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1. 972 "ay

AURIES = oy #33 a3BdE 7Nz
AtHMcTavish, 1971). =Q& o}z, ¥ITslm HA
o2 ZEHA gon FAHoz ajm & deinjz|m,
ML AL Z A R3bd, iyt B3, 91559
P, 222 AP Ay, GFo 2 Foid] @&
2, 2¥HY glvke Azto] oA o|tH(Seefeldt, Jantz,
Galpur & Serock, 1977).

olgigh =Rl Wi AL 53] Ao dsllAd B3] 2
A vebdth w3lo] W Ay dFoz w9 A
239 ¥ze 7AE £ oy 2o d3EL 19
B0 AHE&TE /R Yx. AR 4YAE stm Y

' AL ¥aAFn Jt(Nay, 1992: Verwoerdt,
Pfeiffer, & Wang, 1969). Damrosch 5-& -$&]9|
E37F AE o R Q89 A did 83 HEg
Holm gtk AAF 3 o2 Qi =AE AT 22
2 AEY 43 &7 vEdHoln ey Acsm
2FaA Bk NFstHDamrosch & Fischman,
1985).

x9] AFPel FHF =AFH ARINEL v S
EUZS =t od digo|ut tiElE &0} dhex]
27] W&o 2 Addsh) gF dold ofF

T € 9TE 20009 SEUEE dEdTe] AdoR sy
* g=uidta Egy g :

F280{ 1 wolo| o, 7hEEH, BT

ok
T

32 3 Z@cHJames, McCartney, Izeman, Rogers,
& Cohen, 1987).

Megenity(1975) AmSe] ZE 9|89 w&3}
Aol E@Eolol L FASIH. olH FAL Bylg
EQEE] A Wi "zt vl EFFHolghe SWHo
Al 2 deMde]l AAE Aol TEA JA] 4 o
8 233 B=g sAn Y Bk ohizh(Lief and
Payne, 1975) x99 4 ¥ % FAWss =3 B
Aog Y FAAE HEEe u$ £3HY Ao
BanE3 gk (James et al., 1987).

AT datd o ARE Al 53] 389
2408 =08 A A3AMY HEEX(Gunter,
1971: Putnam, 1974) x219] Ad lolNx= 2tIA}
9 e =9 Ao Bxe] F3 JgFalel drt.

aEv g= diade] dig A wgokoz dd
W 4 "= vad Y A5HS A
t 2% 28 4A assAY, ngslzt oigs o
2 H=HsE AF 8H =¥ auF oEe 3
AZ AR 2 gl

=9l diE 234 HEs =909 Ao gF ez
= 9%E v oz YAPL x99 g HEede
o2 gQle] gt e Aoz B, dAFdMe
d¥e] BE £ 334 923 BolAHlee, 1989:
Thorson, Whatley & Hancock, 1974), F#siti= 2
7t Aol (Troxler,1971) LB/Holx] @t} Q1o
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Az AL x9d U H=E FFHo= zey 2
A 7ldske Rez ¥¥A Urh(Gordon & Hallauer,
1976: Lee, 1989:1 Porter & O’Connor, 1978). 2
9 79 BA Al e BFIm. 1979 Kim,
1987) TEFFEe] ¥STF 333 Bl=S(Thorson et
al., 1973) Belw, oAzt © 3% WFH(Cha,
1980; Tuckman & Lorge, 1952) oAU &2 Ao
7t g Rez JeluslcHTroxler, 1971). & x
ole] ZASH (Lee, 1989)° wWeM= Hlmsl dF&
Lidh=is= 3 '

=#E HAodg AFEL =98 B AEE &
729 F8 FA82oltt metd RAdadHEe] g
g BEe xAd daf e 2 4FgE oA =HY
AEAPAN ANES 2FH gt AskEA] dert
| o2 gukls vlaviRle) e AAE ¢ gl 8l
o} wepd 2SI gl tiF ¥HA Bx=F A
7le A& Z8381tHSpence, Feigenbaum, Fitzgeralde,
& Roth, 1968).

E3 23R AEY wRlolu 44 dig HEE
olFe] gixg A Fdo] U& Aoz FZEH, =
o] A Wi FEH dFe iS¢ Hi(Jang, and
Choi, 1987) 8159 A9x #d Ad7e 753 4%
olt}. '

w0le] AEEd gt oRHof YS9 eixo g
dA7E 2508 feuddAe o #AATY gtk
wpebd ERPEY w9 Aol AP HE=ZAle viF
83 d3FA ot

2. A72H

2 A7E goz 7hest ABHASL vl wA
W BAdg AEozMe BEY Aoln 259 HE
£ x9le 44 B B30l F%E mA RHolehe
AA st tEBPSE x91e] o U HEF Do}
®7) 9% Bxoz Aladd.

A7) 7AH 2ae Ben gk

(1) Qo] @ 25RF 34 L vBeuT A
so] Y=g 2ARTH

() Base] 42F=Q HEd UF BAESFE
9% 478 B3

e}

(3) BASC) HYFxel U HES AZUFE
e et

3. 80{¥2

1) Vignette

vignette® ABAAXNE ou|sly EHAE AT
datel AxNRE SFshed AHERY A A
9 ARYE7 2451 USE a7 ol vpdeld
oz =244 29% 314 "t vignetteo] BEAME 53
olo) s} S@stoan A AA AANAY AL
o wresle AT 2L HEE Bolw wElA uidAte]
HEE d3glel e AAXE A F Ao
(Alexander & Becker, 1978).

2) 48Exd 3 ikl

B AFM Z8ExA0lR vignetted] 480l
FHol AAE A58 AHSH, Aol vignette
of 42| g AgFol glo] AAE xR1& AP A

1. ZACHAE o AP |ZE

E d7e 27 digte dsAdF g 11883 HztE

AT B 1349¢ DoR o FiHT

AaF7IEE 20019 99HE 119704 27190
AR ol Rl

2. ATET U REST WY

E A3 7t3dtEc] Aoz @5HQ x=UE
sl zte BEE ARsl 9@ vignette® AHSEIA
t}. vignettedl® 493 FHxol 4ALEE sh=
JHA Ago] AAHAUN LY SEREL ol Al
Al Aol i8] ANEe] 4E FARES ST

1) Vignette

vignettedls @Al 24z FaHYd 493 Ae
71E =g U Aoz A, AR w7, 24
A% Fo| MUY

vignette® W&o da (654, 804 E AHBF
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(A7, vidD) o2 3= 7lete] Y& 2% §Y
3 AAEATE. F, vignettedl AAE =D 4
N FozA, 654 guhed 2 A8Ex, 804 4w
Q) 2 AEgErgleos FRUD
vignette®] =l Wizt A9 el WEEo] A
A=At
1. AHEA i ekl 9 AABISIcH
(6548l 2&dA. 29 IKFE. ARVFZY
ZAAA 59, 499 71E ol 2 27 &4, &
Eo] deh -
2. AA MY Faudd 2FE JLdEeY AP
g WExE vl xjeth
AgE: WA HERE |9 BFIAPE QAR
< dFTt (el F ALt} IAIHA o
Hele] AR Ao WA}
4, A7 dFEs AU £220] IEF Foln
2 F ol HAT oFolr}

3
L.
o
L5
o

2) =191 Aol oig dlx 24}

AE FEL x99 A8 Hzd 9FE vE R
2 AZEe didAe 4y 54 € AAE =94
o dE H=E S AT FEoz FA)

H=EF e AANE =AY i A 3=,
AAIE Fgol 2T MA, =19 QAT 479
HPE =, =9 AHAE F-eA, o2 BAER A}
24, AAA ARAT, AAFA EHPE, QA7
AR =, x9lo) Ui £44] Fxd digl $EAe] 4
& g3 A2 FAH UG

vignetteol AAB =19 HHEF g HE=xe
ol FAsl7] AT FE W FHrE Y
PEL2 0-93 Likert scale2AM, H7l £2FE =2
o] HAHEEA dE 52e ztm FANEE AE 9y
39, vt FEFE x99 4AEEE HREASE
H=g onjgc}.

3. AREN WY

BAIE Al SPSS/PC+ & o|&3iyt). tidAte)
dukd 542 J|ed BAE AMdden, 1tagA
vtz Azt Blxnla 2 eiEd g FHEUSse] &
)2 t-test F& ANOVAE Alg3leonl, H4E%5x
el M Bz dF8Qe IARYE AHSsld A

A A B 5 8 A) A 138 A2%

st

1. TAIChARS] YUt B4

(B 12 ARl 9wty 54202 asd
1189, ®IZt3 &4 1347 F 252W0] tiielt}t. %
AFAE 118% BF AAoH, Mz AFAME 9
Al o] 101%(75.4%) 2 8 H3dh shde 33
o] 80 (31.7%) 2 7 Bom, ZAFEdAE 200
TP gH(33.3%)°] 7HF Bk 3Ee] Y& =0l S
E A+ 1619(63.9%). =749 FAZAH] e
757t 1399 (55.2%), =¥27t AZEF A$7}F 2061
(81.7%)2 Zt&t && vl&& Jvehidith xQlez iy
o] ZAAA FHqgRe glv A o 21354,
62.2%). BAAFLR x1g R4 AY R vl
1329 (55.2%), =19 H7%tez Q3 7139 o8
AY ARe de B47 1598(64.6%), =99 EE7
2 3l 297t 1349 (53.2%) = 22+ gsich

2. olo| ofEt M3Y Y iz vin

(B 2)2 x99 Ui Hxe $33EE AFgs
v Rojct.

JzAFAE dF L 4EF A4¥9) Fa 2
=2 da 4.57 o] Bl=E R, HFold
+35AQ =g M e Rez veigen, o
2R BEA A vlE] g2 JSolth,

F, UAZATAE 654 Eteql, 654 H48ExQ,
804 gwhxel, 854 AEE=R 437G ZZe] wiaA
5.54%1.12, 5.60%1.43, 4.90%£1.21, 4.89+1.552
A IAFA ZF el did BERs 5.07%
1.15, 5.01£1.38, 4.44+1.50, 4.20+t1.71 Bt} &
F S AFE 2o 3 4= 7R Aoz Jg
gon, ol EF EAZHCE foF Ao]E Hol: A
o|tH(p=.00).

(B 32 AT d2 4E3=A7 el g
ei=e] ato] A RE HZFF Folth

Re AT A A8 E vz /9%
FEFE "R g BAFS. F, 5P HEE
654, 80M =91 RFolA ABFwql] g ix=sh
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IubeQlo] i Bert fold Aol g Holx gIAl 4t 2o ol HREAIAYAME FEF BdolUTh

ol HIZBAINE YUY ARE BT} Z HEABAE 654 ABE=(5.08%1.149)4l
U $o@ ZolE ofUAAT HEHFAY 654 gl Yuhe9l(5.01+1.38) Btk B& AFE Yz
wlo] i3 FFHERFE J8F:(5.60%1.43)°0 sic},
gl kel (5.54+1.12) Eek o FAAQY HEES W 8oM| =l Ee AY HEEFx(4.89£1.54)0

(Table 1) General characteristics of study subjects

Nursing Non-nursing Total
. N % N % N % ¥  p
Male 33 24.6 33 13.1
Sex Female 118 100 101 154 219 8eg o043 00
1 14 11.9 31 23.1 45 17.9
2 20 16.9 38 28.4 58 23.0
School year 3 47 398 3 94.6 80 317 13.86 .00
4 37 31.4 32 23.9 69 27.4
.. Yes 67 56.8 75 56.0 142 56.3
Religion No 51 432 59 440 10 437 o790
~100 16 13.6 29 21.6 45 17.9
~199 47 39.8 37 27.6 84 33.3
Monthly income” ~299 36 30.5 33 24.6 69 274 8.90 .06
~399 11 9.3 19 14.2 30 11.9
400~ 8 6.8 16 11.9 24 9.5
Familiarity Yes 69 58.5 92 68.7 161 63.9 280 1
C the elderly No 49 41.5 42 31.3 91 36.1 ' ’
Exp. of living —c Yes 65 55.1 74 55.2 139 55.2 00 100
. Yes 91 77.1 115 85.8 206 81.7
Survival of grandparents No 27 299 19 142 46 183 3.18 .10
Exp. of financial support  Yes 36 33.3 46 42.2 82 37.8 182 21
from the elderly No 72 66.7 63 57.8 135 62.2 ' '
Exp. of financial support  Yes 62 53.9 70 56.5 132 55.2 16 70
for the elderly No 53 46.1 54 43.5 107 448 ' '
Difficulty by health Yes 73 62.9 86 66.2 159 64.6 08 69
problem of the elderly No 43 37.1 44 33.8 87 35.4 ) ’
Exp. of caring for Yes 66 55.9 68 50.7 134 53.2 68 45
the elderly No 52 441 66 49.3 118 46.8 ) '
Total 118 100.0 134 100.0 252 100.0
*: Unit=10000won
(Table 2) Comparison of attitudes toward the elderly
Nursing Non-nursing .
D
M sSbh M SD
65 yrs. S. A. mentioned 5.60 1.43 5.01 1.38 -3.23 _ .001
65 yrs. S. A. non-mentioned 5.54 1.12 - 5.07 1.15 -3.33 .001
80 yrs. S. A. mentioned 4.89 1.55 4.20 1.71 -2.66 .008
80 yrs. S. A. non—mentioned 4.90 1.21 . 4.4 1.50 -3.34 001
S. A. mentioned 5.24 1.42 4.60 1.44 -3.14 .000

S. A. non-mentioned 5.22 1.08 4.76 1.23 -3.54 .002
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3 gx=s died(4.90+1.21)d) g elxH} v
£330 Aoz vehgtt ol& HRIAdME BUG
oz ABEXA(4.20:1.7Dd dF HEE o
W91(4.44+1.50) B} ¥] &3 o| e},

oleld AT 9o dHEE B w HEE
o] g B=sh ApstEke AE B FTKE 4).

2=, 2R ZA AL 6049 ABFwAd R
e (5.62%1.43) 80419l A¥EFxQo] iRt
(4.89%1.55) © $&Hold (p=.00), ol& H|ZtEA
FANAE 202 Yeht 94 60419 48F e o
& HE7H5.01£1.38) 8041l AEFxol Yy
t} (4.20+1.71) o $53 0| (p=.00):

3. Mgsolo thst i AW

(R 5 RE3F3PS9] 4850 g g #d
HEEe) oA o585 AEE Aol

Az e xdote] IRAR(p=.02), ZHE
AEAR(=.05), =UASE AP WF(p=.01)7t &
g H5E JeElbd. &, 384 Al x90] e A$
ZRE7L AEN de A% € =UE BB Y] e

+ AgZExRldl gal o $TH )

gz e 28hddN, ot dE AL, =UAF T
ARR, 2RI A& e B4 =UCAA BAEH
o2 2&E T AYol Je 4% 9 £349 HES
Byout, foleiAe sttt EF =ARAAd] e
5o, xRle] AZez d8A olElge] e AS

QA 2k erd 2] Al138 A2z

A, wASE APl Y AN feEE gou
2549 YES Holm Yk

I HRERYSY HHBE o) AP s}
AANE e ARl foF BANSFYD
(p=.03). AAFYINE d(p=.02), =T A
E(p=.00), =AEBFA(p=.01)c] HIF BANS
sict. '

4. 4SS0l chEt el MY

SHREMA fo8 WhE BYY pAASDS
s HeExd UE HE 2898 Hd
Al THEET BAL ANSAKE 6).

2 2 AEExe] P HE 28EL g
B3k MBEAEE Aol eS & 4 YTk

BERAZANNE £ABE AYo] FUT oS5
ou(p=.03) H=] 10%E A=ad. = xS
Adel e VEATAYSE HARELS e ko
Hel $3A PES Hshe Aoz B £ U

BN mdTe] o] FUF ASAERO
U (p=.03) Aude oj$ mug Ame aHg
(R*=.03).

AMSFAANN HBE o] WY HES o Se=
U2 A, 3d, =979 Aol 9T WEE ¥
U, &, 22AZA(p=.00) A5, o] Fo}
AFE(p=.01), =A7] A%o] & Aol (p=.02)
wolo] 4AYF $5AY HEE AW e o=
Wge) AuEe 12% F=R. :

(Table 3) Attitudes toward the sexual activity mentioned and non-mentioned elderly

Nursing

Non-nursing

M SD M SD

80 yrs 3. A. mentioned 4.89 1.54 4.20 1.71
’ S. A. non-mentioned 4.90 1.21 .08 .94 4.44 1.50 1.88 .06

65 yrs S. A. mentioned 5.60 1.43 5.08 1.14
’ S. A. non-mentioned 5.54 1.12 .56 .58 5.01 1.38 51.16 .00

(Table 4) Attitudes toward the sexual activity mentioned elderly by age

Nursing Non-nursing
p t p
M SD M SD
. 65 yrs. 5.60 1.43 _ . 5.01 1.38 _
S. A. mentioned 8.81 .00 490 171 8.16 .00

80 yrs. 4.89 1.55
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(Table 5) Affecting variables to attitudes toward the sexual activity mentioned elderly

Nursing

Non- Nursing

Total

Vi ) F(t) M D Flt) »p i D Fit) p
1 4,76 1.15 408 1.66 429 154
School 2 5.41 1.65 476 1.24 499 141
year 3 5.29 1.54 71 .55 466 147 195 .13 499 153 3.46 .02
4 5.36 1.23 487 1.35 513 1.30
M 4.58 .24 458 140
Sex F 10492 28.43 184 .18 4.62 .15 019 .89 496 1.47 193 .17
. Yes 5.28 1.41 4.77 1.49 5.01 1.47
Religion No 590 144 10 75 440 136 220 .14 477 145 1.70 .19
~100 5.26 1.46 434 1.36 467 145
Monthl ~199 5.30 1.32 503 1.47 5.19 1.39
in(c):me’y ~299 517 140 47 .76 439 155 126 .29 479 151 136 .25
~399 4.87 1.84 4,57 1.31 468 1.50
400~ 5.74 1.59 458 141 497 154
Familiarity Y 5.49 1.45 479 150 509 1.51
— o 523 .02 469 .03 717 .01
C the elderly No 490 1.32 421 1.24 458 1.32
Exp. of living Y 5.41 1.62 473 1.43 5.04 1.55
Z e 184 .18 114 .29 277 .10
C the elderly No 5.05 1.12 446 1.46 473 134
Survival of Yes 5.38 1.37 4.61 1.45 495 146
grandparents No 479 1.52 367 .05 4.57 1.44 0290 470 147 113 .29
Exp. of financial Yes 547 155 443 1.60 489 165
t f) th 1.04 .31 79 .38 07 .19
support oM 1€ N 517 140 469 1.39 494 141
elderly
Exp. of finandlal vy, 539 1.40 456 146
support for & ' o a0 7 ' 22 e 4P 18 g g
the elderly No 516 142 468 146 4.92 146
Difficulty by Yes 531 141 468 141 497 144
health problem 49 48 69 41 91 34
of the elderly No 5.11 1.45 4.46 1.56 4.78 1.53
Exp. of caring Yes 557 141 474 147 515 1.50 _
for the elderly  No 483 134 52 01 gy qu M2 63 g9 T O
Unit=10000won
(Table 6) Predicting variables on attitudes toward the sexually active elderly
Predictive variables cum R? Beta p
- .10 F=4.40 .00
Nursing Familiarity ¢ the elderly - 35 -1.32 19
students Survival of grandparents -.48 -1.60 11
Exp. of caring for the elderly - 59 -218 03
Non-nursing L .03 F=4.69 .03
students Familiarity € the elderly - 56 916 03
, 12 F=8.07 00
Major 2.73 .00
Total students School year _ . 2.45 .01
Familiarity ¢ the elderly - 47 -2.39 - .02
-.28 ~1.45 14

Exp. of caring for the elderly
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v.e 9

2 a7E x99 4HYE 0ig HeATHAS
BES JolEm, I %898 SAstnAl A=A,

HEAT FASS HBIYS vlE AEFx)
el $549 HES Hgg. B ojet Uukncle)
WAME =9 dHT BRsA 25 uRzgET ¥
& H4E Holzm Yr}.

Tt Yuhedle] tig BEGAE 809] wQlHThe
654 =l B $3AA HFE Uehl, A w3
gg 2gA el 2Aem Jee =3 Yok

wole] HEE RE wold UiE e $9F
g mHA Ysich :

aeht T We] umAl 654 wel AgS ol
e Adheolntt $3H0z BrE FUAE, 804
wolo] HEse duhcout H$zHoz Wrshe
Y=g vehlz 9ok

gt 80 =Qle] dEiE ARES S =)
a2l Ahednt Bl$EHA HES Hn
Je Aoz e, =, @ w8 JAR T tel
Ae B =S Ko, 1Hxs] 4BF s
Ne 2R HEE 2ot olad Aze vzl
NE adz Jepdo ks 9 654 =8 A%
£ AH85E Rolk x9ld wal $3Fc%n 804
wole] A$E JAET 9P AF] sle Ykl
Hal o $5HQ B8 s Yok

ol drAse =909 Aol dalA vig dvAEd
ALEA el oS B Aoz BAEY fSdE
EQIE Aoy BAEaQEL AFHIHA=(Adams,
Rojas-Camero, &Clayton, 1990: Glass, Mustian,
& Carter, 1986: White & Catania, 1981) 383
Q1 (Luketich, 1991: White & Catania,1982) €=
£ Ho|3 githke Ui a7 At g7t

Damrosch(1984, 1982) 26049 &3, HE
A 114%E Moz AR 2T AL 4E8
FAGA o 334 HEE 2l oz JEkitg =3
Damrosch® Fischman(1985)% 2Jtid 140%-g o
Fom zAR A% P YHoR BEA =
o $A #riste A%l JS< B

B Ao vE 6547 HEE ARYAEE =
919} Aol Wigh H=7} dukweld] Ulg sizrct 33

QAL EE A A13d A2z

Hoz Jehd AL w=9d] tiFt Aple] HxkA olsjr}
Z7Vslm Aol AF AR =t 383 2R E
4 Jch(Damrosch & Fischman, 1985). ol&id ¥
2 Ae xod gyl 23 YEc] Y HEE
Botkes AMde w919 AHEAQEI JHEHS] AYE
&3 YAIAE 2FAQ Aot

iy B dFdMe Axe ko] TF FAZN
Agdez e AL oldS AL Utk dnt:
Qo] i3 HEME 654 x=Re HlE 804 =l
HEAE 22EQ HeE Reln glor £33 485
AZANE 804 ABF =] dalxe fodshd F2
A4S Ko gA xdld] digd $3F HWHo| EAlsin
A&E =iz it

ole 2 Harwe VIR A8 Qo A 1E
d3o] o oAz AFLEN 654E kBl tF ¥
Zo] Zg3dlA e FAZF WgE ARY Fx Sith
gt goeze UHE dpdie deds B
BNAU R Aol Bad Aoz ydct

AASEE Bole =UHA Hxd Ui Z AF
JFF =AM YT U] ARAR, 2R
BAZAR AEE AY It /RAT #A¥ESFE
ekt £, J8A Ad xdol e AF. 5=}
Az de 2% € U0 SE Y] Ue AF
(p=.01) =919 A8%d) & o 33|},

A AW x9e] e A, 2R AEL =179
AZERAYE Juijds], olx k9o Ui THH H=E
A5 K9lolth. Porter® Connor(1978) AFlA
€ FPEA 60M01d =02 BE A, & V] F
gt Zo] Bl FMFm, £AAIL Yoz IS F
Aas} FPse] dxrt FHHeR ARIAES Eus)
Fh. Seost Kim (1999)M % HA] Qo] #8 ¢
& 2e Ao = P FHA ojuiAE FFH AH
A7 dE AL UEyth a8u g HEEde
Ag] ol 4ge viXe ALE HolH(Gordon &
Hallauer, 1976), Rosencranz®} McNevin(1969)¢l|A]
e 2%5¢ fd, iFd HEst A28 JE2} FF
o} 18R] & SRS ¥lm Al 2902 FoHor ¥
713len, £} 2RE7 ol dads, Aok OE x
oz} e whde] 713E A AS = © 393
o]9ic}. Hillman® Stricker(1994) HA] ZHEe}e
AFo] e PARANA = P ehErt FH Al
2 AASIE 28, Lee(1989)eA9 xRlel AE A%
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2 BAFE (Lee, 1989)9) wel BH=r} 98 wethe
ZA¥ele g€}

a8V Kim(1981)& 23d2Ae w9d] hig =
=7t #3doz et A 2 9033 33 APE, A
g 9 3 8 Aolr} gle RS H AL B dF
9 & ZAzo|t},

GH {FAg deHre ohIAY, EAF ¥E
A BEFoA =R1A702 dd oEeE FHL HYo]
Je BF o gzt +3FHYk £ ¥IEAFTA
AN xQlosRE AAZHC =g we AYe] gl=
oA o FEEA HxE BAh o Fe HE
dde] =qlo] WteAl AZsla, AAFHe= odf e
ATt FL& oo YAZE AL oI AL
At} 23818 wRlFte] HE: 2 A Q1o i
ANAQ] ol E =E&:, o2 Q& x9ld] HF A
Y HEE 7tHALe AL ohdy) Algdr.

o 38 EMFEL AN dF /ol #AAP S Hol
A ggkevt 18do] 71 ¥ Ao, ol viZts
ANz Tt 3 uiztzAdME odap) o ¢
3AQ HEE Btk A 4% dFe A7) 9
2% 33 (Tuckman & Lorge, 1953: Cha, 1980)
ol ARARE Aoy}t gy ez RuFre g
(Troxler, 1971). =3t Fw7} = FAEC] AR $
3AQ HEE JYEler, ole HiIZAE B Bee
Hol3 gt} ‘

a8y =919 AAeFE, xlozRE AAH
=3 FIgR, FYAFEL fd4 dRee FHEA
3T HIZACA FEgFE vlAe Wike] Uns
A Rl go2 Al ¥ e ¥ Aoz Y™y

Y VIS JHLF =Rlo) dE sz A
AMe =1y AFojRgte] fold JgHfgen,
AAGRN M= Thdo] F/1E4E, Q3] AEo] 3l
t A% x=ASRAY Y A7 $3HA HEE
ZHA ke e g

a8 dgRSEe] Hdyye Zx gtk EEAY
dre =RIEEFFE 0] T dyusz T
o 1 dEe 10%e Bl TP udEAEE
o] &SR =R07te] FET] XIHAU

=zbECA B8] F8% 4F 2EAM HEo|H,
Foatel A7t 2 AXe w8t AP F3k
VX AE 2 (Putnam, 1974), #1233 B2 A8
Q ExAE A FHGunter, 1971).

N

2 gl

Hl @ 3] B kil 414 A2lE H
FS AU, ABAZoEN =ABA] PFo S
o, w=Q¥xle Fe} FaF AV UHDupuis,
1970). Frenay® Pierce(1971)& x918A A 3%
Holn], A7 e HEE HYoz =849 3§
Fo] MBS Baaigd).
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(Spence, Feigenbaum, Fitzgeralde, & Roth,
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1971 Tarbox, Conors, & Faillace, 1987: Wilhite,
1976), =9 EFHE dehAEe AsE Y9
(Adams et al., 1990).
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3t AFo)7l= 3ltH(Greene, 1986: Pease, 1974;
Smith, Tobin, & Gustafson, 1987). ¥£§ 919
el g Bi=rt ol g3 (Adams et al., 1990:
Glass et al.,, 1986: Luketich, 1991: White &
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- Abstract -

Nursing Students’ Attitudes
towards Sexually Active Elderly .

Oh, Jin Joo*
Objectives @ The aim of this study was to
explore nursing students’ attitudes towards
sexually active elderly, and to compare their
attitudes with those of non-nursing students.
Methods Study subjects consisted of 118
nursing students, and 134 non-nursing students,
recruited from two universities. The data were
collected from September to November 2001.
Vignettes, which presented hypothetical situations
of sexual activities of the elderly (65 years of
age, 80 years of age/ sexual activity mentioned,
non-mentioned), were provided as ‘a research
method, as well as the use of a structured
questionnaire. Vignettes showed the hypothetical

situations by male elder’s sexual activity and’

their age. Respondents were asked to address
their thoughts in the questionnaire.

Results :

1. Nursing students showed more favorable
attitudes toward the elderly than non-nursing
students, regardless of the presence of sexual
activity of the elderly. '

2. No significant difference was found in
nursing students’ attitudes toward the elderly
aged 65 and 80 years, between those who were
sexually active and those who were not. These
results were the same in non-nursing students.

3. Nursing students showed more favorable
attitudes toward the sexually active elders aged
65 years (5.6 1.43), than toward sexually active
elders aged 80 years (4.89 1.55). This result
was also the same in non-nursing students.

* Associate professor Nsg dept of Dankook University
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4. The variables significantly affecting
attitudes toward the sexually active elderly in
nursing students were familiarity with old
persons (p=. 02), presence of living grandparents
(p=. 05). and the experience of caring for old
people (p=. 01). However, in non-nursing students,
familiarity with old people was the only
significant variable that affected their attitudes
toward the sexually active elderly.

5. In nursing students, one variable to predict
attitudes toward the sexually active elderly was
the experience of caring for old people (p=. 03),
accounting for 10% of the total variance. In
non-nursing students, familiarity with old people
was the only variable to attitudes toward the
sexually active elderly (p=. 03), accounting for
3% of the variance for attitude. In both student
groups, the variables that predicted attitudes
toward the sexually active elderly included
college major (p=. 03), school year (p=. 01),
familiarity with old people (p=. 02), accounting
for 12% of the variance for attitude by these
variables.

conclusion : Nursing students showed more
favorable attitudes toward the sexual activity of
elders 65 years of age or over, than non-nursing
students. However, both the nursing and
non-nursing students showed negative attitudes
toward the elderly who were 80 years of age
when compared with those 65 years of age.
There should be a consideration in nursing
education curriculums that university students
may have negative attitudes towards sexual
activity of the elderly over 80 years of age.

Key words sexuality of elderly, nursing
student, attitude
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