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B AL wES UPoE SRSt A AN WA
Aok s mAY FolAgel v Avnamg Frh wAE F

d
A= il

(informed consent)= =A< A+ J2(Zz2ad Ax)e 71
=83 xXo|th(o]HlE - 399 2011; Faden, Beauchamp, & King,
1986; Lee & Kropf, 2013). A ¥ Fo& A2x AAUNE &+ 549
Nazig# slollA] HWAEZE dub AT Fo A Pzl v Q1zhA <l
Ao oigt wdoz 19473 H#@W 1 A F(Nuremberg Code)oll A]
€4 1 tH(Crobie-Smith, Thomas, Williams, & Moody-Ayers, 1999).
o5 FalA AT AR A BAT = = Y X S AR
of F&3] olsiAIZl Fo] AEHQ Foju Ao Feo AR T
A8t o Zayas, Cabassa, & Prez, 2005).
o7F fFasty] fsiA e Aol FHofst= AN gt
AT AT A FAS HEE V22 Fo 9
AT # AE ’L‘Eﬂ(capacity)ol A A = o] oF FtH(Dunn,
Nowrangi, Palmer, Jeste, & Saks, 2006). A ¥ FoZ 3 Fo%
g8 7HA 3 deEA gk g1 Gt A A Folu AAHF
S5 7R 3]l ghAke] A9t Fe] HAE 3ok 2R A A
AAA B ABAA Tl AstEATa BdEE HoS e R
Ae-olE HEA Tl AEAE WA Hrtdop i wlE,
2009a; Moye, Karel, Azar, & Gurrera, 2004, Moye & Marson, 2007).
3] w3 AR QIS QI ko] Qx| 5 o] A alE o)A
Fe Al gAAA S a17] o nHEAE AR st AgelA
= §9sHHNE =R AAHoF th(Zimny & Grossberg, 1993).
w1 AT o] FoeyR e #e A= wmelA 1970 o
o] 5l kstA aAEo] $kti(Lee, 2010; Marson & Ingram,
RlE e R FoeEs Hte “’F e TS AR
S5 MEstdA AF e BYdRE HTee & sAHoE F9
FH A (Dunn 5, 2006; Sturman, 2005). 3+A —r\j/] vt A= 2009
S el Rt G A A Y] (e d 8 3], eh 3 et s, el
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A = , 2009b; ©]®¥1%-, 2009¢c; ¥, 2009). 1A
¥ ol A7AE w9le] A ol Fol AR FaAel us tha
ES ol Adgoletn & F AthelWF, 2011 olWE - 4
=1, 2013; oW1 - BFA g, 2012; Lee, 2010).
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28 B AT ged A9 v F YRS s, A

e = F

g

r
4
B
2
]
L
ot
Kl
2
i
of
Lo
rr
(R

fr 2L ox &2 oy
2 ) _S”é.: ox o
o

ok

Tt =
Aol EolX]

o $1@4ol

2]
A g = AE =

o 284 Ae=w

ol

o

oxl )
jass

0%

=]l
s BopdqE AT o] ol

A He A
i

k
B{l
2
4
-3

S ol i

7]

o,
o

y
K

i
ey St

)
2

A

X
N
X

_29_

=)
et
A
3
v

o A Aol A A7)

g T2 ARE daflFa, 1
Fojoll disf AL oz Fo7
ojth(A M 4, 1998; °|¥lg, 2009¢c). il

oof = %

X

dzzdo] et o

=13
=

2]
%
Q,
-
oX, W 2
ol
Lo
)
oz,

olft o
fo 2 S
0
_0|L
Q
i,

off

ox
o
fu
I
fu

Xogorrode 2

» O
o8 W yo



o|R %

2010; Zimny & Grossberg, 1998).

<7a9Y 1> "= University of California, San Diego Human
Research Protections Program Office(2003)ol A4 A Al JlE JAFA A&
a7 oy FAF AT EAES] A RGO dE JAIEAEFE
%= (Decisional Capacity Decision Tree)E A7F27F =4 - Hdslo] A
AP Zojth(o]¥lg - Zd 5, 2011). FAH SR =08 oz =
AbelhE AFAE AT FoE g aAE FolHAo A FolEE
Ast7b A=A 8 4o+ IRB(institutional review board, 7]¥
A& ds)2FH Sds B AFYES A" FoE w1
AAstd flnk 2 AR axE sl At e Ao e
oA H = w5 A (e, Aufrt T A )= REEA] 31
s8 Jdva AHgHE 4
B ATY A
o= IRBol gl #te] &
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=35t (Grisso & Appelbaum, 1998). &3 -2} ol A
A2HE AT AHE B2 sto], A7 74
70}3—‘?:”1 B AHAl e Aol ZhA| ol whe) Fhojo] F
FEolth(e] W g, 2009¢c; Roberts, 2002). 17+
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Ed)Z 1A Fo ot dch(Alppelbaum, Grisso, Frank, ODonnell,
Kupfer, 1999; Dunn &, 2006, Grisso & Appelbaum, 1998; Jeste
s, 2007, Moye &, 2004; Resnick &, 2007; Saks & Jeste, 2006;
Sturman, 2005; Zayas %5, 2005). <& 1>3} o] L°]94 AT FoAE
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<HE 1> FosEe v 7HA AL T
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olgl= ATl #3 Folxl AR} Ao tiEA ol T 4
< e wYS udth olsiE AAY FelAst A7 Aol
olsl g mAe) e Foln Fmsh dAge] wzkele] wEsiA o
(under- T ZAsteE A9 A¥Adoly dge s E olsEd &
standing) | ¥THE T#E& RoOFEvhE wdvh EI A el #Ag
of ATTUHAT AT Wel= FVT F vk A olslshe
A% TP
AL FAH Feldst AR Ane Y FaAL FE
3 Q4% F it FYS Bk o] JFS FAY Felxp)
014 Fol7 Ane Fa4e WS £ A Y A A
D e =AR "ot Ade AT 5 Al ofid 9
(appreciation) # 9th ThA 2 elAe FolA HARE s|uwtom sto] ng
o WA F Ut AAA ARE FEI Aot & dE A
& v @,
Fo AR Felxsh Ao BN Folxd Hreh Al
=) o ARAFTY AHRE ZA S (manipulate) F Y= FES @
L |E ol AT oAl AT FelskA @ Aol wlasA
(reasoning) | goisiz so) Aot Agelt dHol WAHE olFF ol
A @5 e YL nol: A4S EuT
Aee gHoz FAH FolAst AwHow Adsts AL
Aele] 8 | wrag, Z}HEE,OE Aeets oM Aulxs £ ARs A
(expressing |AstAY T E AAHES AYAZ & dts “:riq% el =
a choice) | BHOE Fol@ RAAA ohdAE AANA ARHoT o
A RS # 5 e Ade sl
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2 o] W1&(2009¢)°] pp. 55-76%

tgos sos8s SHste Axo el dEsaA s 59
TERE7t ArE ATE AR 19909 FuRE AAASA A
ekt T35 A3 & o w N E AT (Sturman, 2005). 5 9
sES Hrtste AiFe Fos99 7H%§§‘r°ﬂ’\1 AAHEA v 7FA €]
T aRl(ela], /14, F8, AHe] xS EF A AY shd
oFe] als xAsE W o I %l‘ﬂr 71 w9 &4



Sof = | AAS BAE
of wle} FAAHoR AHHgon T HEE5o 7 WA} FAS
A, ZAMFHE, A, AFE R, g3, ALY 55 SA AYE
el

A FoE A% soe"ES Hristyl dal NEd HEEe
1970t Miller?t Willner(1974)¢] Two-Part Consent Form(TPCF)
= H]E3}e] Competency Assessment Interview(CSIL: Stanley, Stanley,
Guido, & Garvin, 1988), Evaluation to Sign Consent(ESC: DeRenzo,
Conley, & Love, 1998), Informed Consent Survey(ICS: Wirshing,
Wirshing, Marder, Liberman, & Mintz, 1998), Vignette Method
(Schmand, Gouwenberg, Smith, & Jonker, 1999), Quality to
Informed Consent Questionnaire(QIC: Joffe, Cook, Clearly, Clark, &
Weeks, 2001), MacArthur Competences Assessment Tool for Clinical
Research(MacCAT-CR: Appelbaum & Grisso, 2001), California Scale
of Appreciation(CSA: Saks, Dunn, Marshall, Nayak, Golshan, &
Jeste, 2002), Brief Informed Consent Test(BICT: Buckless &, 2003),
Capacity—to-Consent to Screen(CCS: Zayas &, 2005), % Jeste %
(2007)¢] Brief Assessment of Capacity to Consent(UBACC)°] <
H, el A= ol R1E(2009c)e] ke b w9l FoleE A
E(K-CCO7F vk A== FAAQ S-S Hug Wi v
<HE 2> A=A
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JAAE BalA AGAE o] AFSE wQ) 2019 Teln =LA
Mol AFate w9l 20298 BFOR AW Rolth B Aol
= AArge] AFeE wd 201W e Adete] AT
ARG TG FY

%g o2 4, 49, %Y, A4, A3

w919] Q17 A3
7¥

A%, O]X]X4 A =

hEs [}

mlo )

ADLs(activities of daily hvmg, E"E} 2}
(instrumental activities of daily living, %4 44 &F254; 9&F
e 8o, o5 AFTt =75 AAA A dHY Ve
o] ¥ £4 &S 9 v dtth(Pearson, 2000; Spector, 1990). T3k 217
2 7A7}& 91 A48 A = (Short Portable Mental Status Questionnaire:
SPMSQ)& FAstd =, ole AF7 =555 A7 o vr

a4 g thH(Foreman, 1987). HE5° WA YX%E AF a= ADLO]
91, IADLe®] .97, 18] 12 SPMSQ7} .91°] it}

A Gapg] AFele A7 Fol FIEE FF GRY

d

B AN E AGA g AFSE =S ggon Fag wel
o A el FINHRE ARK-CCS)E BEe] Fo5Y §F
g 2A4%aA drh X HEs AAAE olfi oA A9
AFw=s AMAF=AES ddos NIE, BIE(FAIE,
FHEYE, EERYE, aARgE)Fe 3o AZHU/ o
FolthelME, 2009). AT Fel Fol5AR} HEEK-CCS)e AHE
JbolE <E® 3>3 Prh@Ew=dstE e, 2010, p. 512004 A<l E)
woAFelA] K-CSS HES WHAANE AF a 8002 et

o142 8
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2% Tl dEH) s |59
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AU CFTE ddo R A7 dia] of| - AulaE o gdkE Al
Fol Euta Psuzh? - 7| 7 S
2. A oFo] By ZAbe ool o 4| - wRle] Al o,
ekl gy - 7]e} b S
Ho]o ARl y s 9 - 6701'01] EH%H
3. Folg BoEga g5y - 71} TFse 9uk
B zALE MM (FAIA) w= AL - A
§ STy AT WS Gy g g el ok
R - 718} 7heE SR
- ohd.
5. % zAbol Folaha AA ol B(AA| - ARHOR &
o) dok FuU7? - 7k sha AefA &
- e Fed 8.
6. B ALl FojdtxA] okvian, 7|we] Mu]| - ohd.
25 A XFU - 7k b e
7. o] B2alo] YEAIH, Aol SHIe Ae| - 1¥h
awt & UAFUIN? - 71e 7FsE S
8 Ao didsta AA vy, a2=A | - 2=k
F AFU - 7|e 7Fed SR
« ARSI WA AT WA 2ARe BA U, A7 el sE 4F, Apd
A e ol s} AAEA ARalEch 24 £ AR o8 Ry o Ut
g el w3 82 Al W7kA ‘ﬂioﬁf\i AW = JARRIES HA $HHA =
Ah, ok Al WMol Aol BFe, AT A} 68 ol B Raidg Wi
AT BolE A9 Fo5eel Gk AST WAL 2 AT AN 9 Folre
B E(K-CCS)9] w32 ofefiet 2t
ool Fd =989 279%(G6W)= FAol e, e
72.1%(145%) = YeEbwth B AR 2 T1LAAI(SD=5. 17)01‘21i, A
HEE 60t 41.026(829), 70tH7F 51.45%(1039), L8] il 80¢]/del
75%(159)ol Atk st m A 21.9%(44%), =5 =9 40.3%
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= A7 F9: 1AE T FY5Y

st £ 30.8%(62), 18] wistal £ o]de] 14
H(7%)olth. A& JEHlE 71E0NA25)0] 545%(108™), Aol
42.5%(84™), o]& = WA} 3.0%(6%)o1Att ol AAFH A
A& ZAHs= ADL #Hte 183 whdolA 6527 (SD=1.08), IADL
e 218 WA 7.7138(SD=2.08)o.2 FAE . 281 QA7
S (SPMSQ)2 204 whel A H 4t 109373 (SD=1.57)°] A T},

015241 3] 8} 5] F o] u}

iy

solsE 77 Y=
Qo] QIFARE S B4 o] wekA FoleH fel el A s
ATH<E 4> F=x). WA AA=09 161%((32%)7F AT Fols 9
g Foe o]l glAdd W, 83.9%(167%)= FolwHel e 3

ZAF QA Aol et FA(F=185%, F=815%)% oA
=15.6%, +=84.4%)°] w5 frALSHAl FolsH fre] HES HAATh
Bel Aol Aﬁ‘v’ﬂol e =9l ke et
s

Fl[‘ i S

gt o welA FoleHEol e W&ol nFHeo] 65.9%, x5
7} 827%, TSIt 96.7%, thetul o]Ato] 839% = A E At
o] molA4=E FoFg o] Q= H Lol MWHoR LolXE H

=

[e}

oh A4 A A7& HolF= ADLs9F IADLs®] 750
2ol gl Ao 59%3(ADLs=6.30, IADLs=7.68)°] 5<%
H¥(ADLs=6.15, IADLs=7.3D) Xt} 3 57} vrel 2144
o] Aste om 2AE QAT
thgo® AR AHSPMSQ)e A$=
ol 11187 aga Feosdol 315 3
Twdel e Jo AUl ¥ FEshrial
ro 2 QlAbs]EhA B4l welA Felw +
o3k ol 7t EA WA I testE AAIS A

o2 {233 th(p<.001).
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CGE 4 w218 BAo) 2 So5Y B7HEN20D

F%5Y A3 (161%) %59 fr M-167(83.9%)

=
W 2 2
N T (0 n UM% M SO o HME M SD
S  (54) 10 185% M4 815% )
°T 1) 2 156% 123 844%
A9 - - 9 506 - - 701 507
)28} (44) 5 %1% 29 6.9%
Sty 8O BD) 4 173% T R1% )
K ZFUESL 60) 2 33% R %7%
e ol (14 1 71% 13 9%
71& ( 106) 16 151% N 49%
Az Apd (34 4 167% - -0 3% - -
o)E . tﬂﬂ ® 0 0% 6 100%
ADL - - 630 110 - - 615 120
TADL - - 768 1% - - 731 120
SPMSQ - - 118 1% - - 108 159
sk p <001
=9
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Informed Consent and Capacity to Consent to Research
among Older adults
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The purpose of this study was to address informed consent
process for community—-dwelling older adults to take part in social
research by theoretical review and empirical survey. Data were
obtained form 201 community-residing older adults. According to
literature review on informed consent, valid consent can only be
given when potential research participant has the capacity to
consent to research. The results revealed that 83.9% of the sample
had the capacity to consent to research and 16.1% failed to show
the capacity. In addition, the level of education was significantly
related with the older adults’ capacity to consent to research. Older
adults with high level of education were more likely to have the
capacity. Based on the findings of this study, implications for

gerontological research were discussed.
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