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AA7} Azt BEAY A9
e Ae] o A (Y BE) AGAE

B %
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o
0

I.A B
1. g3e g3y

A7 AL P oA Al Adeld 2771 3
E 2] R =g oA ZaAG A o] glgw E8
414¢ A Z8kA] Hoh(Neylan, 1962). £&442 £9
2.3 3| Fo] ukB-sn Q1Y Xt AL FHALL A
il oz 2Ed A Ad g ol H e} (Lazarus, 1976).

Mishel (1981)& <IAT& A A}E F= &
414 AHE AZRAFH 2EA A Aot AE 4 9
TR M3 FAEo] A ZEe EHAA mdlS ~EH
2:9} FasiA] A8tk

AL8lA dgE 4+9E 5 A & A A3lA §
218 A7 e E A3 5715 Fofitels 87
o] 223 HZIA =He, A13)A g5 e A4
i £8A 87 slope A4 AL Bl o] FolA
th A7)l slale] ElelS eolsidted 7|27} He
tial x|z, elel 7Y FAE =lebste oiglgAl
2174 Fol glel A43l3 Mol Ale] Azt Ae] 4|7}
51} (Heider, 1972).

AES] Az Aol J=istR] 29lEe] A&
A 232 Y7 el el FAj Aol Rit A7
vgo] AREE A3 S 4 ik Wil A4
22 9% EAFY shvis ekl Aol AAE wt
e Agxets ¥ 4 sS4, 1981). el A 7o)

A 7HEL ) Rz ts}

AR R R -Y e EY 8 B

2 AQlel 2538 FaAq A Ho|7] Wl oW AR
of ofwl Alghg oA ALY EAE & AEe]l A
2 A BAL 4 glew, ot 2 ARk odeld 39
oy} o HF¢ FHAM AAAcE FF3¥ F+ UL
Foltt,

A 7tol] AR AFAA 7R F 23 AL AH3A 2al
Fol A#Ee] A4 dbgoll oAFA QL A=t
3t A o|ch(Postman, 1952). #|Zte| thate] o AlgH
Aol & R ZFHA o} o A3 7] wfFoll 2 A7
He vbe dEd AHES ARl s 24 o EA
& AJQAE Hepd ek

Peplau(1957) 2} Travelbee(1971) & 73417} 21 8.4},
PzA, A, agxpzre 8¢ 54357 HAA
& ghapole]l Untgl @A A o] WAk 3hgich
2 A8 M2 T A 215 P FHE F
HAoAe AAAez EAcdA =& F7] 2obe
WA 2AE, 23 & SAAAA A= DA nc A
BAZ 24" FbeAel ang, vt $ UIA-H
2ol A AHAAE YAs7] Asie @22t AE3)
= 2844 A=E AgeA ¥ 4 U=F da
A7+ FHA4 et ek

olo]l ¥ A& FAUF A% BHAUA AEe 5
Abe] of At R 7R w0}l Alole ol HEolw, S
Aot #=bel AdbA A olw #AY) deAE A
Estnz}l Al ==l
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2. Aol 55

1) #37 A2 844 HEs} 25A of @}
A7t Ju(ol3h 2EAel B At A4 27}
AE)e) A F shetgich

2) ZEAbe] o A BHAY A P dA=E

 REARe gAkel Abd EAF WAL YEAE
obic,

3. 20{2] Hef

1) §344: 44, Naxy f Aas A4 AR
o gleld 483 Aol eja] A A A
ol glojA HHAsA £ 2337 ool
€ 35, & 7ol Mishel (1981)) Addt
444 &4 =7 302HE FHARAY 272 %
<54 44 A=E A3 FAL Fgelt

2) o #A 2z FAs AAshe ERAA A=l
IS e - g B B e B

0.8 8 » &

oje Alzde] EatAsicin sy e HAdF
(Vagueness), dg4e] ¥-53, ollvinsd, dl&E @
T oS, 25H, oA ol EYS Aot F
Fge o2l eimjFoilA Fh o] 4bo] Haisle] glE =
o]ch(Norton, 1975). =& Abzle] A4zl A gst-gdl,
deiAA Y EHEA gdag, AR AR EH
= &l (Wyler, 1974), 43§ A4E 4 & 3¥T
A7) (cue) 7} #-F5te] 228 & 4 gAY 2EFo =
sl AZAH WEE L5784 oo E844e]
Q1 2] 51 c}(Budner, 1962).

Aol E BAAL F27F o) dAsk 3
-3l e FE vl W42 Ajel o7 o]
e £5L Sl FA, A, A&, aAddde 43
A F el E A AE Foll A7 LHAAMe] 23
b (Mishel, 1981). -

Ay-—xg 439 P21y 2532 Aol 3)
28 7oA =& oy dHzg UE Gt ¥E A
Aol g E4zt, Ay Az Qg 297274 fa A
olv} Holgt 7lE=ql FAANA o]FolAe 28
o] A dABAR A Y e g F¥
3] stetgt 4 giAl =l =2 (Long, 1978), ¥4 &3 3%

o] ub¥-sjo] B4 o] =4 5l H(Morton, 1975).

o]s}zko] YA FHAAL AN HE=EE
FAell G A& ATl At YA, 23F, o
Z BEl4e] ouls W23y wlfe] A2 A2
ol gich(Lazarus, 1976). & UL A AY-A=
A3z B o] Azbs] o, AZ-F Y Ad A
2 54, 223 dFE 4 glol vehe T4 A
W] g daAEe] dHAHclnE A A
o2 o A4 st o RA AME A F
$Hql BrE ¥ 4 glenz Qe $uya E57)
o] o] A2 gho} H2AAA e} slo] 2EH2z A
-5 =} (Mishel, 1981).

44l A Ay Al A LHAUAe 22 A
Aol ] &A s 2Ae) Hlunz ]ld #xr 284
AL AlshE FAT oo S vAE Al WAL
ojsl st o] W slrt

A Zabe Azl wald EHUA AL A=e A
& oba glEAl of ¥ (o] 1984, Z1: 1985), 3ol
3k ZiHE(A, 1985), A el Al74x=(Mishel, 1984),
A3 (Volicer; 1977, o}: 1984), o8, =, &3, A&
%, A"y FF, AU A, AAY 4 AgAY,
AAQE, dEny - HELE Falol(o]: 1984) &
o o&lH AR 2 4 gl

g A ol Al 27 Ao Afeldl S 7]
Z d7E Asadg, 93 fxht HAY #qA d el
AE Eot, &, Hdizte) 27k 2]zt ¢lxl o (Mason
5} Muhlenkamp, 1976 : Muhlenkamp$} Joyner, 1986),
u7] otgtAl ol A= 2kEAbs BAuc ol2idt
A} A& o ¥4 %718l oH(Jennings 2} Muhlenkamp,
1981).

z2lx #4587 (learning need)oll tid zk3Abe] of
#3227t AE Ao) 23AF ARG o FA A
7H(Lauer 5, 1982) 3l 5, ZbSAlet of @b A4 A
E z}ojol] cidh A= chaksigict

ma 7 % o
1. CHALRE B
A7 oA 19879 9¥¢ 1¢¥ ¥¥ 114 319 #1# 3
AY S 7HEY See ¥4 SHUol YU W -

3t BRzA @, Ao, AT ANF, & G4F
5o AWE e 184 o Aol 6541 vlske] o, vd
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@3 12493 A SAE 1Y ol 4 BEY U 2B
A} 124, % 2489 ol e,

AR 47 AEAYE Agsgon 2 AFHE
ol aAAA AT 2% AAE ddstn AEA
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2. 2357
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Are2 FAsidch
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2) ZrZ Aol Sabe} ol FEh wiglel wE FF ALY
o #A B84 27 A zlolE AAE] A8 t—
A, TARAE AdAsgen, FAEHE Al
xto) & Scheffé 73 44 shgich,

3) e el st of @2 844 =zt
Ax zololo]l ALPL Pearson HE A% Az HA
sl ok,

4) E kel o #a BaA4 A7 FE ztole] o
& ulAE F2 4 Wl A Al FIA
EA4Z sholet

AR A8 A3s

V.o 3+ &2 3
1. EE CHMe] ol Als|ElE 22X

#xtel 2L AHud, FA 6573 (52.4%), o1& 59
H(47.6%) 0192, AMLdsE 19 Ho g7dAAZ
Hi A A€ 5399 oIk

75 AL A7 H9lv 213042 HE d™e 244
AR 25 AHL 18792 g <5 BYHe 22
oMoz, 1270 el 317} 43.0%.2 714 gdkch 2%
A4 g3 & 3dA E<de) 709 (56.5%), 434 Fe) 54
3(43.5%) °1 Aok

2. ZiSAte] off #X} E&AY X2t H TR0

E844 HE9 274F FA% AF Aol7} AN
282 234 £¥olglon, FAe] B pIAL
2ot e T3 11Eelgle 3 A0 A4 8%
e 1288l #Ale] EH4A A5 BIA
o] A4uce of §& 1IESE FAHoz 4oy
Wl A AGA Holrler & mE (x*=15.00, p
=.0047) ‘el & Alo] Ao} HAL Azfol] s A
#FE W go] EEH (2 =14.69, p=.0054).4 47} o
A2 5EAA =& (2'=23.32 p=0001) ‘H9 AHAE
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‘W o] 7ol aia} 7)Ho] e}’ (x'=17.88, p=.0005)
‘gbo 2 ol Yo| Yoid AUA # BE' (2 =3037,
p=0.000001) ‘AAl& =22 & 5 J& « 71A o
wh e AYA Betalr] o8& (2=26.93, p=0.00-
002). ‘YALEo] HAIZ AAAAE A EA G F
A %o (x'=991, p=.04) ‘P9 A7 AZA A
AAA & 4 UL (®=2155 p=.00024) ‘Fel A=h}
A48 A & 4 9e('=764, p=0014) ‘=Y F o
o o AL B sof § 2 BE(2'=1234,
p=.015)o2 #e| Hzle] NP LG4 o] FH& o]
Faict,

& EAe W g2 2844 A5 gRlel A4
2t 5 12588 ‘B ol HEo] oA Yz
& BE(*’=1367, p=008) ‘dA Wt s EHEL U
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ol 8] &' (¥=10.06, p=.039) ‘X & Wilo] Y ¥is}
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£ 2&(x*=1957, p=20006) ‘Fol°] FE5 1 U&A
& dzAEe 2] & ($*=10.53, p=.03) “HA
7} AR dBEEA 4 4 UL (X=17.09, p=.
001) ‘el Eo] wel A5 Aol st Ab4ls] T
A7 48 (=19.65 p=0005) ‘Jo| AHE 4=
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$22 Yate] YUY A4t BB $HAY F
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3. QIS HHolH 7S ALe| O X S5 Af2f
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A5 Sy 2RAY A7 HE solk 3dA 3

o REA7F 299H o2 4dA B4 B4 015 R
o gaovt BAAcr FostAl @R (t=.93 p=.
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REAS] TF 74H HEE 1~1271949 2844 A
7 A% slol: 8954 o2 13~24-14, 25~36-4 4, 37
AYEct dA3 ggdeHF=441, p=0.006). o] s}2e]
FAEAE G A FoA7 zbol7} glo] Tl oz
k7kel 3ol E 7] 8 o5 vl F e shiel Sc-
heffé 7A< & A 754 Ao 1~12AU Tl
25~36 LT Bk LAY A7 A Afel7} {eols)
Al BhH(p05). ZH3AS AR H 2w 1R volst A
2 21~-22A1 %9 2844 AAAE Ae] A4 11.20
0.2 &gtor} Scheffé AAAT Auizre] Ho7 2
o7} qgick WASF/ 2HE A} ul ol W A7 Aol
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gate] A4, AY g4 psAle of A 2844
A A Ax Aol FoAsiA {uer, #x9 QY
A7 1~5% oldkel A% A7 Ax Aol 821 e
2 6~1090¢) 0.1174, 11~202 ¢} 17478, 21~304 ) 4.
657, 31 olAbe] 5,144l sl BATKEL.

CE1) HSALL| o] #XF S34Y X2t 5 xjo[e) ol 78t% ¢Hold bjm

A7 E2) 3fo]

AT (E 2 4) HBE IFEAA tor F Fex Scheffe 7 &
224 87

344 £(70) 2.99+14.75 93 35

£:34] Z(54) 0.15+19.10
25 25 3

1-124 9 (43) 8.95+14.53° 441 006

13-24709(33) 1.61+17.91 C: 25-3670 42
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ZpZAL 47
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Wt EEs A 18 A3E

WAF / 25AL 6 &

3 (D 7.00:£19.49
4(103) 0.71+17.10 1.18 31
501 4H(14) 6.79+11,81
gz 44
3(65) 1.75+15.91 002 99
(59) 1.75+17.81
A4 A+
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11-20%(27) 1.74+17.90 227 066
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4. 217 EIE Holnt ZisAle] Of EX} EEAY X2}
Y= Xtojefe] AT

ZtsAte] A7 9 2F S 844 NG A
sholoh el dt |4 FAlol et
i ZkEAL o] BE 45 AN A7 A 3
<17F A FH 2(r=~ 27, p=.0026), L ZALS] =5 717}
<l Aq4E 844 AL A= Aols} Helx = AL
Jigleh(r=— .25, p=.0052).

5. ZhEAle} Cf & E&AY X2t F= xtojo] &
o

2 OjRiE F2 o= Hel

2344 A7 A= oo vlAE F4 dF 2&
el 7] st £ d-gold 24 AR A HalE
& wAY 3 £A4E A D34 d3e) 7.2%
o Aeae YRR 2 2L Fxle] MYLF2
A o] F ale] MM el AdEyL 11.7%°13
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!

(H2) iAol of EAt a4y X2 M= Xo(o)l st F2 olE 20l9] AN ZalH 24

| & R F Fo=
BEADH 2680 9.4583 .0026
gAR LA 5 3423 6.2059 0141
A4 23 Mg A8, A& 54, s HdH A4
V.= = o &tef o ¥ Foll AR 1270 BFolgich. ol A

ZtsALe] o fA ERHAN A AE Aol & 45
7 %3 Mishel (1981)8) MUISE 434 2814 277 &
253 WA A=EE A8 3L A 234 ¢
ol A} §-2l gk 2oz} et
o 230 EHF &Ate EaAAlel kmAbe] B4
Bt 38 $ES AERes F2 Ay Aol o
T 844 A olm, &AL Fxuce o g

2 o)%o] £ of &AL #abe] il BAlL 2 4E
Had Aol gleid REAE fxbe] g AHE w3t
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ZAzAbe] o g2 E2AA 2D Ax Aol & #A4F
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o ¥A 3-13l9l2(Jennings ¢} Muhlenkamp, 1981),
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2799¢] At} 339 0] PIA habe 2 @ HELT
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949 AP gAet 6748 Aude Aoz & o
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g9 3073 ] A fxbe} 269 9] w BIAE
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o8kl A7 57 o) B2 Frch A7 A& o
7} sk (F=441, p=.006), 7tE}¢] dgje] 21-22
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—~ Abstract —

Discrepancy in the scores of uncertainty

perceived by patients and nurses’
interperson perception.

Hahn, Yoon Bok* - Kim, Myung Ja*- Ro, You Ja*
Kim, Nam Cho* Kim, Hee Seung®*

The purpose of this study was to assess and compare
discrepancy in the scores of uncertainty perceived by
patients and nurses’ interperson perception.

*Department of Nursing, Catholic University Medical
college.
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For this study, 124 hospitalized patients and the same
numbered nurses assigned for direct care of each 124
patients were selected from general ward of C, Univer-
sity Hospital in Seoul during the time period from Sep-
tember to Novemner 1987.

Degree of uncertainty was measured by 27 items
modified from Mishel Uncertainty in Iliness Scale (M-
UIS), and was utilized by a Likert type scale

The data were analysed by Mcnemar-test, Unpaired
t-test, ANOVA, Scheffé—test and Stepwise multiple
regression,

The results are summarized as follows :

1. The discrepancy in the scores of uncertainty per-
ceived by patients and nurses’ interperson perception
showed significant differences in 23 of 27 items : 11
of 23 items showed that the scores of patients’ percep-
tion of uncertainty were higher than that of nurses’
interperson perception of uncertainty. but 12 of 23 items
were revealed reversely.

2. With regard to nurse’s demographic variables, the

discrepancy scores were the higest in the group under
22 years of age (F=3.20, p=.026) and in the group
less than 1 year of nursing experience among 4 groups
(F=441, p=.006).

3. The discrepancy scores had a tendency to be lo-
wered in the higher age group(r=—.27, p=.0026) and
in the longer experienced group (r=—.25, p=.0052).

4. The most important variable affecting the discre-
pancy scores was identified to be the nurses’ age which
acounted for 7.2% fo the total variances in the stepwise
multiple regression analysis. This was followed by pa-
tient hospital days which accounted for an additional
4.5% of the total variances, l

To conclude, the discrepancy in the scotes of uncer-
tainty perceived by patients and nurses’ interperson
perception showed significant differences in 23 of 2¢
items. The discrepancy scores of uncertainty had a
tendancy to be lowered in the higher age group and
in the longer experienced group
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