal AHEE e 3 AEAE vkt At
7HARAE A7} 7 ekl AEAE veletd A7 At S
Al 3ttt AR i Al Aot as
ol stRom AEA] 2QAREE oF 15~20%0]90t}. &
4155 AEAE v Fst g on 1 F 3go] FHEAAY

[¢)
AT AEA 1655 Al9fslal HF 2 0% 30872 &

5. XteE4

F3E AE SPSS/WIN 17.0 Z2I0 2 75190
H, tdAte] dnbA S48 Bef A
T} Bof ~EYA fFe 2ol wn
5 71&EA 2 B8 ) tiidAte

1
E Aol k2 1T} 91t o 2

| 29] 2}o]=t-testd}

o
o,
baf

m e
rﬂ:
)
i
o
)
Hz
(o]

r
[t

Pearson's correlation coefficientsE o]-835}9joH, =218}
) A g 2EH 2] GRS DAF = vots]
Sloid Sla BAjolA] folabll ekt WiaE Sduse
3}o] Stepwise multiple regression analysisE o]-8-5} it}

At ES AR A7, APEL ofz} 3179(79.6%) ]
WA 8175(20.4%) Kt oo, o dAte] HaAHe 42,53
Atk AE = 71E0] 3599(90.2%) 0= 71 Bgke
o, WA EE thE o]ito] 2667 (66.8%) 0.2 71 wgict.
g i dAke] 42.0%7F FH-9vt. 71 99 A5 3008
< o] 4005k mIvko] 1297 (32.4%) o2 71 Bgkct. A}
U4 39 o]ito] 2357(59.1%) 2.2 714 Bgkth(Table 1),



Mol XA 9| =olstr

2. gty 7Y #E £8

tdAke] ABdelE AR Aelck 7} 2378(59.5%) 2
27V woket. R mete] #Als =27} 173%9(43.5%),
Fo] 130%(32. 7900190 e, A =R RS A sk
7397} 19578(49.0%), =BRk RoFohs 397k 1737434
%0019}, SRR FA RN T o}Xl gethl
33571 26778(67.19) 02 T Wik, o] Ht AP
68.7A, L—_ELPJ F AE2 705401001, HAHA =5
B HPREE it 38902 YeRTh mRE A e
AR E%%iol A% 7hssiet 3 8 73471 195%(49.0
%) S= 7P wokoH, i el " HEoltt 7} 146
78(36.7%), 2V Holet 7} 142%9(35.790) 1 $JTHTable 1).

dofl o2 LLolstry QAT By A

tdAte] duta] Sxdof w2 =2l 14 AtolE B}l
3 A3, AY(F=3.91, p=.009), A& *J8|(F=2129, p<
.001), #FF3E (=239, p=.018), AY(F=5.82, p=.001)9]
Al ol atolE Bt & S0t ellx] =q18tt) Q12 o] u}z
AP R} =okon 7|EQ 497t &l AeHr} =
Shfl Q1Ao] =T, TSk 1 E o6kl A7t thE o)l
S-HTE =18 Q12lo] Egto ], AefAE Tk
QAU Q14 +<Eol 71 =3kt

tdAte] AubA S0 i g 2E G2 S IRIgH
A}, AR (F=13.84, p<.001), AEFEN(F=5.16, p=.000),
71EL T A5 (F=3.80, p=.005)°x §-2J3+ xfo]= B g
Z 40t ol FF 2EH XA FF0] 73
U APEE 737t I e 71E ARG R AE;q]
2 o] EUTE =3 7S 450] 100~2007H 0]
2HaL ek tdAE 4008 oo 3et - Het 5
& 2EGXE S| FooHAl EYTHTable 2).

oo l‘ﬁ

£9rom, ol &

y o8

4. hxte] 2 23 S0 WE Lolsty Qlalat 2

AEYA

tdAte] Fok #e S| W =gt 12 xtol & &
Q13 A} Bole] AR (F=16.72, p<001), TA] FF
FRHEF=2.62, p=.034), =% AH(F=10.01, p<.001), 3
F7RRHF=4.94, p=.008), = %xi]*PEH(F 4.92, p=.002),

i 1A R AER A

Table 1. General Characteristics and Caregiving Characteristics

of the Subjects (N=398)
L . n (%) or
Characteristics Categories M+SD
Gender Male 81 (20.4)
Female 317 (79.6)
Age (year) 42,5+10,14
30~39 179 (45.0)
40~49 100 (25.1)
50~59 97 (24.4)
>060 22 (5.5)
Marital status Single 5(1.3)
Married 359 (90.2)
Bereaved or divorced 34(8.5)
Education < High school 132 (33.2)
> College 266 (66.8)
Job Professional/office 150 (37.7)
Service/sale/trade 46 (11.6)
Daily/unemployed 35(8.8)
Housewife 167 (42.0)
Monthly income <100 20 (5.0)
(10,000 won) >100~< 200 58 (14.6)
>200~< 300 100 (25.1)
>300~ < 400 129 (32.4)
>400 91 (22.9)
Number of child 1 54 (13.5)
(person) 2 109 (27.4)
>3 235 (59.1)
Health status Very healthy 61 (15.3)
Healthy 237 (59.5)
moderate 69 (17.4)
Unhealthy 31(7.8)
Relation with Son 78 (19.5)
the elder Daughter 130 (32.7)
Daughter-in-law 173 (43.5)
Son-in-law 17 (4.3)
Person to be Both of elderly parents 195 (49.0)
taken care of Only elderly father 30 (7.6)
Only elderly mother 173 (43.4)
Living with the elder ~ Yes 131 (32.9)
No 267 (67.1)
Elderly father age 68.7+8.15
(year) 60~69 306 (76.9)
70~79 62 (15.6)
>80 30 (7.5)
Elderly mother age 70.5+10.68
(year) 60~69 219 (55.0)
70~79 83 (20.9)
>80 86 (24.1)
Duration of caregiving 3.8%8.51
(year) <1 283 (71.2)
2~9 79 (19.8)
>10 36 (9.0)
Economic status of CDO 44 (11.1)
elderly parents PDO 90 (22.6)
DO 195 (49.0)
ETG 69 (17.3)
Health status of Very healthy 32 (8.0)
elderly parents Healthy 142 (35.7)
Moderate 146 (36.7)
Unhealthy 56 (14.1)
Very unhealthy 22(5.5)

CDO.=completely dependent on their family's help; PDO.=partially

dependent on their family's help; IDO=independent on their family's

help; ETG=enough to give help for their family.
Economic status of elderly parents.
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Table 2. Comparison of Elder Abuse Perception and Caregiving Stress by General Characteristics (N=398)
Elder abuse perception Caregiving stress
Characteristics Categories
M=SD tor F P M=£SD torF P
Gender Male 2.03%+0.49 -1.95 .052 2.32%0.47 0.89 .370
Female 2.16%+0.53 2.26%+0.52
Age (year) 30~39" 2.09£0.39 3.91 .009 2.247%0.48 13.84 <.001
40~49" 2.08+0,62 2.50%0.54 b>c
50~59° 2.30+0.63 2.07£0.41
>60° 2.09+0.55 2.47%0.60
Marital status Single® 1.61£0.24 21.29 <.001 2.27%0.70 5.16 .006
Married” 2.19+0.51 b>a,c 2.25+0.49 b<c
Bereaved or divorced* 1.63£0.49 2.54%0.62
Education < High school 2.24%0.65 2.39 .018 2.28%0.52 0.18 .856
> College” 2.08+0.65 2.27+0.51
Job Professional/office” 2.0240.46 5.82 .001 2.26%0.53 0.23 .879
Service/sale/trade” 2.07%0.37 a<d 2.27%0.38
Labor/unemployed® 2.14%0.36 2.34%0.40
Housewife’ 2.26£0.63 2.28%0.55
Monthly income <100" 2.07£0.41 0.99 .410 2.09£0.34 3.80 .005
(10,000 won) > 100~ < 200" 2.14%0.51 2.48%0.55 b>e
> 200~ < 300° 2.07%0.33 2.27%0.51
> 300~ < 400" 2.13+0.64 2.27+0.54
>400° 2.21%0.55 2.18%0.42
Number of child 1 2.051+0.45 0.80 452 2.2610.54 1.01 .399
(person) 2 2.15+0.37 2.22+0.43
>3 2.15+0.61 2.27+0.55
=R AP (F=9.26, p< 00D Frel@ Aol mgl  Fol 7H Seghon, el Aol 60vhal B9 R AEH
o & oA gL 27ds g 2 HEolthal S 2 o) 7P =0T =] AR ol A ellAl H
g 739 Q18] Qo] she Holglon] R wAT gl Ao ofEsHs 9o o 2EAL FFo| E9kon],
£ 397k w18t Qlsjo] 7bg vigkeh, ek o] Aol o] Elsk AAEkA ekt e vl A %
60The 25, $erItbe] 1 ofshel A9 welsth Qo] s SR A9 P 2Ed: o] folahl ket
frofatAl ket =R AV A2elAl dAHes (Table 3)
olEats 49, =R Rl AP} S DRI ke 4
90 lst) Q14 3] frofahl ket 5. LHAXES] oISt QIAlm} siof AER|Astel 24
thgke] of T B4l me Rof 2EAS £EE 3
gt AR, 217338 (F=18.96, p<.001), =R}l A dAke] eIt Q143 Fof RE X FE] i
(F=3.44, p=.009), @A FFN¢F=6.36, p<.001), =5 AE EAT 23 SAH s foldh F-4 A 74](r—- 40,

AF(F=6.17, p=.002), == Z3A A} (F=9.32, p<.001),
B A7) (F=7.13, p<.001)olA] §-2J3k xto] 2 1.9

1:} Z |3} ®olol A 7} wle- AZslka 23t A4
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Table 3. Comparison of Elder Abuse Perception and Caregiving Stress by Caregiving Characteristics (N=398)
Elder abuse perception Caregiving stress
Characteristics Categories
M=SD tor F P M=£SD torF P
Health status Very healthy 2.21+0.69 1.72 .063 1.93%0.52 18.96 <.001
Healthy 2.19+0.46 2.39+0.47 a<b,c,d
moderate 2.13%0.40 2.31%0.38
Unhealthy 2.06%£0,54 2.97%+0.61
Relation with the Son 2.11%0.50 0.63 641 2.18%0.47 3.44 .009
elder Daughter 2.15%0.54 2.21%+0.45 a,b<d
Daughter-in-law 2.14%+0.53 2.33+0,54
Son-in-law 2.10£0.61 2.57+0.63
Person to be Both of elderly parents 2.16%£0.37 2.62 .034 2.17£0.45 6.36 <.001
taken care of Only elderly father 1.9240.46 a,c>b 2,19%+0.28 a<c
Only elderly mother 2.15+0.65 2.38%+0.55
Living with the No 2.21%+0.69 1.96 .051 2.29%0.69 0.62 .535
elder Yes 2.10%+0.42 2.26%+0.42
Elderly father age  60~69 2.13%0.55 1.78 169 2.1240.52 1.17 142
(year) 70~79 2.11£0.46 2.247%0.50
>80 2.31£0.53 2.17£0.33
Elderly mother 60~69" 2.05%0.44 10.01 <.001 2.247%0.49 0.97 .378
age (year) 70~79" 2.35%0.70 a<b 2.33%0.53
>80° 2.16£0.53 2.30£0.54
Duration of <1 2,0940.43 4.94 .008 2.28+0.48 1.49 226
caregiving (year) ~ 2~9" 2.21+0.77 a<c 2.33+0.59
>10° 2.35+0.57 2.15+0.54
Economic status CDO* 1.96%0.57 4.92 .002 2,51%+0.53 9.32 <.001
of parentsJr PDO" 2.29%0.68 a<b 2.33%0.54 a>d
IDO® 2.127%0.46 2.27%0.44
ETG! 2.06£0.39 2.03+0.54
Health status of Very healthy” 2.44£0.57 9.26 <001 1.94+0.50 7.13 <001
parents Healthy” 2.18%0.68 a,b,c,d>e  2.23%0.44 a<d,e
Moderate® 2.13£0.46 2.20£0.48
Unhealthy” 2.03%0.39 2.41£0.57
Very unhealthy® 1.6310.59 2.50%0.61

CDO=completely dependent on their family's help; PDO=partially dependent on their family's help; IDO=independent on their family's help;

ETG=enough to give help for their family.
Economic status of elderly parents.

Table 4. Correlation between Elder Abuse Perception and
Caregiving Stress (N=398)

Caregiving Stress

Variables
r(p)

Elder abuse perception -.40 (< .001)

AE 2959 RS Elsr] $3) 9AA 3]HEA
(stepwise multiple regress1on)% ATt WA Ak
o] duta EA37} Kof #ad Aol mhE vhHzF Aol A £

ofgt Atolg Hl Egulol frolat JRUAZ 8l o

),

N
é
=
o
<>$L'
)
rulo
b
o
ol
of
N

A (mult1colhnear1ty) 2 el Ay FAFsHA (tolerance)
7} 884~.993 7} B a1, EAFQIA(variance inflation
factor, VIF) & 1.01~1.152 Yeh} WS 7He] b4
A= WA 5= 9lodet.

dlaApe] Qs
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Table 5. Influencing Factors of Elder Abuse Perception and Caregiving Stress (N=398)
Factors B t P Adj. R F P
Elder abuse  Caregiving stress -0.36 -8.20 <.001 .30 29.12 <.001

perception  Marital state (bereaved or divorced) T -0.23 -5.27 <.001
Marital state (single)Jr -0.16 -3.78 <.001
Health state of parents 0.20 4,74 <.001
Education level -0.17 -3.95 <.001
Economic status of parents 0.10 2,31 .022
Caregiving Elder abuse perception -0.40 -9.16 <.001 .24 41,43 <.001
stress Economic status of parents 0.26 5.85 <.001
Relation with the elder (son-in-law) ' 0.10 2.68 .008

T Reference categories in dummy variables; Marital state - 'married'; Education level - 'below high school'; Relation with the elder - 'daughter-in-law'

‘%’i?i% FoF mEd, A&, S, wrw A
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Gewl,P<0m>m”ﬂ4‘“¥*Eﬂ Sz ol
J3F 9elo g w-elshy ¢12] =B AR e i ele]
BAo1 o, 24%2] ArEE B THF=41.43, p<.001).

=
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A==
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=15t Q1Ae] the ARuiRet Ek=tl, Park?} Youn
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o}, 53k AJR17] SRkl 3= S0t tidAES vlg
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