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Opinions of Medical Practitioners in a Local Area about Rural

Medical Care Practices
Jin Su Choi

Dept. of Preventive Medicine, Chonnam University, Medical School
(Directed by Prof. In Hyun Song, M.D.)

During 2 months from December 1979 to January 1980, Medical practitioners in Chonnam
province were grouped into Si (city), Eup (town) and Myun (rural area) groups according
to the locations of their clinic. 40 practitioners were randomly selected in each group and
were asked their opinions about rural medical care in general.

Total of 88 practitioners replied to the guestion as 73.3 percent of response rate in ave-
rage.

The most frequently mentioned advantages of rural practice were ease of clinic opening
in Si-and Myun-group respondents and good social relationship. in Eup-group respondents.
The most frequently mentioned disadvantages were medical isolation in Si-group respondents
and residents’ ignorance in medicine in Eup-and Myun-group respondents.

In all groups, most respondents thought that rural medical care should be delivered by
and controlled by physician.

Suggestions made by Eup-and Myun-group respondents for improving rural medical care
by structural change focused on the regional medical insurance system, while Si-group

respondents noted district hospital or hospital linkage as the most preferrable system.
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Table 1. Age distribution of respondent by

group
Age Si gjgup Myun
~29 - 1 1
30~39 5 1 2
40~49 13 9 8
50~59 8 18 8
60~69 1 4 9
total 27 33 28
Age mean 46.5 51.5 54.5
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Table 2. Route of acquisition of license by group and type of practice

Si Eup Myun
Route type S* G** Total(%) S* G** Total(%) S* G¥* Total(%)
Medical college 18 3 21(77.8) 13 16(48.5) — 9 9(32.1)
Professional school 5 1 6(22.2) 1 5 6(18.2) — 2 207.D
Official approval — — 0 () — 11 11(38.3) — 17 17(60.7)

total(%) 23 4 27
(85.2) (14.8) (100.0)

4 29 33
(12.1) (87.9) (100.0)

28 28
(- (100.0) (100.0)

S#: Specialist.
G**: General practitioner.
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Table 3. Duration of practice at present -place Table 5. Response of respondent about favorable
and experience of pracitce at other pla- aspects of present place for medical
ce by group ) practice by group

Duration (yr.) si Eup Myun Item Si(%) Eup(%) Myun(%)

0~4 9 6 11 Geographical
5o g 6 advantage 8(29.6) 5(15.2) 4(14.3)
Ease of clinic
10~14 5 6 opening 6(22.2) 7(21.2) 8(28.6)
15 and over 5 15 Large number
of patients 4(14.8) 3 (9.1) 1( 3.6)
Mean 8.1 12.4 8.8 Variety of me-
dical problem 2 (7.4) 12(36.4) 10(85.7)
Experience 4 17 Good social
% 1.43 51.5 60.7 ’ 12
) (.49 (51.5) (60. relationship ~ 3(11.1) 16(48.5) 4(14.3)
. . o o Little compe-
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9 Qe 9, 1eks] 0. 4

%P B AGL 28.6%&0/‘0% 1 e sﬂ:l MD}-O tages 6(22.2) 9(27.3) 5(17.9)

= o2 = =1 1 O 2.0

= 1331] —.°ﬂ/“1 "T‘oi—?—z] OJ‘ 73’!‘7]' }o‘;ozl =T H]'EE No advantage 4(14-8) 1 (3‘0) 5(17.9)

vebla geh(E 4).

Table 4. Personal relation of respondent to the B AES o] AAsln g Hgen: Ao &
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2t AAuz D Adx e A 2L wyelelm Table 8. Opinion of respondent about measure to
. ician int 1
Table 6. Opinion of respondent about advantages induce physician into rural area
and disadvantages of rural practice by Measure Si(%) Eup(%) Myun(%)
group
Financial and
Advantage Si(%) Eup(%) Myun(%) facilities support 10(87.0) 20(60.6) 16(57.1)
Hospital linkage 8(29.6)  5(15.2) 3(10.7)
Ease of clinic ;
opening 7(25.9) 10(30.3) 11(39.3) Scholarship 4(14.8) 4(12.1) 4(14.3)
o .
Good social Others 8(11.1) 1 (3.0) 2 (7.1)
relationship _ 5(18.5) 16(48.5) 5(17.9) Not necessary 1 (3.7) 1 (38.0) 2 (7.1)
Little compe- No response 167D 2 (6.1) 1 (8.6)
tition 7(25.9) 8(24.2) 9(32.1) _
Rural life and Total 27(100.0) $3(100.0)  28(100.0)
leisure 3(11.1) 13(89.4) 7(25.0)
Large number
of patients 3(11.1) 8(24.2) 6(21.4)  AAFE FFAE] A, |, A EF M gger o
Respeted position Lol gAY A2, FTERAATHAEY gy
n 1:01’1’11‘1’1. 3(11.1) 7(21.2) 7(25-0) —%—0]0 ’E}- _:_zl__-] %\ﬁlﬁé%ﬂ-ﬂ 03_7%__‘0:_ %’ 33_710—5“)1 H]
a
Others 4(14.8) 3 (9.1) 4(14.3) 8 AAd FAEdA o =& £ Jebdwm 94
No advantage 4(14.8) 6(18.2) 5(17.9) -
g (& 8)
Disadvantage FEAEEAE A4 A% Az AAlakatke
) 2 AdtAe deRd AAE FAste Asge] b
Medically be Lol . o
outstripped 5(18.5)  16(48.5)  17(60.7) T WHEF olw AAR FAAE 27H25.9%) &,
Limitation of w2 o %“d‘ Al A o & dlgz deh} glow
facilities 4(14.8) 7(21.2) 517-9) (47 42.4%, 35.7%) ©| =9 74.2%7F A4l T& A
Financial ) 3 1 o =
shortage NM.D 17515 12(42.9) e Mé_“g} AgRzel Ad FIAE A 2% A
Professional Ao audsl 22 FdlE vleln glgon sle 1 F
isolation 16(59.8)  10(80.8) 8(28.6) o HMOWA =+ 439 FudexAsl d%gr
Disadvantage of HE gt A5 4% g, Addzl 3, o
small town 4(14.8) 6(18.2) 6(21.4) . .
Ignorance of Table 9. Suggestion made by respondent for im-
residents 6(22.2)  18(54.5) 18(64.3) proving rural medical care by structural
Others 7(25.9) 10€30.3) 8(28.6) change of medical care system
No disadvantage 1 (38.7) — —
Item Si(%)  Eup(%)  Myun(%)
Table 7. Most important basic health manpower District hospital
need in rural area suggested by respon- or hospital
linkage 10(37.0) 7(21.2) 4(14.8)
dent by group
: Medical
Manpower : Si(%) Eup(%) Myun(%) Insur-ance 7(25.9) 14(42.4) 10(85.7)
(Regional system) 4(14.8) 10(80.3) 9(32.1)
Physician 14(51.9) 10(80.8) 16(57.1) (Othgrs) s(11.) 4(12.1) 1 (8.6)
Paramedical Primary health
personnel 2 (7.4 4(12.1) 4(14.3) center 5(18.5) 3 (9.1) 6(21.4)
Myun health Reformation of
nurse 5(18.5) 2 (6.1) 6(21.4) medical
Specialist education 2 (7.4) — 3(10.7)
rotation 1 (8.7 5(15.2) 1 (8.6) Others 1.1 2 (6.1) 2 (7.1)
Others 1 (8.7) 8(24.2) — Not necessary 1 (3.7 5(15.2) 1 (3.6)
No response 4(14.8) 4(12.1) 1 (8.6) No response 1(3.7) 2 (6.1) 2 (7.1)
total 27(100.0)  88(100.0)  28(100.0) Total 27(100.0)  33(100.0)  28(100.0)
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