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Attitudes of Speech-Language Pathology Students Towards Elderly
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Purpose: A global concern about aging is that society as a whole must tackle the
problem together. The key is to make it possible to work as a member of society even in
old age. Communication ability is essential for social activities, and the experts who
support it are speech-language pathologists (SLP). The role of SLP is becoming more
important in an aging society. Service effectiveness highly depends on the attitude of the
expert toward the subject. The purpose of this study is to examine the attitudes of
speech-language pathology students (SLPs) toward the elderly and to provide basic data
for speech-language pathology education for the elderly.

Methods : The attitude toward the elderly of 160 SLPs in G and P metropolitan cities was
investigated through the Korean Attitude Toward Old People Scale (KAOPS).

Results: First, the attitude of SLPs toward the elderly was found to be neutral. This was
found to be similar or somewhat contradictory to the results of foreign studies. Second, a
statistically significant difference was found only in the experience of living with the
elderly(p{.05). There was no statistically significant difference in attitude scores according
to the subjects’ gender, grade, or experience of taking classes related to the elderly.
Conclusions : The results of this study provide practical implications in various aspects to the
speech-language pathology curriculum. In the curriculum of the department of
speech-language pathology, theoretical classes and practices related to the elderly should be
increased. In addition, various opportunities for education and experience should be provided
that can shift the attitude of SLPs toward the elderly in a positive direction.

Keywords: Aging, elderly, attitude, speech-language pathology students, speech-language
pathology
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Table 1. General information of participants N=160
Characteristics Categories N %
Male 41 25.6
Gender
Female 119 744
1st 28 17.5
2nd 32 20.0
Grade
3rd 45 28.1
4th 55 34.4
Yes 79 494
Experience living with the elderly
No 81 50.6
Experience taking courses related €S 26163
to the elderly No 134 837
Interest in speech rehabilitation of Y€S 90 563
the elderly No 70 437
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Table 2. Reliability analysis of questionnaire items

Number of items Cronbach’s @

39 A@E= [BM SPSS Statistics 20 T2 IS ARE3}o]
BAsiolch ARl Qubd EAT wolo] ofgh Ewol i
184 3AE ASsiie. tvdAe] dukd B0 wE =2lof
3t B zlolE Hlwskr] ot r~test?t ANOVA E4&
SIRAL o9l Httt tSHIE S A FH SchefféE A
ASHATH

N

J‘.:
ok

A4 O93 B et TE 34530 o
T+ 119.74+16.088 02 YERgth HEX9

11983 A9 dA6HA veiyth. B H= He
E AEAY F Al 3.59F Zo] AdojgAd o
AES Rl diRt Hxs MNHos FPACE uEy
B4 Pz Z3o] SET WY HE Hee Bd
44 "z ] ST Ry "Hx: Hees
49+ .942 Table 33} 2T},

o1k ooy ok
(98}
\n
DO

o,
CTIRA
w H o L;ﬂl
Ne}
\un

Table 3. Questionnaire composition and score MN=160

Number of items M (SD) Range

Positive attitudes 17 3.55( .95

Negative attitudes 17 3.49( .94) 1~6
Mean of means 34 3.52( .99

Mean of sum 34 119.74 (16.08) 92~162

Positive attitudes 17 .844
Negative attitudes 17 .813
Total 34 .906
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Table 4. Score for each questionnaire item

[tems M SD [tems M SD
P or would. be better to live in the same residential 369 87 N orP WOU.ld. be better to Iive' in the same residential 2.97 73
area with YP. area with people of their age.
m opP are not really different frorp anybody else, so 320 .88 N2 OP have sorynething peculiar, so it's hard to know 249 .90
they're easy to understand like YP. why they're angry.
P3 opP .are able to adapt .to flew changes when 273 .80 N3 or hgve their own steadfast ways and don't change 282 98
circumstances require it. easily.
P4 OP would prefer to work as long as possible rather 419 81 N4 or prefer. to quiF thei.r jobs as soon as they r‘eceive3.86 1.00
than relying on someone. a pension or financial support from their children.
P5 OP tend to keep their homes clean and nice. 3.38 1.11 N5 OP tend to leave their homes old and shabby. 4.06 .77
P6 People become wiser as they get older. 418 .96 NG It is foolish to claim that people get wiser with age.3.95 .91
P7 OP should have power in politics and economics. 3.33 .97 N7 OP have too much power in politics or economy. 3.96 .80
P8 OP are very comfortable together 3.54 1.11 N8 OP make others uncomfortable 3.76 .80
P9 The @ost interestir%g and varied stories of OP are 412 89 N9 OP bore others by insisting on talking about the goods.37 9
their past experiences. old days
P10 OP don'’t say it first, they keep it and give advice 289 .83 N10 OP spend a lot .of tirlné digging into other pe.ople S 329 .99
only when asked. personal affairs, giving them unsought advice.
P11 OP make the same mistakes as everyone else. 431 .77 N11 If OP wa'nt to get attentlop, the f1rst' tbm“?’ they try 3.391.18
to do is not to make mistakes of irritating others.
P12 You can be sure of a good living environment when 416 85 N12 In order to mamtgm a good living environment, it is 391 .92
you have a moderate number of OP around you. better not to live around too many OP.
P13 OP are convinced that they are very different from 3.88 .80 N13 With a few exceptions, OP are generally very similar.3.08 .99
each other.
P14 OP have a very neat and tidy appearance. 3.36 1.28 N14 OP need to pay fore attention to ther appearance. 3 91 g1
They are very untidy.
P15 OP are cheerful, positive and full of humor. 3.21 1.25 N15 OP are irritable, grouchy, and unpleasant. 3.83 .87
P16 It is rare Fo hear OP complain about the younger 204 81 N16 OP continue to cor.nplain about the behavior of 3.401.14
generation. younger generations.
P17 OP no longer need love or reassurance than anyone 3.27 1.16 NI7 OP have greater needs for love and reassurance thanS.31 112
else. any other
Total 3.55 .95 Total 3.49 .94
Note. OP=old people; YP=younger people.
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Figure 1. Item score for positive and negative attitudes
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to the characteristics N=160
Characteristics Categories M (SD) t/Kp)  Schtté
Male 120.54 (15.59)
Gender .37
Female 119.46 (16.30)
1st 118.14 (13.18)
2nd 11631 ( 9.09)
Grade 1.71 -
3rd 118.51 (21.02)
4th 123.55 (15.58)
Experience living Yes 122.30 (18.49) 2.00°
with the elderly No 117.23 (12.93) (£.05)
Experience taking Yes 123.88 (18.80)
courses related 1.44
to the elderly No 118.93 (15.45)
Interest in speech Yes 120.64 (18.00)
rehabilitation .84

of the elderly No 118.57 (13.24)
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Positive attitudes
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Figure 2. Score for each sub-factor of the questionnaire
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