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RERME (B

Japanese Students’ Images of the Elderly
— An analysis by the Semantic Differential (SD) Method —

I. TAKAHASHI. Minobusan University, Yamanashi, JAPAN
M. TANAKA. Tokyo Future University. Tokyo, JAPAN

PURPOSE

There are some researches on Japanese students’ images of elderli-
ness in Japan. They, however, are mostly on their images of general
elderliness, and not on the images of their own future old age.

Our research here has two purposes;

1. To compare Japanese college students’ images of general elderliness
with those of their own old age by using the Semantic Differential
(SD) test.

2. To compare Social Science (SS) majors’ images of elderliness with

those of Social Welfare (SW) majors.
METHOD

1. Subjects

641 college students participated in this research. Of them 362 (M:
248, F: 114) were Social Science majors (Law, Economics, Business Ad-
ministration, and Commercial Science) and 279 (M: 83, F: 195, 1: un-
known) were Social Welfare majors. Their average age was 20.28 and
the S.D. was 1.26. SW students had received a practical training of

minimum ten months to nationally qualify as Certified Social Worker

(45)
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or Care Worker.

2. Measure

The Semantic Differential (SD) test with 23 items was used. Each
item required 5 Lickert type answers in each pair of adjectives. Subjects
were asked to answer each item. The questionnaires were all answered

in the spring of 2007.

RESULTS and DISCUSSION

1. Is there significant difference in students’ images of elderliness be-
tween general elderliness and their own old age?

Fig.1 shows the scores of “genera

- 5 1 elderliness” and those of “their own
oold / warm =
s/ g - future elderliness” of SS majors and
terrible /wonderful® D
ugly / beautifubx . .
oo SW majors. It is seen here that the
poor / wealthyx / . .
W/ reairy /. scores of their own elderliness were
ke nuisance / helpfubx
loss / reate > 7 higher than those of general elderli-
wrong / right* -
P - ness in the images of physical activi-
foolish / cleverx . .
s/ = ties. In the images of mental
small / largex \
wesk / srong ¥ activities, however, the scores of
dull / sharpx >
e /e N general elderliness were higher and
short / talbx \ ..
iforior /ssrors AN more positively evaluated than those
bad / good*

[ mmoromrsties - impmotiionsi®] - of their own old age. These facts

Fig.1: The scores of the subject’s
images of general elderliness
and those of their own old
age

suggest to us that the subjects con-
structed their images of their own

elderliness as an extension of their
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own current physical images, whereas their images of general elderli-
ness were constructed based on elderly people’s mental capabilities as a

result of their experiences with those people.

2. Is there significant difference in the images of elderliness between the
SS majors and the SW?

Fig.2 shows the average scores of

- . SS majors and SW majors in the im-
oold / warm
=/ gac ages of general elderliness. As seen
territle /worderfu” I,
gy / beautifub ) : . .
oo e o . in Fig.2, SW majors evaluated elder-
poor / wealthy® 4 . el
0/ eaty / liness more positively than SS ma-
be nuisance / helpfub
loos et y jors. Some significant differences
wrong / right 4
g e were seen in items ‘fast — slow”,
dirty / clear®
foolish / clever« = « ” w
sow/ foste - large — small”, “incompetent —
small / largex \ .
weak trong \ competent”, and “like — dislike”. In
dul / sharp*
incompetert /compstentk R . . .
rem—_—— - the images of their own elderliness,
shor- / tallk <
[ — \ however, SS majors evaluated elder-
bad / good >

[C=Souk scere oprs = socavermreee | ]ipggg more positively than SW ma-

Fig.2: The average scores of the im-

. jors (See Fig.3). Differences were
ages of general elderliness

seen in almost all items. The items

which showed such differences were “busy — free”, “foolish — clever”,
“fast — slow”, “sharp — dull” and “superior — inferior”.

Assumedly, SW majors had mor.‘e opportunities to contact elderly

people through their practical training and this led them to evaluate

elderliness more positively. By contrast, SS majors evaluated their own

elderliness more positively than general elderliness. Our assumption

(47)
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rating
2 3 4 5

1
static / dyramiox
cold / warm

sad / gad*
terrible /worderfu

ugly / beautifup
difficult to talk / easy 1o talk

poor / wealthyx
ill/ reatthy
be nuisance / helpfubk Y %

loose / neatx

wrong / rightx
free / busy* <
dirty / cleank - I

uay

foolish / clever

siow / fastx

small / argex

wealc/ strong
dull / sharpx
hate / like \
short / talix

N

inferior /superiork q l
bad / googx s

(=== Sockal Scierce maiprs_ -+~ Socal weare maprs

Fig.3: The average scores of the im-
ages of the subject’s own old
age

here is that their images were con-
structed based on their current
physical abilities. It could be that
their evaluation was influenced by
their own wishes that they do not

want to get aged.

3. What did we find in the factor
analysis?

In interpreting subjects’ images of
elderliness, we used factor analyses
in 21 items. Two items “wealthy —
poor” and “be nmuisance — helpful”

were excluded for the reason that

their communality estimates were too low in the correlation matrix.

The factors we obtained by the Main Factor Analysis in the Promax

Rotation Method were the following 5 items: “capability”, “intimacy’,

AAAAAAAA

fctor

[ 5o Scmme mmios @~ Socir v maios]

Fig.4: Factor scores of SS majors and
SW majors in the images of the

general elderliness

“dignity”, “exaltation” and ‘active-
ness.”

Fig.4 shows the factor scores of
SS majors and SW majors’ images
of general elderliness. As seen in
Fig 4, the factor scores of SW ma-
jors were higher than those of SS
majors in 3 factors in the images

of general elderliness. Significant
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differences were found in the first factor “capability”, the second factor
“intimacy”, and the third factor “dignity”. (t= — 3.041 df=611
P<0.0025, t=3.391 df =611 P<0.0007, t=2.698 df=601.52 P <0.007)

In interpreting the images of subjects’ own elderliness, we also used
the Main Factor Analysis in 23 items. The factors we obtained this way

were the following 4 factors: “maturity”, ‘“capability”, ‘dignity” and

“activeness”.

Fig.5 shows the 4 factor scores
- of SS majors and SW majors in
ol _ the images of their own elderli-
ﬂ s - s === | pess. Significant differences were
ﬁ found in all factors in the images

of their own elderliness. The fac-

= T———

. . tor scores of SS majors were sig-
Fig.5: Factor scores of SS majors and ) g

SW majors in the images of pificantly higher than those of

their own old age
SW majors in all factors. (t=3.330
df=619 P<0.001, t=4.267 df=619 P<0.000, t=4.456 df =619 P <0.000)
In our factor analyses, we found that both the images of general eld-
erliness and the images of their own elderliness were composed of fac-
tors such as mental functions and physical abilities. SS majors showed
a tendency to evaluate each function more highly than SW majors. It
could be said that SS majors’ images of elderliness were closer to their

ideal aging on the assumption that their current functions will con-

tinue to work throughout their old age.
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SUMMARY

Our analysis suggests that practical training programs such as So-

cial Welfare or Elderly Welfare Education exercise a significant influ-

ence in the construction of positive images of elderliness.

1.

Japanese college students evaluated the images of “their own old

age” more positively than “general elderliness”

. SW Majors: SW majors evaluated elderliness more positively and

more objectively than SS majors. In the construction of their images,
their practical training influenced their image formation. It could be
said that SW majors observed elderly people’s capabilities in a more

objective way, which led to their positive evaluation of elderliness.

. SS Majors: As a result of factor analysis, two components

“capability” and “activeness” were found to play an important role in
the construction of the images of elderliness. SS majors constructed
more positive images of their own elderliness than general elderli-
ness. It could be said that they based the construction of their images

on their current capabilities.
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