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Abstract

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the perception about the elderly
among undergraduate students interested in the elderly care business, Method: In this
descriptive research, a total of 183 undergraduate students were participated, The
instrument was consisted of a 18-item semantic differential scale developed by Sanders
et al (1984), Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA, Scheffe test,
Pearson‘s correlation coefficients by SPSS 180, Result: Undergraduate students'
perception about the elderly was slightly positive(2.98+1.51), The significant factors
associated with the perception about the elderly were gender, age, present residing state
with the elderly, experience of residing with the elderly at the past, Male students'
perception about the elderly was more positive than female, Among 18 items, 'wise' and
‘knowledgeable' was highly related to the perception about the elderly(r=.671, p=.001).
Conclusion: These findings indicate that the items of optimistic, attractive, flexible and
good were the impressive perceptions about the elderly for the undergraduate students,
The result of this study can be utilized to promote perception about the elderly among
undergraduate students,
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(Table 1) General Characteristics of Participants (N=183)
Characteristics

Classification n(%)

Male 80(43.7)
Gender Female  103(56.3)
19-20 68(37.2)

21-22 50(27 .3)

A e 2305 44(24.0)
over 26 21(11.5)

. Married 6(2.7)
Marital status Single 177(96.7)
. Yes 132(70.6)
Survival of grandparent No 51(27.9)
- . Yes 36(24 .5)
Present residing with elderly No 111(75.5)
Experience of residing Yes 98(52 4)
with elderly at the past No 85(45.5)
Positive experiences Yes 104(56.8)
with elderly No 79(43.2)
: Yes 89(47.6)

Classed experience No 94(50.3)
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(Table 2) Degree of Perception about Elderly Aaccording

fo the ltems (N=183)
Male Female Average

ftem M-SD MzsD @K egp
Wise 278+153 304+122 8 292+137
Kind 238+152 281£136 2 262+145
Knowledgeable 310+£140 327£123 15 320+131
Trustworthy 218+121 297+150 1 2.62+1.43
Generous 251+142 326+142 9  293+147
Neat 261135 299+143 4  282+1 .41
Active 3.04+169 343+147 17 3.26+158
Friendly 250+143 3156+121 6  286+134
Interesting 296171 334£132 14 317£1 51
Healthy 254+166 317£162 7  290+1.66
Good 239+140 292+162 3  269+155
Flexible 281+166 307+146 10 296+155
Independent 284+1562 359+147 16 326+153
Liberal 278+148 334+137 13 3.09+144
Attractive 281+164 317£159 12 302+162
Tolerant 283+184 313+154 11 299+168
Optimistic 256143 308t176 5 285+164
Uncomplaining  328+169 359+159 18 345+164
Average 272+154 318+146 18  298+1 51

zpol7b glE Aoz UbEbTh(F=4.811,
Scheffe A5 A¥} 23~264] Heka} 264 o] Feto] 19~20
Al T} 21~224 FaEeh =90 Q1Xo] Fof3iAl =3kt

Hhd i dAte] A

P

wolgd B2 £ f7E ol g1

of
:

p=.003). A& 2t

HAAA
4, HAIRIS) oks| SMo| mE BE wolol

lo

T molldd FAHR frofgt Atols Hal
= A%, A, 2FE F7, 471 2HE 5, 2
w2le] FAH AE woR vre] o] foj3lA el

(Table 4) .

ERe
=

Ak

LAV

AT Ak o 2t

23~254 Ad2 19~204 FHeEg 7] 39 st
o (F=2.745, p<.05), W& F I (F=4.143, p<.01), Hohs}
T (F=3.389, p<.01), HS# ot (F=4.831, p<.01), FHA ot}

'(F=2.706, P<.05)0lA :=gIl2le] U &e ZoZ ekt
TS 23~254 T 264 ol e 19~204 Fdtrc) 2
AN EFEA FEAH|F=4.119, p<.01), FHA o} (F=4.164,
p<.0D) oA =2l Qo] f & Aoz YEhth 23~254
Hek 19~204 Febolu} 21~224 FHerEth At #3)
(F=4.184, p<.0DIA =31 Q12e] B &7 vrebyich 9Hd 23
~254 JE 19~204] Fekoluh 264] o) JeEGE AFS}
oF E3H(F=3.685, P<.05)oA =<Ile]l o EA yERtth
weha] aAte] ABETEe 23~254 Fdko] Bl AHTEG fro

(Table 3) Degree of Perception about Elderly by General Characteristics (N=183)
Characteristics Classification M=SD torF p
Male 2.72+1.06 "
Gender Female 3.18+1 01 -2.980 003
19-20 a 3.32+ 92
21-22 b 294+ 94 003"
Age (years) 2325 ¢ 2.59+1 18 4811 ab>cd
over 26 d 280+115
. Married 2.42+182
Marital status Srale 099103 705 519
) Yes 291+1.04
Survival of grandparent No 317100 -1.490 138
-, ) Yes 2 56+ 94 .
Present residing with elderly No 3.05+104 2 437 016
Experience of residing with elderly at Yes 2.83+1.04 .
the past No 3.15+1.05 1975 048
Positive experiences Yes 2.98+1.08
with elderly No 2.98+1.03 ~029 o7
) Yes 2.96+1.04
Classed experience No 0991 07 -193 847

"p<05  p<01, abcd; Scheffe
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(Table 4) Degree of Item Perception about Elderly by General Characteristics

(N=183)
o o Wise Kind Knowledgeable Trustworthy Generous Neat
Characteristics Classification
M+SD t/F M+SD t/F M+SD t/F M+SD YF M+SD t/F M+SD t/F
Male 278+153 2.38+152 ~3.10+1.40 2.18+1.21 L 2514142 . 2614135
Gender 1293 2010 -877 -3.955 -3.556 -1.839
Female 3.04+1 22 2.81+1 36 3.27+1 23 2.97+1 50 3.26+1 42 2.99+1 43
1920 a 3164122 2.91+1 46 3.44+1 00 3.01+1 42 3.31+1 42 3.03+1 34
2122 b 298+133 2704122 o745 3244125 2644140  4q43° 2944136 ggag 2904127 3pgs
Agelyears) 1.739 ) 2112 ) : :
2325 ¢ 268+169 2164163 ©{@  302+169 200+138 @  o47+152  c@  oop+yg7 cfad
over 26 d  257+154 2.48+1 33 2.71+1.06 2.48+1 40 2.71+1 55 3.19+175
Married 2.00+1 .41 2.20+1.64 1.60+.89 . 2.00+1.41 2.80+2.49 2.80+2.49
Marital status -1.5654 - 666 -2.843 -997 -131 -.030
Single 2.96+1 36 2.64+1 44 3.25+1 29 2.65+1 43 2.95+1 44 2.83+1 37
Survival of Yes 2.83+1 40 2.565:+1 42 3.09+1 36 2.57+1 47 2.92+1 46 2.75+1 37
-1.496 -1.024 -1.826 - 886 - 334 1236
grandparent No 3.18+1.26 2.80+1 51 3.49+1.16 278+133 3.00+1.50 3.04+1 50
i Yes 2.66+1 49 211+ 21 . 283+154 200+145 2 54+1 27 2.49+1 29
Present resicing 1004 -2 161 1603 e 1577 1479
with-elderly No 2.92+1 36 2.72+1 47 3.20+1 28 2.71+1 47 3.05+1 52 2.86:+1.39
EXPgr‘e”C‘?ﬂ?f Yes 2724139 2.40+1.38 311136 253+154 276+1,50 2704137
reTsler:;g W 2128 2993 933 -943 1754 1220
at the past No 3.16+1 31 2.88+1 48 3.31+1 25 2.74+1 30 3.15+1 41 2.97+1 44
Positive Yes 2 74+1 37 2574141 3.19+1 32 2.60+1.46 2.89+1.49 2.96+1.44
experiences -2 147 -587 -109 -.340 -496 1.430
with elderly No 3.18+1 34 2.70+1 51 3.22+1 32 2.67+1 41 3.00+1 45 2.66+1 36
Classed Yes 291+1.38 2.66+1 35 3.12+1 27 2.67+1 45 2.89+1.42 2 96+150
, -128 411 -731 468 -393 1.240
experience No 2.95+1 36 2.59+1 54 3.28+1 36 259+1 42 2.98+1 51 2.71+1 31

"p(05 " p(01, a b c d; Scheffe



(Table 4) Degree of ltem Perception about Elderly by General Characteristics(Continueq)

(N=183)
. L Active Friendly Interesting Healthy Good Flexible
Characteristics  Classification
M+SD Y/F M+SD Y/F M+SD Y/F M+SD YF M+SD t/F M+SD t/F
Male 3.04+1.69 250+1.43 2964171 2 54+1.66 . 2.39+1.40 . 281+166
Gender 1659 -3.208 -1 681 -2 604 2321 -1.104
Female  343+147 3.15+1 21 3.34+1 32 3.17+1.62 2.92+1 62 3.07+1 46
1920 a 375+155 3.26+1.30 3.37+1 28 3.27+1 66 2.99+1 53 3.22+1 55
2122 b 320+1.43 * 282+116 © 3.32+1.46 3.06+1.61 * 268152 2.88+153
Agelyears) il a1 1716 e 1.751 2592
2325 ¢ 266+157  C{@  243+145 Cd@  277+174 220+158 ©{ab  23g+159 2.77+1 55
Over 26 d  3.10+1.64 2.62+1 40 3.10+173 2.81+1 63 2.45+1 52 2.38+1 40
Married  2.80+2.04 2.40+194 3.00+2.34 2.80+2.16 2.40+1.94 1.80+1.30
Marital status -673 =797 -182 -145 -431 -1.715
Single 3.28+1 56 2.89+1 33 3.19+1 48 29141 65 2.70+1 54 3.00+1 54
Survival of Yes 3.20+1 58 2.85+1 38 3.15+1 52 2.97+1 62 2.67+1 55 2.89+1 57
- 874 - 301 -389 909 - 268 -1.033
grandparent No 343+157 2.92+1.26 3.25+1 51 273+1.79 2.75+1.56 3.16+1.50
i Yes 2.80+1 39 2574124 2 .86+1 56 2 66+1 51 2.37+1 33 257+1 33
Present resicing 2087 1587 1537 1303 1403 1733
with-elderly No 3.36:+1.62 2.97+1 41 3.28+1 48 3.10+1 64 2.80+1 61 3.02+1 63
Zﬁ’;ﬁemﬁtﬁf Yes 3.10+1.65 063+1.30 3.04+1 57 0814170 2 50+1 47 2 85+1 57
oo 9 -1 424 2511 1289 -783 -1 701 -1.023
y No 3.47+1 48 3.14+136 3.34+1 44 3.01+1 63 2.91+1 62 3.09+1 52
at the past
Positive Yes 3.28+1.70 2.79+1.32 3.23+162 3.06+1.77 2794162 3.01+1 61
experiences 172 -917 523 1.463 1.028 484
st ey No 3.24+1.43 2.98+1.39 3.11+1.36 270+1 51 2.56+1.44 2.90+1.47
Classed Yes 3.01+1.47 2.82+1 27 3.15+1 53 3.09+1 70 2.79+1 50 2.94+1 57
, 2.059 -420 -250 1534 902 -105
experience No 3.50+1 64 29141 42 3.21+1 50 27241 62 2.60+1 59 2.98+1 54

" p(0s5, " p(ot,

a, b, ¢, d; Scheffe



(Table 4) Degree of ltem Perception about Elderly by General Characteristics(Continueq)

(N=183)
o L Independent Liberal Attrative Tolerant Optimistic Ucomplaining
Characteristics Classification
M+SD t/F M+SD t/F M+SD t/F M+SD t/F M+SD t/F M+SD t/F
Male 2.84+152 . 278+148 . 281+164 2.83+1.84 2.56:+1 43  328+169
Gender -3.385 2663 1503 -1 201 2176 1296
Female 3.50+1 47 3.34+1 37 3.17+1 59 3.13+1 54 3.08+1 76 3.59+1 59
1920 a 3574142 3.49+1 35 3.47+1 53 3.38+1 67 3.35+177 3.71+1 65
2122 b 324+136 2.98+1.29 © 288+157 © 2704137 . 2764146 © 3124147
Agelyears) 1917 LI Sl 2706 Gullé) 1.239
2325 ¢ 291+163 264+150  cfa 259+167 (@ 261+ 85 2524162 Cd{a  348+1 81
over 26 d  3.10+1.95 3.10+173 2.80+1 66 3.24+1 84 2.19+1 25 3.38+1 63
Married 2.60+1.81 2.40+1.94 2.60+2.19 220+1.78 2.40+1.94 2.80+2.16
Marital status -997 -1.108 - 597 -1.086 -637 -922
Single 3.29+1 52 3.12+1 42 3.04+1 60 3.03+1 67 2.88+1 63 3.49+1 62
Survival of Yes 3.18+148 3.02+1 41 2.97+1 56 2.83+1 52 2.70+1 56 3204157 )
-1.033 1208 - 676 -1.910* 2128 2266
grandparent No 3.49+1 65 3.31+153 3164178 3.43+1.99 3.27+178 3.88+176
i Yes 2.85+1 57 _3.02+150 . 2824152  284+163 2.60+1 66 3524171
Present resicing 3013 2078 -2.289 1278 0482 1291
with elderty No 3.09+152 3.19:1.38 3.2621.70 319172 3152158 3.38:157
Experience of Yes 3.16:1 60 3.02+1 50 2.82+1 52 2.84+1 63 2.60+1.66 3524171
residing with -935 797 1801 1364 2935 589
elderly No 3.39+1 46 3.19+1 38 3.26+1 71 3.19+1 72 3.15+1 58 3.38+1 57
at the past
Positive Yes 3.17+155 3.09+1 46 3.01+1 65 2.98+1 71 2.80+1 67 3.53+1 68
experiences -948 -119 -110 -171 - 557 755
with elclerly No 3.39:+1 51 3.12+1 43 3.04+1 59 3.03+1.66 2.94+1 62 3.35+1 60
Classed Yes 3.20+1.66 3.10+1 45 2.90+157 3.10+1 54 2.80+1 62 320+158
, -513 075 -953 832 - 257 1004
experience No 3.33+1 41 3.10+1 44 3.14+1 66 2.90+1 81 2.89+1 67 3.61+1 69

* p<.05,

*k p<O1,

a, b, ¢, d; Scheffe



(Table 5) Correlation among ltems Perception toward Elderly

ltems Wise  Kind Knowled- Trustwort Generous Neat  Active Friendly Interesting Healthy Good Flexible Independ Liberal  Attractive Tolerant
ltems geable hy
Wise
Kind 597

Knowledge-able 671 508

Trustworthy 508 625 486

Generous 485 596 503 630

Neat 484 603 507 621 511

Active 430 429 531 454 473 597

Friendly 465 556 451 550 570 587 625

Interesting 404 422 549 639 531

Healthy 415 645 525 500 562

Good 452 446 450 588 465 496 481 545 460 510

Flexible 477 445 557 S5 .580 615 497 534 582 .633

Independent 427 462 524 413 516 495 431 558

Liberal 448 428 582 605 585 597 565 439 597 659

Attractive 432 443 653 595 513 539 542 407 580 599 633

Tolerant 468 401 448 417 424 418
Optimistic A75 437 412 424 A78 511 562 480 554 465 420 A76 557 655
Uncomplaining 406

above all : p(.01
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