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Abstract

Survey on Radiographic Works in Hospitals and Clinics

Jong Hak Choi, Man Jin Jeon, Sung Ock Park*!, Han Young Lim*?,
Keon Chung Kim*3, Joon Huh®#, Jong Woon Choi*$

Dept. of Radiotechnology, Shin Gu Junior College, Kyung Ki-Do, Korea

The major findings of this investigation on radiographic works in 125 medical institutions
around Seoul and Kyung-Ki area, from March 1983 to February 1984, are summarized as follows.
1, The number of references provided on radiographic techniques were 3 to 5 in general
hospitals (52.1%), in hospitals (58.5%), and clinics (44.5%), and only the 10.4% of general
hospitals had 11 or more.

2. The relatively high percentages of 75.0% of general hospitals and 68.3% of hospitals have
established the standardized radiographic methods for regions examined, but most clinics
(61.1%) have not.

3. As a log system for the radiographic request, the method of ‘“‘routine study, or all the
x-ray examinations are marked as 0 on a printed form™ was most commonly used by general
hospitals (62.5%) and hospitals (51.2%), and “the doctors employ their own methods”
in most clinics (44.6%).
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10.

In the 85.4% of general hospitals, the 68.3% of hospitals and the 38.9% of clinics, the data
such as diagnosis, clinic history, purpose of x-ray examination were recorded on a radio-
graphic request at all times, or at least in part.

On a scale of hardness and easiness of order of doctors, the greatest response was “fairly
easy to understand”, and the 37.5% of general hospitals responded as ‘“sometimes hard™.
In determining the standards for radiographic factors, the general hospitals (62.5%) and
hospitals (65.9%) adapted mostly “a departmental check list”, and the clinics (61,1%)
used mainly “a personal decision”.

In using the immobilizing devices, angligner, and radiographic accessories, the percentages
were high in general hospitals and hospitals on the one hand, and were low in clinics on the
other.

A consideration with regard to the devices for an improvement of examination of the
same patients was totally ignored by the 50.0% of clinics, the 26.8% of hospitals and the
20.8% of general hospitals.

The causes of re-examination were due largely to patients (33.6%),
portionately by incorrect exposure (22.8%), errors in positioning (22.0%), film processing
faults (9.2%), conditions of x-ray equipments (8.8%), and quality of x-ray films (3.6%).
The conference on radiography was conducted regularly or irregularly by the 87.5% of
general hospitals, the 56.1% of hospitals, and the 27.7% of clinics, and the meeting was
proceeded only by radiologic technologists.
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