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42 = 9
CHeRel L Sd Fo] FAHIGH TP 418(68.3%), K FH Aotk
7} 16™8(26.6%), EEOITH} 39(5.0%) 2.2 EFTh
oAk gebARl EAS A, R, dENE, Fi,
WEFE, w9l T/ A 2 eolE WdoR & $ARE CHARES| L=Qlof| CHEH X|A!
e 1 FEE ARRITKTable 1>, tPdAbE oA o]
10778(89.9%), B/d°] 1278(10.1%) % BFAH2 4364193, dARze] mqlell tigh s 24 Avs v 2
40tH7} 5875(48.7%) 0% 7P Wkt AEAAEE 7)E0] 110 ChTable 2>. =Rle] st A2 T4 F 255 whde] AA
H(92.4%), U]&o] 674(5.0%), APEO] 3W(2.5%)°10m Fi 3t 13.517942.99, HHES 54.04% 2 2L 21814 A 6
715 537H(44.5%), FFA 2478(20.2%), B 227 Aolgith. w3 AGEelA 7P & AHEEE “AgS
(18.5%)°1910m w2 Z1E7}F 20%(16.8%)°)UTk. WS Lol7h S0 sk Aol AT 7E 941%E B, 5
T AESWE 787(65.5%), WEUE W oigtuE 257 T AHAE, BE, vz, F2, 7)) e B ok
(21.0%), FSwZE 1178(9.2%), Z5STTZE 578(4.2%)°]1ATh SA s Aol A7) 89.9%, “HEELS Yol
Q19 A B 82'8(68.9%)°] A= Alow FHEon WA Zhashe o] TPl 882%2 SA R L}E}WE} u
A AT tdAbell gt S Sl AFRe] FA H O oHEN 7P F& ANEES cdibdow i
Aol 5098(61.0%) 0= 7P Bk, vUow HEE 319 RIS B HelA vlu|sesidiTk 7 79.0% oM “rﬂ‘:‘
(37.8%), W5 149(17.1%), 2 2 7]e} 278(2.4%) = ek O w91 ARS|F o R AglE|o] QIR TE 74.8%, “UlFE =
o wel dgem LAY 0S5 ARl delel  QEe Apsuel BAY A% i gl
Aol kel vt 42t 6078(50.4%), 59'H(49.6%) 2 7 65.5% % LEFSLTE
AAFEES AAA11ED), AE86wd) L AAEE
<Table 1> General characteristics and elderly-related ) 9o HER BF3 A= <Table 3>3 2T} 21417
characteristics in subjects (n=119) AR tist A AEe] AEES 68.75%°l whele]l AelA
Characteristics Categories N(%) ARz AFEAE ARAe] TldF A AlEEke] Aukgo  zhzb
Sex Male 12(10.1) .
) 0 E}LF
Female 107(89.9) 49.92% }49.-34A)i LFERRTE ‘ -

Age(yrs) < 39 14(11.8) ERlofl dist 44 HAREY FY4 HAwe| oist
40-49 58(48.7) LFER A FAA HAE S (pro-aged bias score) kT3
5>0569() i(7)5321§411; 2 H7A7 S (anti-aged bias score)= 212} 39.70% %} 7.89% =

Marital status Married 110(92.4) S8 ATl A BETE W S (et
Unmarried 6( 5.0) bias score):= -31.81%°] Tt}

Widow, widower 3(2.9)

Religion Protestant 53(44.5) AFELO o - =
Catholic 24(202) CH&RES| L=Ql0] CHEt =
Buddhist 22(18.5)

. None or other 20(16.8) AAFS 9] wolof| T)st HlE A= <Table 4>9F 2t}
Educational status Elémentary school 5(4.2) Qo] tjat Bl 2AC 1407 W] 81.7179420.10 0.8 22
Middle school 11( 9.2) o )

High school 78(65.5) 2 Els RR170-903h el f1AIsk H e 1337, HARS
College over 25(21.0) 360 % Yelgth 7} TR 94 8EHAGS458)E
Co-living experience Yes 82(68.9) Vel B8e 117, 244 BEHes vehd 23S 47,
with the elderly No 37(31.1) b ,
94 HedddE yehd 23 S =R1E
- Person with co-living Grandparent 14(17.1) o o‘_' e ‘j:r] Fet - © SA= ok
Parent 31(37.8) < deta, Adsta, AlFE 4 glom Matrta Azete
Parent-in-law 50(61.0) WhA, H)AgAR o3, o} 3, o)EZ o3, Kol mjEHo)
Relation and other 2( 2.4) vty Aztsldd b FAZel RS Hol Eae M)
Volunteer experience Yes 60(50.4) o Lo _
= ] Ao = o] B3O >~2
with the elderly No 59(49.6) (mean=5.18)01513% 78 TR Hwg MRl TS w4
- Feeling Positive 41(68.3) l(mean=3.18) ©. % L}ERSITE
A little positive 16(26.6)
Nither positive nor negative  3( 5.0)
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<Table 2> Percentage of correct, incorrect, and DK Response from FAQ1

(n=119)

Correct Incorrect Do not
Contents response response know
N(%) N(%) N(%)

1. The majority of old people are senile (i.e, defective, memory, disoriented, or demented, etc). 78(65.5) 35(29.4) 6( 5.0)
2. All five sense tend to decline in old age. 107(89.9)  7( 5.9) 5( 4.2)
3. The majority of old people have no capacity for sexual relation. 73(61.3)  22(18.5) 24(20.2)
4. Lung capacity tends to decline in old age. 105(88.2) 11( 9.2) 3( 25)
5. Physical strength tends to decline in old age. 112(94.1)  4( 3.4) 3(29)
6. Aged drivers (age 65 or older)have fewer accidents per drivers than drivers under the age 65. 34(28.6) 60(50.4) 25(21.0)
7. The majority of older workers cannot not work as effectively as younger workers. 62(52.1) 50(42.0) 7( 5.9)
8. About 50% of the aged (age 65 or older) say they are healthy enough to carry out their normal activity.  69(58.0) 39(32.8) 11( 9.2)
9. Ole people usually take longer than young people to learn something new. 104(87.4) 10( 8.4) 5(4.2)
10. The reaction time of the majority of old people tends to be slower than the reaction time of younger  97(81.5) 15(12.6) 7( 5.9)

people.
11. Older worker have more accidents than younger workers. 59(49.6) 40(33.6) 20(16.8)
12. The majority of old people (age 65 or older) say they feel miserable most of the time. 56(47.1) 42(35.3) 21(17.6)
13. The majority of old people are unable to adapt to change. 79(66.4) 30(25.2) 10( 8.4)
14. Depression is occurred more in older people than in younger people. 44(37.0) 65(54.6) 10( 8.4)
15. The majority of old people (age 65 or older) say the are seldom bored. 29(24.4) 78(65.5) 12(10.1)
16. Older people tend to become more religious as they age. 31(26.1)  76(63.9) 12(10.1)
17. The majority of older people (age 65 or older) say they are seldom angry. 58(48.7) 48(40.3) 13(10.9)
18. At least 5% of the aged (age 65 or older) are living in long-stay institutions (i.e., nursing home, 57(47.9) 33(27.7) 29(24.4)

homes for the aged, etc.).
19. In general, the majority of old people rend to be pretty much like. 19(16.0)  94(79.0)  6( 5.0)
20. The majority of old people (age 65 or older) say the are lonely. 24(20.2) 89(74.8)  6( 5.0)
21. Over 10% of the republic of korea population are now 65 or over 81(68.1) 18(15.1) 20(16.8)
22. The majority of medical practitioners give low priority to the aged. 36(30.3) 54(45.4) 29(24.4)
23. The majority of older people (age 65 or older) have incomes below the poverty level. 34(28.6) 63(52.9) 22(18.5)
24. The majority of older people are working or would like to have some kind of work to do (including 103(86.6) 12(10.1)  4( 3.4)

housework or volunteer work)
25. The health and socioeconomic status of older people in the year 2010 will probably be about the 57(47.9) 50(42.0) 12(10.1)

same€ as now.

{Table 3> Mean score and correct response rate on

<Table 4> Mean attitude score on each item toward

knowledge type on FAQ1* (n=119) elderly person (n=119)
Categories Mean®=SD  Correct response rate(%) ltem Mean SD
Know]edge type Wise - foolish 5.08 1.42
Physical Fact  7.56+1.71 68.75 Kind - unkind 4.80 1.42
Mental Fact 2.49+1.33 49.92 Knowledgeable - ignorant 440 1.39
Social Fact 3.45+1.40 4934 Happy - sad 3.99 1.52
* FAQI : Fact on Aging Quiz 1 Trustworthy - untrustworthy 5.03 1.37
Generous - selfish 434 1.75
Active - inactive 3.62 1.43
ks SM0f T2 QU0 ChEH KA Y EjE Nea - unidy 408 146
Friendly - unfriendly 4.51 1.43
L ST - )\] R Interesting - boring 4.13 1.50

=N - o) =
digAke] b 5o whE el gk A4t e Productive - unproductive 3.26 1.39
2}o) 7} QAo thek Axb= <Table 5>9F 2ok thAd=te] A Healthy - sick 3.20 1.47
Mol W el B AN R Aot gl Aow Good - bad 518 1.39
o o2 . N Ao Flexible - inflexible 3.78 1.63
Uepstom, AFHEE 40th7} 1413822892 A2 57t 7} Independent - dependent 3.40 1.59
=3 3007k 1228F+2.73 02 7 wgkou) FAIFo=R Liberal - conservative 3.18 1.52
L 993 o7} otk AE  AbgoAa= U]j;(m 167 Attlractive - unlattractive i;lz i;i
Tolerant - intolerant . .
A} = ._._ Z A}

2. 31)4 oA, FaelA = (14.278+2.31) RICE Optimistic - pessimistic 4.08 1.68
< AFE Yehlloy SAFoR {o% zolg: YERA Uncomplaining - complaining 3.75 1.67

714 7t= 838X 16(1), 20094 6¥ 25
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<Table 5> Knowledge and attitudes toward the elderly

(n=119)

Characteristics

Knowledge scores

Attitude scores

Categories

M*=SD F or t(p) M=SD F or t(p)
Sex Male 12.4143.77 1.793 90.53+ 25.87 2.632
Female 13.63+2.89 (.183) 80.71+ 19.25 (.107)
Age(yrs) < 39a 12.28+2.73 1.974 90.07+19.35 2.925
40-49b 14.13+2.89 (.112) 81.02+19.85 (.037)
50-59¢ 13.05+3.33 76.49+16.85 d> ay by c*
> 60d 13.30+2.06 93.40+27.47
Marital status Married 13.4843.07 152 80.60+20.08 2.305
Unmarried 14.16+2.31 (.860) 96.83+18.54 (.104)
Widow, widower 13.33£1.15 92.00+10.14
Religion Protestant 12.8843.01 1.603 84.16+19.26 7196
Catholic 14.12+3.12 (.193) 82.00+21.72 (:499)
Buddhist 14.27+2.31 76.36+20.53
None or other 13.60+3.31 80.75+20.16
Educational status Elementary schoola 11.40£2.07 2.762 96.40+15.04 1.019
Middle schoolb 11.73+3.82 (.045) 82.81£12.42 (.387)
High schoolc 13.69+2.79 ay by ¢y d* 81.35+21.33
College mored 14.20+£3.08 79.40+£19.36
Co-living experience Yes 13.5143.19 .000 80.52+19.66 923
with the elderly No 13.51+2.56 (:998) 84.35+21.10 (.339)
Volunteer experience Yes 13.734£3.16 653 84.98+20.09 3.260
with the elderly No 13.29+2.84 (.421) 78.39+19.74 (.074)
* Scheffe test
agith. wHFEelMe dgtns 9 A 14204 LQIof cHEh X[AAE B 2] 2HA|
+3.08% 7P wshom x2EStus % tid A= 11407
2072 A7 7P R mASE wek A4 Aes 1]t A4 BEste) JRAE E4% Aot
O3k 207k U OH(F=2.762, p=.045), Scheffe AF5-717 Oﬂ gt A 23 B Jtells EAEo® fofd Ayl
Aa ggtus S5 didAtel 25stus SGF didt T HolA agkor, AAe] AAA g, deld 99 9 AL
o frolg Aol Yotk wlst A AT A wAS  HA FAR HE elE GO AnEAZL G 2sk
gow SFAHs Aol wE wmqlel g A4 Hee # Uk<Table 6>.

oJgk atel7h gl Ao yEps

lof th3t i Aol wel EAFoR ot o]
7F o, Agel webM= fos Aolzb vrERThF=
2,925, p=.037). 60th RS Qo] WiE Hiw HFE
93.407%+27.472 7P Egkow], 30th7b 90.077%+1935% 1
Theo® %9tk Scheffe AMF 74 A7 o) tiAED
50t odAE el wslell sk Bl el ol Ato)7t
°‘2it} éi el A= Ulj—iﬂ Ao 96.837+18.54 %
TAX SR fFT Aol7h ATh FaelA
‘XFOI 84167‘4119 2602 7 =71, jl_—.u,—

-0
a!

o gt Aol7k ST = hH 742 73%
st 2fol7h UERRA] ekgrom, wol ulAt BAME
10] Q= thakRle] BiE A7) 84.987+20.09
qwxu 78.397%+£19.748 0} EA VERE O
zfol= AT

oft fl offl 2 o &N
FIF
Jo
L

<Table 6> Correlation between knowledge and attitudes

toward the elderly (n=119)
Attitude r(p)

Knowledge total score .056(.627)

Physical fact -.002(.981)

Mental fact .015(.874)

Social fact .085(.358)

= 9

kel ool OF AAES BHS A 259 WY
off ot 13.5173+2.99(54.04%) 2 M9 A A4S et
Wtk LRE mHAS o @ AT gle] BAT

ETE sAF 9 s diEgs ez gk A Arks) u
DFAFE o ® 3 Lim(2002)9] ATold AdEE
13.108+2.56(52.4%), taohede ol o2 3 Lee?} Kang
(2006)2] Aol AEE 12.027+2.77(48.06%) B0t A Y

sk
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Epstth 53] QA A2 Gl frolgh Afols vEbd F4%
Wb S0 QU= Palmore(1998)9] A7 A ol B]F
Eou, 50% FE7F 2Estw EAARI didaEEe AAA
7} 71E] A7) vlste] #A VRt A QYRS
FHpgollA o]F Ul AV WS 160A17HEQH W 2%
AeEs S48kl w&e Ayl wE Anz Alggh
Damron-Rodriguez, Funderburk, Lee®2} Solomon(2004)°] <15
ANE Byl w=dd wags 7S sl kA ¢
& SRS A A ATt ZH2E 147343(56%) < 1270+3(48%) F
T Ak 2o egES Zou REth] w®et 3 H|go]
RIFH wWAEE S Hgelx] WA vEht wSel 9
ato] e A2ls F5sH HHA 1o digt olsirt &
7heHe BRolEa Qltk uj=o] wQlEeA AAE W A4S
S AY5k= Home Care Aid(HCA)ES th S = 3t Timmes
3 Fallat(1996)8] Aol ® =4 F&e tish YgEo] =
oo T3t WSS sy A 13.787%+2.56(55.12%) 14
F 18.407+2.64(73.60%) 2 S7FEF Ao 2 Ko}l n=Qlof
A5 FIE HoFal 9k
P A ARES AAA G0l 68.75%, HEA B
o] 49.19%, AF3]4 dodo] 49.34%9] BIEE LERILE 80%0°]
Aol AEES WSl 6%, 4, 5, 9, 10, 24) F 5%Fo] Al
AA Folglon & eHES Kl 3, 2, 3)< A
Z Az} ALEA Jolel. it RETH: HHoME 2%
o] Aks]A 423, 19)0] M H&
o} o] AAA Foe] AgEo]l A 9 AREA g
AFERY A vehd A3 Lee$t Kang(2006)Z Lim
(2002)9] A SolM BuEa glow E3] AA - 4g - A}
3] S vlwste] gl wle] digk AAS A
Damron-Rodriguez 5(2004)> A4 dJoM= 2 ATE
B0 ALElZ] goje] dnlpelx] eyteolu RETRE dat
Rom 7w owhg YERd 1083 T swde] AR
|

ST P

)

T

O
-

e

FYolal, 3EFo] AEd P, 2ol AlAA

HIEith QR s IHHEL 654 o] ols e
2 6/MNE ol 2AE AYAES Y] ol dlRkE
oAl AAAY W 7 EA LS A uSHpgor FAY
of gl AAA 4o W Ulgo] B2 FES AHAsta
ek webd wHAEL] w.lel thet x4 Ayt AAF o
dog AZFHo Uehd Aoz mH{YE F =9l th3l o)

], GrtaE W 7R 22 el digk AEAkE A &
W olFlE mole ARME 83t HIyuSs FEt] o
Qlell gt 2| 2e] 75 o]Folof & ot}

2+ AR (net-bias score)= £20 WHHE Hold
31812 7HEAFE P3O § Lim(2002)9] -28.41T} ¢ B
A4 wlHo]l st Ao UEWth HCAE digo= gt

I8 t=E5IX| 16(1), 20094 6€

Timmes¥} Fallat(1996)%] Ao+
30300 WS F 1722 g4 #HA
(1998)2] FAQI ¥} FAQ2 50%& 7% A7|Q

= ti o2 3 Huber 5(1992)9 Agold =BAHSFE ©

—_L
WA A Al WokS W wEA 1108004 W 5

6.32% 7HAeleS Rasigth E3) 7k3AL LPN, (HEE
ZA;, 34", ARG 5og o] Ko uw 1EAE
Agt FRAEC] B usd 244 #Hd Agvh =3ke
W I ¥ fFoe AAaE JERQIh s, e s
o s woluwgaby F wglof thet A 9 gy #H
AL QT3 Zuilen 5(2001)2 =HA HTb 721004
20412 744 A\Ae] $718 Zo® Husgloy ws ¥
A7 oo Hd A STl Qg +=d1d AFTE 2Aag
o] ofyzl w&IHeAM g Wo] ukE Ao
wgEm A HH FF Mgt sk Flom #Ay
Ak 2 AFeNE s A o8l FFE SR Yot
W5 AFe] Mg WgkE vnd = oy 45 B9k 160
AIZEe] o] 4l A7) WS Wk HS SA3 Aol Hlst
W Ee 544 AAs veRa glor 53] ¥44 AHA
o Agrh = vehd AYE FHE wdEgye] ab
Q1 +=HA AL7F A JEREth ele) gt B A AR
S ubd F o vl tid HEE YeE A
A Q57 FAAoRE Y A @] mgel gJste] A4
w5 Ay Wz = 9oy Himel tidt Wsks Wy
WG B2 A Q4 28-S HojFa 9k
Plamore(1998)2] FAQ1S ©]&3lo] 1ol thdt 7HE4 &)

T =43 37 Sanders 5(1984)9] QU3 HEZ nQlo
gt HEE A3tk wlol gt Bl 81.717(£20.10)
ox FH4 AF%s Yepgith B =R 1ksAR] g
55 373 Lim(2002)8] AFelAe] Fl 81.538 % ot
Aol BlEZ 2438 Han(2000)9] AT-olAe] 7946787 2e
THA A9 RoFa Qiny Ty FFEE RS u &
HA RE vlold A Ae gl &3 £3o] 55
o7 A A WE B 4EFHT B Zow v
Wtk oleldt Ail= v 9 F5A%oR AR kS
5 Q3 9 b B2 BEH e TR 1AL
S Wdo® F Jang(2008)9] AT-ekE DA Jang(2008)
o] AT AddTel thEAl Qe tiE AN

gt PAdow Ueow PAH HEg me FEe
BeAol R Mol ofxn Bio] Wrie v A,
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Certified Caregiver Trainees'
Knowledge and Attitudes Toward Elderly
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Purpose: This study examined caregiver trainees' knowledge and attitude toward the elderly. Method: This
descriptive study was conducted with a convenient sample of 119 trainees in a long-term caregiver education
program at one university. Following completion of a self-reported questionnaire, knowledge and attitude were
measured using FAQI(Palmore, 1998) and a 20-item semantic differential scale(Sanders et al., 1984). The data
were analyzed using descriptive analysis, t-test, ANOVA, and Pearson correlation analysis by SPSS version 12.0.
Results: The mean score of respondents' knowledge and attitude toward the elderly was 13.51£2.77 out of 25 and
81.71£20.10 out of 100, respectively. Caregiver trainees' education level and age influenced their knowledge and
attitude, respectively, toward the elderly. Conclusion: Caregiver training for the elderly should involve a
well-designed education program and continuous teaching that takes into account trainee education and age.
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