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Objectives: The purpose of this study was to explore public reactions to people who stut-
ter (PWS) and to assess whether there were any differences in reactions according to sex
and age groups. Methods: Participants included 226 normally fluent Korean adults. Their
responses on the questionnaire “Self-reactions to PWS," a subcategory of the Public Opin-
ion Survey on Human Attributes-Stuttering (POSHA-S), were analyzed. The four compo-
nents, accommodating/helping; ‘social distance/sympathy; ‘knowledge/experience; and
‘knowledge source, were compared among four age groups and sex groups. The self-reac-
tions to PWS score, which is the mean value of the scores of the four components, was also
compared. Results: There was no significant interaction or main effect in accommodating/
helping, knowledge/experience, and knowledge source. However, there was a significant
interaction effect between age and sex in social distance/sympathy in that the levels of
sympathy and impressions regarding PWS worsened with age increments in the male group.
The self-reactions to PWS score did not show any significant interaction or main effect.
Conclusion: The current findings suggest that regardless of age or sex, public reactions to
PWS were not positive. This was due in part to the respondents’lack of knowledge/experi-
ence regarding stuttering or PWS, and could potentially influence the ability of PWS to
achieve personal and/or professional fulfillment.
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Table 1. Participants information
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Age group (yr) Sex No. of participants (%) Age (yr) Education (yr) Income rating®
19-29 Male 27 (40.91) 24.65+2.27 14.81+1.69 -9.26+2327
Female 39(59.09) 23.04+2.26 15.23+1.63 -4.49+72 61
Total 66 (100) 23.70+2.39 15.06+1.65 6.44+7272.82
30-39 Male 25(47.17) 34.77+259 15.84+1.14 7.19+34.07
Female 28(52.83) 33.32+256 15.36+2.56 1.48+39.10
Total 53(100) 34.00+2.65 15.58+2.01 420+36.47
40-49 Male 24.(45.28) 4443+2.83 16.04+2.29 5.09+33.31
Female 29(54.72) 45.05+2.83 14.76+2.17 26+29.44
Total 53(100) 4477+2.82 15.34+2.30 2.48+31.05
>50 Male 25(46.30) 54.78+4.01 14.48+2.90 -6.63+29.66
Female 29(53.70) 54.33+3.48 13.97+3.17 -8.00+39.83
Total 54(100) 5454+371 14.20+3.03 -1.35+£35.07
Total Male 01(44.69) 39.31+11.75 15.28+2.17 -1.48+30.38
Female 125(55.31) 37.71+1252 14.86+2.42 -3.02+32.08
Total 226 (100) 38.43+12.18 15.04+2.32 -2.33+£31.26

Values are presented as number (%) or mean + SD.
®Ranged from -100 (the lowest) to +100 (the highest).
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Table 2. Results of correlation analysis between dependent variables and covariate

Accommodating/helping Social distance/sympathy ~ Knowledge/experience Knowledge source Self-reactions to PWS
Years of education 107 038 .060 154* 181**
Accommodating/helping - 115 098 -029 AAT**
Social distance/sympathy .066 040 499%*
Knowledge/experience -.042 502**
Knowledge source B625**

PWS = people who stutter.
*p<.05, **p<.01.
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of dependent variables according to age and sex groups

95% confidence interval

Dependent variables Sex Age group (yr) Adjusted mean Standard error
Lower bound Upper bound
Accommodating/helping Male 19-29 7.1 6.24 -4.60 20.01
30-39 19.01 6.53 6.14 31.88
40-49 20.25 6.69 107 3343
>50 18.01 6.51 519 3084
Female 19-29 24.54 520 14.31 3478
30-39 16.74 6.14 465 28.83
40-49 13.54 6.03 1.66 2542
>50 16.99 6.11 494 29.03
Social distance/sympathy Male 19-29 -7.50 6.50 -20.31 5.31
30-39 -13.46 6.80 -26.85 -0.07
40-49 -32.24 6.96 -45.96 -18.52
>50 -30.33 6.77 -43.68 -16.99
Female 19-29 -25.37 541 -36.02 -14.71
30-39 -40.15 6.38 52.74 -21.57
40-49 -20.28 6.27 -32.64 -7.92
>50 -20.00 6.36 -32.54 -1.47
Knowledge/experience Male 19-29 -54.10 779 -69.45 -38.75
30-39 -44.00 8.15 -60.05 -27.95
40-49 -44.91 8.34 61.36 2847
>50 -47.94 8.12 63.94 -31.94
Female 19-29 -68.30 6.48 -81.07 -55.53
30-39 -53.23 7.65 -68.31 -38.15
40-49 -50.62 152 -65.44 -35.81
>50 51.14 162 -66.16 -36.12
Knowledge source Male 19-29 -6.46 10.57 2129 14.38
30-39 -3.30 11.06 -25.09 18.50
40-49 -19.96 11.33 -42.29 2.36
>50 -6.46 11.02 -28.18 15.25
Female 19-29 333 8.80 -14.01 20.67
30-39 -5.58 10.39 -26.06 14.89
40-49 2221 10.21 -42.38 -2.15
>50 9.30 10.35 -11.10 2969
Self-reactions to PWS Male 19-29 -15.09 413 2324 6.95
30-39 -10.47 432 -18.99 -1.95
40-49 -19.21 443 -27.93 -10.48
>50 -16.67 431 -25.16 -8.18
Female 19-29 -16.45 344 2322 967
30-39 -20.60 4.06 -28.60 -12.60
40-49 -19.90 399 -21.76 -12.04
>50 -11.23 4.04 -19.21 -3.26
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Sex

Estimated marginal means

19-29 30-39 40-49 Over 50

Age group (yr)

Covariate: Years of education = 15.0442

Figure 1. Interaction between age and sex: social distance/sympathy.
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Table 4. Results of ANCOVA for the self-reactions to PWS

SS df F
3,609.46

Partial 7
Years of education (covariate) 1 7.84%* 035
Sex 155.68 1 34 .002
Group 880.62 3 64 .009
Sexx Group 1,636.08 3 1.18 016
Errors 99,923.44 217

PWS =people who stutter.
**p<.01.
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