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Table 1. Similar expression of children by age / legislation

Law Title Target Age
Criminal law Criminal minor Under 14 years
Juvenile law
juvenile Under 19 years
Act on the Treatment of Protected Boys and Others
Youth Basic Law 9 to 24 years of age (Article 3)
Teenager

Youth Protection Act

Under 19 years

Act on the Protection of the Sex of Children and Adolescents | Children and Adolescents

Under 19 years

Child Welfare Act

Punishment of child abuse crime Special Act child Under 18 years
National Basic Livelihood Security Act
Road Traffic Act
child Under 13 years
Broadcasting law
Civil law minor Under 19 years
Labor Standard Act Minor Under 18 years

Infant Childcare Act

Mother and Child Health Law

Infants and Toddlers

Pre-school children under 6 years of age

After 6 years of age
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Table 2. Preliminary Question for Child Abuse Scale

No. Survey question Remarks
item 1 | Punching a child with a hand or hitting it lightly ‘Physical violence’
item 2 | Hitting the child’s cheeks, face, and head with the palm ‘Physical violence’
item 3 | Kicking a child or kicking a child ‘Physical violence’
item 4 | Pushing a child hard ‘Physical violence’
item 5 | Hitting the whole body of a child without any help ‘Physical violence’
item 6 | Hitting the child’s palm or hip with a rod ‘Physical violence’
item 7 | Beating a child with something other than a rod (belt, stick, broom) ‘Physical violence’
item 8 | Throwing objects (ashtrays, books, bowls, chairs, etc.) towards the child Pf(wzz:rc]agl E/Ci)(())li;ce
item 9 | Threatening or suppressing children with knives or weapons ’Phys.ical violenlce
(using tools)
item 10 | Use a language that threatens children to create a fearful atmosphere ‘Language violence'
item 11 | Acting on a child (stupid, bad, jerky, etc.) ‘Language violence’
item 12 | Telling child to quit school, work, or earn money ‘Language violence’
item 13 | Telling child to die ‘Language violence’
item 14 | Completely defeat a child by severely disgusting ‘Emotional abuse’
item 15 Publicly embarrassing children by using blame, resentment, rejection, oolong, or ‘Language violence’
contemptuous language
item 16 |Ignoring or insulting a child’s personality, feelings, or mood ‘Emotional abuse’
item 17 |Putting a child in a dark place such as a loft, a room, or a warehouse Physical V.i0|e?ce
(detention)
item 18 | Forcing children to do activities they can or can not do ‘Physical violence’
item 19 | Making the child see the house alone until it gets dark ‘Physical violence’
item 20 Forcing § child to be alone in a particular place, such as a classroom or room, for ‘Physical violence’
exhortation purposes, or to be unable to move
item 21 | Children’s clothes do not change into clean clothes even if they become dirty ‘Rearing and neglecting’
item 22 | Allowing a child to play with dangerous goods (knives, tacks, pins, etc.) ‘Body neglect’
item 23 | Do not say anything to the child without reason. Educational neglect’
item 24 | If the child is sick, leave the child alone ‘Body neglect’
item 25 | A child does not care about someone else’s money or money ‘Educational neglect’
item 26 | What the child does not have any relation to what he or she is playing with his friends | Educational neglect’
item 27 | Do not worry if a child comes home late ‘Rearing and neglecting’
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No. Survey question Remarks

item 28 | Intentionally excluding a child from meal time, class time, etc. ‘Rearing and neglecting’

item 29 | An act that does not knowingly respond to a child’s needs or has no response ‘Emotional neglect’

item 30 | Touching a child’s body even if the child does not like it. ‘Sexual abuse’

item 31 |Kissing a child by force ‘Sexual abuse’

item 32 | Trying to see the child’s body by forcibly removing the child’s clothes ‘Sexual abuse’

item 33 | Displaying a video or book to a child with an unusual behavior by an adult. ‘Sexual abuse’

item 34 | Touching a child’s penis ‘Sexual abuse’

item 35 | Putting your penis on the child ‘Sexual abuse’

item 36 | An act that an adult wants to touch his / her body even though the child hates it. ‘Sexual abuse’

item 37 | Making children uncomfortable or uncomfortable by touching the child’s body parts ‘Sexual abuse’

item 38 th Sr;wz\ljvecs,ﬁﬁilz te;(sIizil';ferdirrr::lr;ilssexual expressions regardless of the curriculum or Sexual abuse”
2Fe Altstarat sieint, ool okstd 3ol o B T seler E AT BEES AA =&
o HEud QA v s okgeit) Aol ) Al vk o s Eskn Sgsks 2]

54 AeE mE5slA), Ad 201796 A5

2 3 2 B9k 5 177 A= 20~ 604 o1 Ak oFEalt] fo] et QALS o m 2
IR oo Taske AEAZ g 2o E LS 913 Uhg BIES BRIG ol F, AL
Q1 AR £AE ANSHACE D ) T 2092 ko R mEE Hiof th
£ TS 93t o] AT SAIAE 94, A HARE Al oRssit Sl et 91 Hes
e AT W B W 5 Awugy Ol WY Bk olssieA Ziztel @Bl ol HAR
2 5 A4 okEalty Hmof ofu] 38EFel v ok ofefat B A ofu] B (Table 2) %
o ofu] A, o] Ao AEA, BH Fol o ol Bhskrt,
3 oFEE 7%} o 24 WjAS uigom T4H o] AT HEF 3009 hipoR WS
o] Fao] b B SOl glaf ma, kel AXJBle] A2E gskelon] o) o] o] ¢

D

obv uE

=
<1

,0

(=}

0

2 Q170 Hlojeliz (F9PMIO] “o}5tefo] that 2yl QIAZAY Hlo]El, B Hlo]ehiz skt 177] Ao X|ol/ 4/ 1%
S 0007 VI 2 2S5 oliold) $5 T S 5 SR 4 Tt L2008 24109 5

B LA QlT o] FEO| B QA= 95% A1F] =2 £3.10%E Tholsic)



Journal of Public Relations, Vol.22, No.5, Oct, 2018 41

T Aol Z-gstGlt, o] At duE Fef (Bernstein & Fink, 1998)7} 7/lsla Gt 5

Al 288 B TH o I (Yu, Park, Park, Ryu, & Ha, 2009)©| = E}

|+ A A B2 AR 700S tides 3t AE xlaEt st obs ] ) AEAeF A

ZAFSIAT, o] 2 A dAoA= 7007 e A 9l 7|29 ofFstf] Eroll ek o3t
o 3

Ao A ARE o Hwo] RS 8 Tjo) k9] Aol AAA iy, ‘Aol - AAA
A5k, W PAE 5 B Ao ehE 5 sk, 4, A sl 5 vl 7 R R
Bhlseiet, ek, ol oMot fadel that QAke ZAs)

Qb Al obg el el AR 8 ATl = Mol o] Eerow 38Rk Sk 1
folgEA, oA TES Sl HYS B oFF U8 o TAMOE Mun, A Zef, 4l
slej shg] aglo] ‘AAA Eo, Qo AAA A BR(=T AMSY, AR B, Aoj=e,
Zof A Ee] el 5O47) fROR FAE  HAA S, ke Wl meA e, A
o 9IS etk AAA Be L okFel AH sl Fom AR 4= glck ofefst 24 3=

2 AT AR AL AWES A AL of thel E AT BlAE 5H HES Mgt
A4 st 9T olnjgieh2) Gloja] - GAH E o] 17 A3 sleizt ohjeka AR R 57
BA v sloe Az = TSk ol stdo] of

A st ST 5 dlots B3 Hehe HaRihs)  SHge] ojng 2ARIglon, olel) il 2l
S A BE FEL W obEE 15 O QAS whRho.® ofgat] T4 el ohet
U OAFE ER VIR WE - R AR Y AHEES Al o2 Besti Yrk

WL AT3| k=t oI = 1= A= =3}

ok EFobslA A SIS FeAslE S BE 7Y

2] sjof 9] = A7) S = HRsic 5 o] G} 2 eie] 2HEE A QA
oo} TS| £ el WAkl H2 A FAS (Table 3), (Table 4) 2 e}, ofju]

2) “olg2] AlAoll &b AU AIA| Q] A7 E WS Six)= A1A1F] sk 97 E Bk HS-olle 59 o|ake] A T 33t
A o|5t] ol AFHICH A|17x ABE, AT A2D).

3) "ol Al A7 W o) ShE 71X HA A Sl P E Sk Aol 59 olake] A = 33T A ofste] Ha
A A172 A5, AT12 A3,

4) ‘A4 B S 5 vh= ol g-& f7ISHAY ARE X 7122 RS O AR W aSE 485 ohs W Y9 E 5t
£ 9ol 54 ookl A Tz 3T Y ofake] Pl HETHH AT7x A6, AT1E Al2S).

5) “oFgollA AR A4S e 5T 2 A4 S 95 sk 95 olste] Ao = 53N Y ofste] Mol Agict
(M ANTZE ARS T, A712 A19)23).



42 OFSSiTH oflf PR FFLIA|01 F2ks 2ot ofSSit] A= JHgt

Table 3. Demographic Composition for Preliminary Survey

Frequency %
Male 141 47.0
Gender
Female 159 53.0
20~29 years 53 17.7
30~39 years 53 17.7
A tie rod 40~49 years 75 25.0
50~59 years 71 23.7
60 years or older 48 16.0
College student 14 4.7
Graduate school student 2 7
Education Undergraduate High School 61 20.3
Graduated university 193 64.3
University graduate school graduation or more 30 10.0
Self-employment 35 1.7
Service / Sales 22 7.3
Professional / liberal 29 9.7
Technical 105 35.0
Management 8 2.7
Job Official 9 3.0
Labor 12 4.0
Student 16 53
Housewife 53 17.7
Agriculture / Forestry / Livestock / Fisheries 2 7
Etc 9 3.0
Less than 2 million won 24 8.0
2 ~3 million won 47 15.7
3~4 million won 58 19.3
4~5 million won 59 19.7
Income
5~6 million won 57 19.0
6~7 million won 20 6.7
7 ~ 8 million won 17 5.7
Over 8 million won 18 6.0
Sum 300 100.0
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Table 4. Demographic Composition for Survey

Frequency %
Male 366 52.3
Gender
Female 334 47.7
20~29 years 132 18.9
30~39 years 151 21.6
A tie rod 40~49 years 160 22.9
50~59 years 157 22.4
60 years or older 100 14.3
College student 30 4.3
Graduate school student 8 1.1
Education Undergraduate High School 129 18.4
Graduated university 476 68.0
University graduate school graduation or more 57 8.1
Self-employment 53 7.6
Service / Sales 30 4.3
Professional / liberal 63 9.0
Technical 278 39.7
Management 18 2.6
Job Official 29 4.1
Labor 33 47
Student 35 5.0
Housewife 129 18.4
Agriculture / Forestry / Livestock / Fisheries 2 3
Etc 30 43
Less than 2 million won 72 10.3
2 ~3 million won 108 15.4
3~4 million won 120 17.1
4~5 million won 122 17.4
Income
5~6 million won 107 15.3
6~7 million won 56 8.0
7 ~8 million won 36 5.1
Over 8 million won 79 11.3
Sum 700 100.0
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Table 5. Descriptive for Preliminary Scale
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N Mean Star.wdgrd Corrected ite'm Alpha of Item Cronbach'’s

Deviation  [Total Correlation Deleted Alpha

item 1 300 3.533 972 453 779

item 2 300 4.640 .545 .641 742

item 3 300 4.883 .369 498 767

item 4 300 4.473 .661 .521 754

item 5 300 4.886 .357 498 767 0.783

item 6 300 3.706 1.044 .502 775

item 7 300 4.656 .588 618 743

item 8 300 4.813 468 .525 759

item 9 300 4933 275 431 776

item 10 300 4616 .539 .556 .887

item 11 300 4.303 .702 .633 .882

item 12 300 4.400 771 671 .880

item 13 300 4.630 .600 .660 .881

item 14 300 4.203 777 .620 .883

item 15 300 4.563 .594 704 .879 0.893

item 16 300 4.406 727 725 .876

item 17 300 4.813 489 .523 .889

item 18 300 4.550 .634 641 .882

item 19 300 3.960 .860 .595 .886

item 20 300 4.310 .850 .562 .888

item 21 300 3.836 .807 617 .907

item 22 300 4.000 .846 .688 .902

item 23 300 4.063 .833 722 .899

item 24 300 4.503 .636 619 .907

item 25 300 4.180 .838 .707 901 0.911

item 26 300 3.860 932 792 .894

item 27 300 3.846 .923 781 .895

item 28 300 4.430 .683 .652 .905

item 29 300 3.963 .843 .682 .902

item 30 300 4.673 572 .549 91

item 31 300 4.626 .601 625 .906

item 32 300 4.770 527 753 .894

item 33 300 4.790 483 715 .897

item 34 300 4.820 470 .709 .898 0.909

item 35 300 4.906 .353 .702 .900

item 36 300 4.833 454 .763 .894

item 37 300 4.830 418 771 .894

item 38 300 4.806 465 .740 .895
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Table 6. Exploratory Factor Analysis of Preliminary Scale: Eigenvalue and Variance Explained

& H=0] 2219) 75 672 AARTE ol
Thel 22 Bl vhal o2 BAs Axt 7)) 9919
b HE2-0.63 0.2 UERdTE 8419] 7l
L ARRAE vtelRt

Q1 7FAFRRYo] EAISH: 2102 Shelgiey

Initial eigenvalues Extraction sums of squared Loadings ?qOJ::L%nLiZSi;ZZ
Factor
Total Vaofiao:ce Cum(:zlstive Total V;fiao:ce CU"}:;"E;'CWG Total
1 12.867 33.861 33.861 12.297 32.361 32.361 8.137
2 4.643 12.218 46.080 4.307 11.333 43.695 7.975
3 2.564 6.749 52.828 2.175 5.723 49.417 9.600
4 1.513 3.982 56.810 1.114 2.933 52.350 7.896
5 1.408 3.705 60.515 .967 2.544 54.894 5.120
6 1.077 2.834 63.349 .640 1.683 56.578 5.328
Table 7. Correlation Between Sub Factors of Preliminary Scale
Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
Factor 1 1
Factor 2 .652** 1
Factor 3 .396** 5971 1
Factor 4 .525** 493> .385** 1
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Table 8. Exploratory Factor Analysis of Preliminary Scale

Factor 1 Factor 2 | Factor 3 | Factor4 | Factor5 | Factor 6

Punching a child with a hand or hitting it lightly 0.581 —0.067 —0.014 0.159 —0.135 0.099
Hitting the child’s palm or hip with a rod 0.868 0.013 —0.038 0.017 —0.005 0.054
Kicking a child or kicking a child 0.073 0.519 0.009 0.123 0.105 —0.040
Hitting a child at random 0.018 0.896 0.024 —0.125 —0.042 0.022

Threatening or repressing a child with a knife or

—0.181 0.606 0.003 —0.022 0.137 —0.014
weapon]

Use a language that threatens children to create a

0.098 0.157 0.431 —0.030 —0.002 —0.015
fearful atmosphere

Acting on a child (stupid, bad, jerky, etc.) 0.105 —0.066 0.435 0.063 0.100 —0.088
Tell the child to quit school and work or earn 0171 0.090 0.671 0.023 0.054 0.085
money

The act of telling the child to die —0.085 0.000 0.672 —0.002 0.075 —0.040
Completely defeat a child by severely disgusting 0.131 —-0.118 0.862 —0.053 0.003 0.125
Publicly embarrassing children by using blame,

resentment, rejection, oolong, or contemptuous | —0.073 0.096 0.938 0.184 0.017 0.057

language]

Ignoring or insulting a child’s personality, feelings,

—0.048 0.089 0.823 0.007 —0.041 0.020
or mood

Children’s clothes do not change into clean

. . 0.121 0.041 —0.099 —0.057 —0.091 0.501
clothes even if they become dirty

Allowing a child to play with dangerous goods

. . 0.209 0.009 —0.158 0.036 —0.035 0.585
(knives, tacks, pins, etc.)

Do not say anything to a child if he / she is absent 0.079 0.024 0.066 0.042 —0.019 0.714

from school

If the child’s body is sick, leave it alone -0.116 0.111 0.093 0.074 -0.013 0.425
A child does not care about someone else’s money 0.068 0.031 0.052 0,006 0.096 0.881
or money.

What the Fhlld dpes ngt halve gny relation to what 0.031 —0.0%6 0.037 —0.031 0.090 1.095
he or she is playing with his friends

Do not worry if a child comes home late 0.036 0.019 0.000 —0.023 0.005 0.983

Intentionally excluding a child from meal time,

. —0.168 0.083 0.168 0.136 0.035 0.606
class time, etc.

An act that does not knowingly respond to a

. 0.042 —0.112 0.138 0.075 —-0.119 0.669
child’s needs or has no response

Kissing a child by force 0.167 —0.223 0.101 0.595 0.377 0.026
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Factor 1 | Factor 2 | Factor 3 | Factor4 | Factor5 | Factor 6

A that tries t the child’s body by forcibl

row fhat tries to see the Chiids body by Torebly | 6042 | —0.052 | —0.030 | 0602 | 0477 | —0.046
removing the child’s clothes
Showing a video or book to a child that an adult 0.002 0.089 —0.113 0.106 0.578 0.074
feels naked and behaves strangely
Touching a child’s penis 0.024 —0.006 —0.082 0.176 0.579 —0.062
Putting your penis on the child 0.008 0.346 —0.092 —0.068 0.709 0.005
An act that an adultlwantstoltouch his / her body 0.006 0.079 0.003 0.070 0.881 0.061
even though the child hates it.
Making child fortabl fortabl

axing chiidren uncomtortable oruncomiortable | g no5 | _g0p5 | 0127 | 0037 | 0863 | —0.033
by touching the child’s body parts
A line that shows explicit or irritating sexual
expression regardless of the curriculum, or shows | —0.122 —-0.113 0.042 0.050 0.820 0.056
related materials to the child.
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Table 9. Question for Child Abuse Scale

item # questionnaire
Minor physical item 1 | Punching a child with a hand or hitting it lightly
abuse item 6 | Hitting the child’s palm or hip with a rod
item 3 | Kicking a child or kicking a child
Serious . o . .
ohysical abuse item 5 | Hitting the whole body of a child without any help
item 9 | Threatening or suppressing children with knives or weapons
item 10 | Using a language that threatens children to create a fearful atmosphere
item 11 | To swear at a child (stupid, bad, jerky, etc.)
Verbal and item 12 | Tell the child to quit school and work or earn money
emotional item 13 | Tell the child to die
abuse item 14 | Completely defeat a child by severely disgusting
item 15 | Denouncing / blaming / rejecting / giving off public disgrace using ugly / contemptuous language
item 16 |lgnoring or insulting a child’s personality, feelings, or mood
item 21 | Children’s clothes do not change into clean clothes even if they become dirty
item 22 | Allowing a child to play with dangerous goods (knives, tacks, pins, etc.)
item 23 | A child is absent from school and takes no action
item 24 | If the child’s body is sick, leave it alone
Neglect item 25 | Do not care about stealing goods or money
item 26 | What the child does not have any relation to what he or she is playing with his friends
item 27 | Do not worry if a child comes home late
item 28 | Intentionally excluding a child from meal time, class time, etc.
item 29 | An act that does not knowingly respond to a child’s needs or has no response
Minor sexual | item 31 | Forcing children to kiss
abuse item 32 | Trying to see the child’s body by forcibly removing the child’s clothes
item 33 | Showing sexually explicit material
item 34 | Touching a child’s penis
item 35 | Putting your penis on the child
Serious sexual
abuse item 36 | An act that an adult wants to touch his / her body even though the child hates it.
item 37 | Making children uncomfortable by touching the child’s body parts
item 38 To make sexually explicit or irritating sexual expressions regardless of the curriculum or to show

children the related materials
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Table 10. Descriptive Statistics of Main Survey Scale

CH A= Jh

A

__'.L

Standard Alpha of Item Corrected Item Cronbach’s
N Mean - Total
Deviation Deleted . alpha
Correlation
item 1 700 3.608 942 .525
0.686
item 6 700 3.845 1.038 .525
item 3 700 4.848 410 .735 .831
item 5 700 4.870 409 .740 .825 0.869
item 9 700 4.897 .375 779 793
item 10 700 4610 .591 .594 .885
item 11 700 4.307 716 .688 .875
item 12 700 4.375 .766 .699 .874
item 13 700 4.615 .639 .691 .875 0.891
item 14 700 4.217 772 .644 .881
item 15 700 4.512 .653 .758 .867
item 16 700 4.424 .700 754 .867
item 21 700 3.867 .830 .637 913
item 22 700 4.000 .835 725 .907
item 23 700 4.044 .863 753 .905
item 24 700 4.472 672 .599 915
item 25 700 4.122 .867 743 .906 0.918
item 26 700 3.875 915 .787 .903
item 27 700 3.915 926 791 .902
item 28 700 4.404 .698 .640 913
item 29 700 4.028 .850 .708 .908
item 31 700 4.537 .705 .682
0.794
item 32 700 4.754 .542 .682
item 33 700 4.764 .507 .789 .902
item 34 700 4.778 .502 747 .908
item 35 700 4.854 429 .688 916
0.920
item 36 700 4.812 467 793 .902
item 37 700 4.778 .502 .836 .896
item 38 700 4.747 524 779 .904




Table 11. Correlations Between Sub-Factors
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Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5 Factor 6
Factor 1 1
Factor 2 169** 1
Factor 3 460** A448**
Factor 4 .339** 232%* B11** 1
Factor 5 .185** A492%* A468** A405** 1
Factor 6 .158** .636** .504** .390** .738** 1

B 7 JART IR S e 4 70l

ESHA] Role A0 B 5 ek, B 57

A= 0 2K 2R

|
g, 25 0.2 ool i), WA == 0.686 ~
0.920°-2 Jogt polglom

(N

1, ut
rr

29 2 dpge

, =& AA A

A A7k Lephe B gl A0 Ueht
WA A A Ao stelgick

£ ZiA} 319] 291 7+ At

3191 221 7 A B4 B 2% M=) &

o TEE T

0.158~0.7389] A
7+ o)l AIE 714

s
Mol 59 AQEe
g Hylon] nE 29l
A0 Vefsit

25 AASh=A] o 55 TS 4= Qi) B o] A
s sholet A 24 BFo] At 42 =
1496,346 0.2 H3go] Amo| Hitsirt= @7Hd
& 717kt p = 0.000), vt xR
2 7o) Y = AgeE ohE A= A4l
RMSEA, CFI, TLI, SRMR 5-A|o]| &}l8l=% 5}
H(Boomsma, 2000; Kline, 2011; McDonald &
Ho, 2000; West, Taylor, & Wu, 2012) Hg%=
A|4=7} CFI 0,914, RMSEA 0,067, SRMR 0,064
o7 wyjo] xpme] Ardet 2 st
({Table 12) F11), ®3F 2 139] YF el
9 vl Egee] glo] FAIghEo] (Table 13),
(Table 14) & 3l &RIFIT0).
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Table 12. Confirmatory Factor Analysis: Model Fit of Main Survey Scale

Confidence interval
x? of LI CFI RMSEA 90% SRMR
low high
CFA Model | 1496:346 362 0.903 0.914 0.067 0.063 0.070 0.064
(0.000)
0| 512] Q0In} 7| HOISTlo| T X CHKim & Yoon, 2003).

o ATEACl ek fol o oRgethel wels tmolof ke, okgsicho] of
o Q] T4 RS F o PAMOR A7sh o 5] ojnet obgsitel g Ak AI4T, “4lzt
7] 18] =2 Hwo] ohg) foli £ W 7F ok A A Sol oS A et 2 4
A TS AR ol Slal Ao oh  mol by [ES SR EA WAE o] B2 g

Fotehol thal AZAS QAsHs el AZE ik B4 A obgelthE Asks 7} 5t9) &
o ok aleio] thak AMFA] A4 el AT Qle ofElTy Az Ul XA 7 fejulat A7
o JTUAZ BAHEL) ofssitiet WRstel  ATTAVE 92l (Table 15) S B3 it

&S
opseltholl thel QU4 FtA o= A Ueht  EFF & B TR 2 AtollA] ARt of
a1 Qe m(Ha, 2003; Jo, 2003; Kim & Yoon, Foi Tl 5] oK E vlE o E St oSl
2003) oMEEH Tl AN A oX] wE o] k) 817 £ AR AA okgsicel
FEOR UEAL QIEHKim, 2003). 7]&2 obs ok A2, ofEliol et A4T Tl A
Shf w14 Aol A= oSt B ofop] AN HBAE FAISHL kol SRR,

2 Ao Bl Apak wpaleld] 2z Rme) 3

97} shofol afelzAlS 77 HER B il

6) 7o) Bl 2hel ojal] A% ehgmel wh Bl E S shelslgl 1% el 9ol MR 0.5 o4k /iy AIFE(CR)
0.70 o}, Bt Rt 55 X|4AAVE) 050013 ) 1% s} Qs AR 7ate] W Bl Wi 2 A5
(AVE) gro] 891 7k 4uA|so] Mg AHslahan] oz mekgict

7) ol 3t} T 2|42 ‘oRsairiol] thal AL o] AR o] He]| ol A AT AXLUZY Bhe Aol 1A 3 2R
ST ofl A 57 - & AL QITF 2 ARSI of st I AAeo] thet 23 8] ARRlo A ofs3ttl ) o e
Azkslrta Azksl Ay 717 of digh Aeom e Az gt ol A ‘g Azksly o) 51 HEe Aot B 1Ee
E3)] =&3} ofssh] T Y] 711 S of| diaiA= e S8 o) sdsl= a1 <)ol Tl shojela A ZeR=A S 14 ‘A st
ohUcy Rel 54 S shjolrk o) 57 Mg Fal Fo| ol Sfelsigick

<



Table 13. Convergent Validity of Main Survey Scale
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Statistic
Unstandardize |Standardized CR R AVE
d estimates estimates SE

item 1 Factor 1 1.000 0.664 0.000 -

0.9666 0.9358
item 6 Factor 1 1.312 0.790 0.124 10.554
item 3 Factor 2 1.000 0.807 0.000 -
item 5 Factor 2 1.005 0.814 0.043 23.315 0.9925 0.9778
item 9 Factor 2 0.991 0.875 0.040 24.975
item 10 Factor 3 1.000 0.646 0.000 -
item 11 Factor 3 1.369 0.730 0.082 16.650
item 12 Factor 3 1.490 0.743 0.088 16.840
item 13 Factor 3 1.233 0.737 0.074 16.664 0.9949 0.9661
item 14 Factor 3 1.393 0.689 0.088 15.800
item 15 Factor 3 1.396 0.816 0.078 18.009
item 16 Factor 3 1.470 0.802 0.083 17.702
item 21 Factor 4 1.000 0.656 0.000 -
item 22 Factor 4 1.143 0.746 0.065 17.638
item 23 Factor 4 1.227 0.775 0.068 18.030
item 24 Factor 4 0.762 0.618 0.051 14.881
item 25 Factor 4 1.257 0.791 0.070 17.983 0.9962 0.9677
item 26 Factor 4 1.416 0.843 0.075 18.820
item 27 Factor 4 1.427 0.840 0.076 18.808
item 28 Factor 4 0.852 0.666 0.054 15.812
item 29 Factor 4 1.164 0.747 0.067 17.408
item 31 Factor 5 1.000 0.790 0.000 -

0.9873 0.9750
item 32 Factor 5 0.839 0.862 0.037 22.457
item 33 Factor 6 1.000 0.826 0.000 -
item 34 Factor 6 0.942 0.785 0.039 24.405
item 35 Factor 6 0.755 0.736 0.034 22.027

0.9963 0.9785
item 36 Factor 6 0.931 0.835 0.035 26.466
item 37 Factor 6 1.045 0.871 0.037 28.382
item 38 Factor 6 1.024 0.818 0.040 25.775
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Table 14. Discriminant Validity of Confirmatory Factor Analysis

Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5 Factor 6
Factor 1 0.935 0.338 0.211 0.114 0.034 0.024
Factor 2 169%* 0.977 0.200 0.053 0.242 0.404
Factor 3 460** 448+ 0.966 0.373 0.219 0.254
Factor 4 .339** .232%* B11x* 0.967 0.164 0.152
Factor 5 .185** A492** A468** A405** 0.975 0.544
Factor 6 .158%* .636%* .504** .390** .738%* 0.978
**p < 0.01

diagonal bottom : correlation coefficient between factors
diagonal top : square of correlation coefficient
The values presented on the diagonal are the AVE values

Table 15. The correlation between the sub-factors of scale and the criterion variables (Severity, knowledge)

Severity |knowledge| Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5 Factor 6
Severity 1
knowledge .280** 1
Factor 1 .229%* .156** 1
Factor 2 170** .120** .169**
Factor 3 .220%* 150%* 460%* 448** 1
Factor 4 217%* A16%* .339%* 232%* 611%* 1
Factor 5 .109** 124> .185** A92%* A468** A405** 1
Factor 6 132** .093* .158** 636** .504** .390** .738** 1
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Figure 1. Nomological Network Analysis: Pathway Model Between Related Variables (Severity, knowledge)
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Table 16. Nomological Network Analysis: The Structural Model fit

Confidence interval
x? of LI CFI RMSEA 90% SRMR
low high
T:;eOZEQ'I\/' 1531.037 385 0.902 0.913 0.065 0.062 | 0.069 0.062

Aoz YePdri182L 4 = 0.205, p < 0.01,
292 B = 0.173, p < 0.01). 483 g =
0.157, p < 0.01). 182121 7 AA|H sy o
gt 17 o7} Azl mlz)= FaFo] 7P

I,

4 Bo) 2% Ry
5 SRRIFH A, ‘olsdity A= 671 89l
o] 3}¢] Q91S o] ‘ojx}& Q°l(second

order factor)’ F= -L]]'X_] 22I(higher order

5
o =55 7‘457P ]' A5 Sl ol a%lE
SAs= A 2 UA
AL}, EZF67H 291 5 434 Sl =
ofal ZFzk 271 2Rl(el: 7 vs. B o] FAAH o=
471 gRlom AR mo] thgt axA
= 2Igd Zart i o= S 4t
Atolof dxFdA(unimensionality) ©] J=A]

B2 31015}7] 918t Ao|tHKim, 2016).
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Table 17. Comparison of Parameter Estimates of Final Model
X? dr CFI RMSEA SRMR AIC BIC
Model 1 Primary factor model 1496.346 362 0.914 0.067 0.064 | 28375.661 | 28839.871
S dary fact del
Model 2 ec%”p:gaf;fzzgg ®- 11830080 | 371 0.889 | 0075 | 0.107 |28691.395|29114.646
S dary fact del_4
Model 3 eco”p:r?]'araycf;’étr;z ©=" 1 2124546 | 373 0.867 | 0082 | 0.106 |28981.861 |29396.010
Secondary factor model_

Model 4 R 1628.016 367 0.904 0.070 0.077 28497.331 | 28938.786
Model 5 Three-Factor Model 1726.747 369 0.897 0.073 0.084 28592.062 | 29024.415
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Figure 2. A model with four secondary factors
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o] ShLte] ‘OMEEIT Bl A9 S A THSE B Mol I EAS 48 Bkt & delA
Eode obd Ao s A sltfeb Al = olgake] tiak alvkele) QIALS whgtoE
A2 sk ol A ZH2re] 5] 291 A, 47119) 5F 3 7Nl thgt =5 7dskoint. ol 4 7id
9] 23102 A A my AA] Al 29 of| thgt A =5 Sal obs sl gk Ql4lo] A4
o 670 3k 8219] 1 a9l £ Byl (= A=, A9, &Y, a5, Y F 35 HWd 44
P 1) theoml (e 4) /b HRE A57L B9 uhE RjolHo] Qli=n] Ak 2k olE Rt 2+ 519) &
ow (MY 4) = AAA sy A gy, 18] ot FE vlwskelt), o] & &3l o5ty
o, *lolA] - GAA S 52308 aclo] a7l o djel) ATAIEEHA B4 5 ek 4 7o we o
TAE A} RO 7 (Figure 2) @F At} Eotl = 214]9] Zpol7} o B A P/ o] Q=
A sjokgk 2 Qloiek. T A}, A|o/FeY/ A5
AT 73 2 jol] wepA= Bt B Zol} gl o=
2 Ao Al 1A A2l v = HES] LB, TLeu A e Aol webal= et
olEatd] Sl that Qldlo] QITARBIEEA ek ol Zfolrk QUGI). whebd & Aol Ak Auwt
of] wEha] o BA FAE O] JeAE e A AL FHOE (AFEA 3) ol g 22 A
Table 18. Mean Difference for Gender
Standard
N Mean Deviation F dar p-value
male 366.000 3.716 0.916
Light physical abuse 0.131 698 0.718
female 334.000 3.740 0.807
male 366.000 4.849 0.404
Serious physical abuse 3.252 698 0.072
female 334.000 4.897 0.291
; male 366.000 4.410 0.580
Verbal and emotional 1969 698 0.161
abuse female 334.000 4.467 0.491
male 366.000 4.001 0.677
Neglect 11.935 698 0.001
female 334.000 4.169 0.601
male 366.000 4.568 0.635
Light sexual abuse 14.256 698 0.000
female 334.000 4.731 0.483
male 366.000 4.725 0.476
Serious sexual abuse 19.012 698 0.000
female 334.000 4.860 0.319
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Table 19. Mean Difference for Age

N Mean gﬁ?:ﬁgi F dar p-value

20~29 years 132 3.852 .828
30~39 years 151 3.665 .884

Light physical abuse 40~49 years 160 3.681 .883 1.211 4, 695 0.305
50~59 years 157 3.767 .825
60 years or older 100 3.665 .907
20~29 years 132 4.901 .269
30~39 years 151 4.783 518

Serious physical abuse 40~49 years 160 4.866 313 4.112 4, 695 0.003
50~59 years 157 4.940 221
Ok 60| O] & 100 4.866 .363
20~29 years 132 4.560 426
30~39 years 151 4.429 .584

Verbal a:suinonona' 40~49 years 160 4348 584 2986 | 4,695 | 0018
50~59 years 157 4.454 496
60 years or older 100 4.404 .573
20~29 years 132 4.136 621
30~39 years 151 4.083 .709

Neglect 40~49 years 160 4.084 674 0.422 4, 695 0.793
50~59 years 157 4.060 .596
60 years or older 100 4.032 616
20~29 years 132 4.704 .520
30~39 years 151 4.632 .629

Light sexual abuse 40~49 years 160 4.696 .489 3.638 4, 695 0.006
50~59 years 157 4.678 518
60 years or older 100 4.455 711
20~29 years 132 4.829 .362
30~39 years 151 4.750 .523

Serious sexual abuse 40~49 years 160 4.828 341 1.971 4,695 0.097
50~59 years 157 4.803 .367
60 years or older 100 4.710 454
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Objectives
The purpose of this study was to investigate how Koreans perceive child abuse, and what
researchers can propose relative to PR communication strategy to prevent child abuse.

Methods

To that end, 17 cities and provinces across Korea were surveyed online with 1,000 stratified
samples collected, in consideration of regional, gender, and age distribution (300 cases are for
preliminary study, 700 cases are for the main survey). Based on this sample, the government
wanted to develop a measure on how Koreans perceive the concept and types of child abuse.
Researchers conducted a confirmatory factor analysis related to child abuse, through a total
of 29 questions, and six factors were identified.

Results

This study revealed that Koreans are aware of physical abuse by dividing it into different levels
of physical abuse, unlike theoretical discussions and legal perspectives. Sexual abuse was
also recognized by classifying it as different levels of sexual abuse. In addition, results of this
study revealed gender and age difference among groups.

Conclusions

In this study, researchers proposed a child abuse prevention PR communication strategy
based on the recognition gap in the process of communicating “physical abuse” and “sexual
abuse” to children. Also, this study examined the possibility of public segmentation, and
discussed strategic approaches to PR communication, such as message and media use.

KEYWORDS Child Abuse, Scale Development, Physical Abuse, Sexual Abuse,
Neglection, Emotional Abuse, Verbal Abuse
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