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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to examine the factors associated with reporting intention and behavior
in relation to child abuse among elementary school teachers in Korea based on the Theory of Planned
Behavior. The Scale, which includes demographics, preparation level of training, school characteristics,
reporting-related behavior, reporting intention, knowledge, attitudes, subjective norms, and self-efficacy,
was used to collect the data. A total of 292 teachers provided data.

The result of this study is as follows. First, even though the teachers had suspected the child abuse,
16.3% of them reported, whilst 83.7% of them did not. In terms of teachers’ reporting intention, the
vignettes of very serious cases were higher than the vignettes of less serious cases. The teachers’
reporting intention of sexual abuse was the highest among the types of child abuse, and it was
followed by physical abuse, neglect and emotional abuse. Second, knowledge, attitudes, subjective
norms, and self-efficacy, all of these variables had positive impacts on teachers’ reporting intention.
Meanwhile, self-efficacy, reporting intention, and the support level of specialists also had positive

impacts on reporting behavior. Additionally, women or postgraduate teachers had a higher possibility
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to make a report than men or undergraduate teachers.

These findings suggest that increasing self-efficacy through education and more thorough training

about identifying and reporting on child abuse is more important than anything else for detecting

abused children at an early stage.
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<Table 1> Demographic characteristics, preparation level

of training, school characteristics

Variables M%) Variables N%)
Demographic characteristics
Female 248(85.2) Parent Yes 220(75.3)
Gender
Male 43(14.8) status No 72(24.7)
20-30 year 42(15.4) 2-3year degree 13(4.5)
31-40 year 107(39.3) . 4 year degree 195(66.8)
Age Education
41-50 year 83(30.5) .
Master degree or higher 84(28.8)
51-59 year or more 40(14.7)
Marital Yes 229(78.4) Teachi 1-10year 89(30.6)
arita No 6221.2) MME - 0.20year 115(39.5)
status experience
Other 1(0.3) 2lyear or more 87(29.9)
Preparation level of training
in writing 154(30.6) Inservice teacher education 93(59.2)
TV 122(24.2) Child protection agenc
Reporting . , e P gency 36(22.9)
. ‘ On the internet 113(22.4) Provider of training
information | . . .
Source in-person training 71(14.1) information  On my own 17(10.8)
On line course 39(7.7) . .
Preservice teacher education 11(7.0)
None 5(1.0)
Child abuse Yes 121(41.9) Preparation ~ High 54(47.4)
training No 168(58.1) level of midium 33(28.9)
Total 4time or less 92(78.0) reporting Low 27(23.7)
training Stime-6time 15(12.7)
hours 7time or more 11(9.3)
School characteristics
Locati Suburban 218(74.7) R ) Yes 80(27.7)
ion
ocatio Urban 74253) oporting g, 88(30.4)
procedcure
T Public 284(97.3) Not sure 121(41.9)
e
P Corporate 827) Support High 87(29.8)
More than 1000 119(40.8) level of Midium 80(27.4)
. 501-1000 131(44.9) specialist Low 125(42.8)
ize
201-500 30(10.3) Discussion  High 177(60.6)
200 or less 12(4.1) on child Midium 74(25.3)
abuse Low 41(14.0)
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<Table 2> Suspicions and reporting behavior of child abuse

Variables Yes No Total
Suspicions of child abuse 215(73.6) 77(26.4) 292(100.0)
Suspicions of physical abuse 119(40.8) 173(59.3)
Suspicions of emotional abuse 143(49.0) 149(51.0)
Suspicions of sexual abuse 35(12.0) 257(88.0)
Suspicions of neglect 189(64.7) 103(35.3)
Reporting behavior of child abuse 35(16.3) 180(83.7) 215(100.0)
Direct/Indirect reporting behavior Direct 30(85.7) Indirect 5(14.3) 35(100.0)
Reporting behavior of physical abuse 22(62.9) 13(37.1)
Reporting behavior of emotional abuse 11(31.5) 24(68.6)
Reporting behavior of sexual abuse 11(31.4) 24(68.6)
Reporting behavior of neglect 19(54.3) 16(45.7)
<Table 3> Reasons not report suspected child abuse (V= 242)
R %(%)
1. No serious injury visible 150(28.1)
2. Did not have enough evidence 118(22.1)
3. Making a report brings about negative consequences for the family and child 66(12.4)
4. Fear of misinterpreting parent discipline styles 63(11.8)
5. Making a report does not offer help to maltreated children 35( 6.6)
6. Did not want to get caught in legal proceedings 29( 5.4)
7. Fear of blamefreprisal 25( 4.7)
8. Did not know how to make a report 15( 2.8)
9. The other school staff members did not want to 14( 2.6)
10. It was not part of my job 4( 0.8)
11. Other reason 14( 2.6)
<Table 4> Descriptive statistics of child abuse reporting intention
Less serious case Serious case Total
N M(SD) N M(SD) N M(SD)
Physical abuse 292 4.29(1.64) 291 5.81(1.38) 291 10.11(2.51)
Emotional abuse 292 3.59(1.42) 289 3.56(1.40) 289 7.15(2.52)
Sexual abuse 292 4.66(1.60) 290 5.62(1.52) 290 10.30(2.66)
Neglect 291 5.32(1.61) 291 4.24(1.74) 290 9.57(2.90)
Total 291 17.87(4.61) 285 19.30(4.38) 284 37.27(8.52)
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F AR S AlEl 2 5.81%(SD =
138)01911, A A s Ala ox7)
40)0.2 71 gl

2. Ofz=it] Al

oo|
L

9|9} S0l FEFS DIAl=

o

<Table 5> Pearson’s correlations among variables

ofbsat] A A2 obE sty ARl A 2(r
= .13, p < .05), Bl=(r = 26, p < .01), THF
TR = 22, p < 013, of st Al A2
H%(r = 24, p < 01), &4 F8E = 20, p
< 01), ANESHr = 42, p< 0D AAH A

HHAE YEPATh HE 9A FHF 1@ =
36, p < .01), A& r = 41, p < 0D)F,
FHA S AVNESTHr = 38, p < 0T
A FHBAE YL

o2 SAMrs Fo ST 34
E ARRY, 2d0E e ofsd #
d A = 21, p< 01, 0}%5%“14 A A2 (r
= 24, p< 01, Bi%=(r = 28, p < .01), FHF
T = 32, p< 01, A71&853r = 31, p<
0N B2 AABAE Yebloh 18] wAL
3o Me® obsdhy] #A A X(r = .14, p <
05), oF&stt) Alel A 2(r = .15, p < .05), Bl=
(r =15, p < .05), FH&A (= 25, p< 0L),

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 1
2 A5k 1
3 .02 14 1
4 -.05 -.05 RRES 1
5 .07 .05 21 14 1
6 -.05 .09 24%% 15%x 13 1
7 .00 .04 28%x  15% 260%%  DDkxk 1
8 .03 -.00 B2k 5%k 24k D0k 36%x 1
9 -.03 .05 Bk 18+x 3wk 4%k 41wk 38k 1
10 -.03 -.05 26%%  16%% 23k 554k 38wk 42k 54k 1
11 A4 17#x 24%x 05 A2 A1 14 .07 245k 19 1

Note. 1. Eduaction, 2. Teaching experience, 3. Support level of specialist, 4. Discussion on child abuse, 5. Child
abuse related knowledge, 6. Knowledge of child abuse cases, 7. Attitude on reporting, 8. Subjective norm,
9. Self-efficay on reporting, 10. Reporting intention, 11. Reporting behaviour.

*p < 05, *xp < .01,
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<Table 6> Factors influencing of child abuse reporting intention

Reporting intention

B S.E. B t
Child abuse related knowledge 171 257 .032 .666
Knowledge of child abuse cases .636 .081 381 7.847 %
Independent  itude on reporting 146 071 103 2,062+
variables
Subjective norm on reporting 240 .063 191 3.820xx
Self-efficay on reporting 481 .101 260 47753 %%
Gender(female=1) -2.161 1.159 -.088 -1.865
Parental status(Yes=1) -1.268 1.047 -.061 -1.210
Education(master degree or higher=1) -.105 .880 -.005 -.120
Teaching experience -.049 051 -.049 -.949
Control Child abuse training(Yes=1) -617 845 -034 -730
variables
Reporting procedure(No=1) 231 1.120 012 206
Reporting procedure(Not sure=1) 1.747 1.028 .098 1.700
Support level of specialist 078 407 010 192
Discussion on child abuse .097 452 .010 214
Constant -14.936 4413 -3.463
Adj-R? = 474 F = 19.240(p =.000s::)
wpkp < 001, *p < .05,
<Table 7> Factors influencing of child abuse reporting behaviour
B SE Wald Exp(B
Child abuse related knowledge .039 153 .067 1.040
Knowledge of child abuse cases -.079 .056 2.016 .924
Independent Attitude on reporting .008 .038 .047 1.008
variables Subjective norm on reporting -.029 .036 .683 971
Self-efficay on reporting .148 .062 5.703* 1.160
Reporting intention .072 .038 3.533" 1.075
Gender(female=1) 1.692 774 4.785% 5.432
Parental status(Yes=1) 1.143 155 2.295 3.137
Education(master degree/higher=1) .909 449 4.086* 2.481
Teaching experience .037 .028 1.848 1.038
Control Child abuse training(Yes=1) 463 451 1.055 1589
variables .
Reporting procedure(no=1) 788 575 1.882 2.200
Reporting procedure(Not sure=1) -478 .569 .705 .620
Support level of specialist .630 233 7.279%% 1.877
Discussion on child abuse -278 252 1.212 757
Constant -9.512 2.845 11181 .000
Model x2 X% = 53.330(p = .000) df = 15
Nagelkerke R® R? =330

*p < .10. ¥p < .05. #xp < 0l.
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