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7hEe] % FA-2E 2y
- &% A7 7
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I.M &
20d 3 Fgde] e9A 7}
ol AZEA Aot xpdAd
27) 98 Adolgle Ayl A¥elAM vehde 7HE
Aol 2HE Fol gk olF ¢F FH KoM
715 A% wfon AFep| ARE R McCubbin
(1983) 22 71&e] WA WsE 183, Pender
(1987 ARFAA B3 E NE dgez o8
T}, o|EX HT To] Iz WAAEA 7MEE 1
o 2dg gisis Aol FIdyoern, AdHoR
2z ol& & UM SR sEe] A% A
53 Hosrle] ol=Hch(Clements & Robrts,
1983: Tadych, 1985:. Chin,1985: Gonot, 1986:
Hanson, 1986: Johnson, 1987).

38tA Z9dA JIEAL AAG e AEALH
RN =vhe 1Ee wad HE, stEe S
Azzrg 33, AEY 92l FE A, 7S] A7Ed
& AAEH AN BEFeEHN AAsddn B3
thH(Anderson,1992). Pender(1987)¢} Berkey &
Hanson(1991)& 7MA& FHo= /s 4% 5
2 o2& 7IEdAR Hudld 71E1% Bt =74
Vg Rz AgE gste d7E ASska
(Sunseri,1984: Allendorff, 1985: Simons-Morton,
1986: Johnson, 1987: Nader, 1992).
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A, NEY AZER ¥ 23 st 433
o #27} 95§ H3dta,
B3 ®yoz wsta glo}.

Pender?l 715 2725d-B3 2F(1987)9 sk
7 A7 2A-R3YPYe 7150 4y 4 81, A
7aa 43 el PATE YISl o AR Et

74Ee] dnkd 4 acle 71E AA FHUkEY A

, 7R, AxaERE, dsAs, dETE &
Ay, A33 e, o7 AAele d32E), ATFEH
EJOVE A7, T2, AE-AA e, dedd, &

o B4 dgagle AZFAYPH it Aol
el izt <12, Abdel B Y,

g 7hEel 8, Al W W5 AR A Ao
1y. o] 89E& Aln delgle 7HEe] WA
Aol Hgale] B9 Ao A% 28U dHWA] HE
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{Figure 1) Family health promotion-protection model(Pender, 1987),
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4L 042 ~ 0.95 A=FKE 1).

g 24 O F1Ee A Alm 2ale) AREQ o
A% oldel 75 F 712 BY BAY SN SEe
2, B: g0} T2 YEH 22 11080 K
WPzl Sddeh SuAe) 2% $EL 98%0ldtl 1
Folgolglont, 43.6%7} et Eolatel el 2
At 2PL 61.8%7F FEAL, 21.8%E %
#el ARl $BAe BT WL 33.04
4.2)s1e9, 75.5%% 4o}

2448 ARE Ay B9 ILL e &
2 1 54 sehsgen, eUs el FANE
ssich.

il
ke

S
=i}
fa

R}
<3

(=

c

J
M o
2w

74 A g BN o3d J1Ee] 4 74
ol o] o= ARAMA Fe 9984, BARo
2 33 dAstn, pA9E el e 99, oiFe
3 Alzte] el uwbel sdEH, viEe] WE RS
€. E3 o] 7IE AAE 283 28 A% 2 B3,
FE, FELY AFIE SPPtn BGtH(Whall,
A.L., Faweett, J., 1991). 23EZE 7}1& 7|%5E %

M of

st BRR B @?ql/“ll‘— S d1E E
8= Azt w2 A2 UehHKang
1984) Smilkstein®| 71& ““E A4=(family APGAR
score: FAPGAR)E AHg3igich £ M 715 7)
TE A ¥ o 8.008, 7}-7l-‘— a8 H7t A1E
of ¥]Fo] AT WH £33, lTe AT 7%
2 BNt e Aoz ZAEULH, 247H7(22.1%)
T 55 7154 oElEel e AoE HAHAPK
R 2). 7kF 78T A5e S8Ae EAd gt 2l
7t At

¢
=

ofn

(Table 2) Distribution of FAPGAR scores

categories frequency percent total(%)
0~ 3 1 0.9
4~ 6 24 22.0
7~ 10 84 77.1
total 109 100.0
mean(S.D.) 7.98(% 1.76)
range 3~ 10

2) A7 2w F1% 54

ZA4d 715E V1S W 9AR 89 Ay stEes
2T BT A7EdS5E 3.87H(% 0.8) olod,
718 P4 WS 94.5%93, AANEL 5.5%,
a8x orkEL oy,

ZAF 7159 9 HF YL 2419H9(+1039HQ) o

(Table 1) Assessment tools of family behaviors for injury prevention

concept factors regarding concept No. of variables cronbach’s alpha
family function patterns 5 0.85
general influence demographic characteristics 9 -*
biologic characteristics 4 0.80
health-related family definition of health 12 0.84
influence perceived family health status 2 0.95
perceived barriers 1 -
to injury prevention behavior
perceived benefits 1 -
behavior specific influence to injury prevention behavior
prior related behavior 4 0.46
family norms regarding behavior 1 -
intersystem for behavior 1 -
behavior outcomes injury prevention behavior 11 0.42

*

-* these items don’t need to verify internal consistency

1) Murdocke] 25l SJa8l 8it) 7158 2Ed A 257} 2R
St $ASR: f30lL, HAAVIEL AT A 191 Wo] 19 4
7153t vgo] el hEe] Ak faolet B 4 4ok

- 408 -



2 1009 olstel 7H=Eo] T71E(6.4%) 2008t s}
9 71&Eo] 6871FLE 62.4% Fot. Y 100t
ol3l 4 7I&9 JFEE EF 74 ooz AT
Aoz gEAM, 712 sEe 45y vus) & o
EAH R Rt ztolrt gt

AR E SR A129 A2%

(Table 3) vulnerability of family members’
biologic characteristics

family members’ Total of family children

77 Weg zAdd9Ed ok An B
A&7} A48 AAA e BT WIP Wgolo)
F7 Aele 94.3%7} T} Aol
6% ol¥ olstee] A4m T 7Hee)
7 AT, UeiA e AA sk AAsc

3) 7tael HEAH 54

7HEel AEEE E4e J1E TALY A% By
Am A8 QB grlsle 1Ee] Aladd oy 2w

diXe Hepde Bkt

years(%)

health status (N=408) (n=194)
Soute ditenee 1t 3 4 1
98 7HsA4 months(%) (11.8) (16.0)
experience rates of 12 2
on 46.2%% chronic disase(%) (2.9) (1.0)
oL o rates of congenital 3 3
=fE 47.7% deformity(%) (0.7 (1.5)
experience rates of 41
children’s injury last 2 N.N. @1.1)

74549 Ad 37iY 3 348 28 e 11.8%

gon, BAY YL 2.9%, AAA 71882 0.7%
Aok clelse) A% 16%7 34 28 BIPoH, 75l ‘7*7‘%}4'%% Az AWk sle
DAL 1.0%, ARG 71¥L 1.5%9] #E&E

ATKE 3.

At 2@ 7F AlE AdS @ olojle F ZAF ¥
o2 21.1%% Az TALE By o
2E F& Aln #R8E Bt o)A Atz de o
AT o] Wl
A€ adls AR AAH £4E onigc} &2 #01(34.6%),

o] 1948 % 419

=okA] &A EAY &8 ARleE,

f

N.N.: not necessary

7l Wi Jid, A%

;g]}\l;g o2 I

deldl i AAE Hrlsislch

1) 715 27 gt Ad

A(79.8%).
A'(70.7%)e13n 2FF ¥lgol

sgton, AR A5 ARE %A dH A5

2 AgdelA stetsta Uz, AHeAdelv PEEH
Aoz Herdhe Afe Uz AJKE 4).
el 17E datd Mdoez seldle vlge] o
v QalelA A3uR) ge AL AZEitn 97 9
Ao} AolE 3 (illness) s

Aol Adsn 98 ¥ ¢ uddth

Ago] Mda PREZ
o] A7 sk B/A

Mg oAM= EFAY &

A 7
o] ¥& oz dsosm gledl,

7hEe A7 A a9 §HezE st 2w Ye ole AAE 222 WE| ke Aoz ARG
(Table 4) Family definition of health
categories items frequencies(%)
not need to be treated by physician 36(34.6)
concept of medicine not have sickness 2(59.0)
not_have deformity 3(79.8)
play a role expected 61(58.1)
concept of function perform things to be wanted 4(60.4)
take normal function 5(70.7)
adapt to the change of environment 50(48.1)
concept of adaptation adapt to the change of living 51(48.1)
cope to confronting stress 50(47.2)
concept of eudaimonistic feel a good feeling 60(56.6)
live a enthusiastic life 41(39.1)
accomplish a potential dream 56(53.9)
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= of® dez AZsta 7l e Jehd Az o
F= At

2) A7t 7= A7

% A% ool WeME 96.3%7) WAz A7)
o AxEgen, slEel gz Westn Azg
A4 BF Adel Al ZEol it ey o3 &
Zsittn @8 715 A2 ARscn @ I AL
olele Aue Alm AE f%o) 3ol BAHCE #9
g Atel7t gdtkp = 0.263).

7V 71588 d<(apgar score)“ A ztE 7hE=e]
A7de ek BAQCl A LY $EE Bolm U
F, 7 7449 AAA 747“36}]9} AA R 7)5at
g Hle 42 Aztstn 9o B 4 9l

7Fo]l A Zdstn e Atz ) ZksAde s
65.1%= ‘24 2AslA YL Aojlmz Holkalx|
GoFn ¢wE wE v B m $9 ¥l
30.2% ek, Zevt AknsbsAel el gekaA ek
T AZY YAt 5 BT D ARG FS Aol
Aol Alm ZEAAA fAR Aole A
(p=0.391).

D) Azed 2852 38 48 F de AAE oY

AL o 8502 A& ¢ e el e A

HAHAF(49.1%) 3 &l N DEH(22.7%)& 7V
2 oldjez dFsgodt, Xsy PE(21.8%)01%
e TAB.2%)F 71E AR vlAE Aol da)
Me ook a3stA & ANt ol Atm i ¥
A8 7% d2 A Aok st EAlElEg of
Uzt FEXoZ sZsor & FARE U] wio)
Uehd A2 Al g

2) Aty g%l g A" Fe e
5 874(49.1%) o1 dHE mA @
Bl (35.5%) 5 F271 A ¢ givkn o)
A ddr Feje] Ao g4z XzElm Yt #s
e AYelg 7leR2(24. 5/)5 Fojagloz Atk
AHstz YUt

o

ir
&
A==
25
[=}

fdr 7

4 o Lo

3) o1de #AR Atney 2%

Am dMEE BE F2 odols Y Axs ¥
29 4 @R, Felo] £ oo T 3l
. olel bl A% Alme) dY ¥Foz $HENE
APSAe W S W Y 87 24, FUREe
9 oA A Gele] Al ArlE 45 w0z ¢
Pt ol AAsT Uk /W B Bl 24
AEge BE FAN UE 9% 872 Belskl
HAF AdAE 73} 39 YAY wAL
A ¥Fo] Fadthn Azstn | Y
ATKE 5). E@ Ahie A9 B9 BAY A cn
%9l A G4 Ak o BBolN Fesitn oA
st geieh

2 o

}:J

4) Aba o B 9lell i3t StEe) A

AbiL o] 7bsAdel diE) slEe] 2@ e B
< Blskdth Alm we dFog o sissits
de 35.2%, A FAZ A% sbsdicted 63.0%7F
SHAGET Ak HAle] d9loge oJBE9 Hio
(45.6%), BF % A4de A #1(27.2%), 32
9] A3} 71eME(16.9%) S NAsHon, olole &
Aol v EEHohE v 10.3%94 Act.

(Table 5) Priority related behavior of
injury prevention

(N=110)
rank of . response
priority related behavior frequency rate(%)

1 constructlc?n of safe 56 50.9
home environment

cooperative activity

with community people 40 36.4

3 control of chlldren 8 39 35 4
behavior

4 individuals” skill 35 31.8

5) Abz ol w9le) A A

AR A Ao 119 F2U(62.1%)9 AZ B9 S
FUGT1%) M E¢S 2E 5 dokn Sdagion,
TLI%E ol%lH 244 gL v o] shssit
o gYsEn Ty TRl oY 288 sluske
Vol g AT PBE PR YA ge Hoz )
Fol eld) olgel gt Aol SFAY ¥ A=A
29 Fhol £8¢ F Rolg JlNY ¥ 39z A
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4. AT ofgt sge

748 WellM o]l Sle Ata o eje] A
& £ Fol (X 6)oltt, ddsol 50% vl &5
F2 AW, FAAY &3 deje BHE Aoz Alag
d GAAN E2 $A £AE FAT FEH LA
€ #hgoltt. OECD =7t & A§a Abndo] ¢4
= BT7etn dRm/dARN AEee 47.7%2 A
velgt =8 FU8Ee 5% A #3224
(14.5%) 93 Al e A¥gg B, ol Atz

89107 'Brrl B4 £ Qe AR < A7
whenh Addch wdd) i BES E?‘ﬂ%‘}E% =
S3le BE(90%)2 2 AHES myr)

(Table 67 Practice rate of injury prevention

(N=110)
injury prevention behavior rate(%)
attach the list of emergency call number
24.5
near the phone
keep the dangerous materials or toxic 809

agents at home environment, separately

watch and warn children’s behavior of
sticking sharp materials such as fork or 90.0
spoon in their mouth

attach covers to electronic outlets 27.5

conform the proof certification of safety

when purchasing materials for babies’ 9.1
always take a safety belt for child in

. 477
automobile
treat the sharp edges of furniture 47.7
set up the protect screen to porch, window 68.2
or rail '
guide the rule of walking on stairs 90.8
watch and keep tubs or buckets empty at 873

playground

check the safety of play-tools or
playground in community through 14.5
coorperation of community people

A ALz ERA A2 A2

7V&9 71%% 7t sl Almot 39 43 vim
@ Aol (& Tolth. Hrg & 1109 4H FF F 6
7} olslel AHS 2ol AR I ojFoF Yol J1F
7e=E Hnd 0 F HpAlelde §AFCE AT
aol7b glo}, 71Ee]l AREA Nedttn ANLESFE

|

Az s Aol w3kt

(Table 7) Percent distribution of injury
prevention behavior by family
APGAR scores

FAPGAR
score
No. of 0-3 4-6 7-10
practice items
below 6 100 62.5 36.9
above 7 - 37.5 63.1
total(%) 1(100%)  24(100%) 84(100%)
22 =684 p=0.03
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A% D o Asle] B TAE feld 9%s
Qe F1EY NSAE, A5 =7), shEds) 4w o
L sRAel 2% AE WA duez Ui,

°] 2o AyEE 27 8% (P=0.05) JtKE 9).

(Table 9) Regression analysis of family
injury prevention behavior

model

variables beta  t(F)
family APGAR score 20 177
family size -.07 -.30*
illness of family members -.03 -.14*
educational of responder .36 -3.16**
age of responder’s spouse 28 1.99*
1 definition of health(medical) -10 -.88
2 definition of health(functional) -05 -34
3 definition of health(adaptive) -.15 -.88
4 definition of health(eudaimonistic) .22 1.39
recognition of benefits 06 .47
recognition of barrier -07 -56
recognition of family health status 12 -90
belief on injury prevention 11 -.93

R-square = 278 F =189 p = .048

V. = 9|

74EE AEEF TEde A S R
ot ARG 71 2HEM JEE JE LA
AFEE RE BU0R9 gL REE YAz Yok
a2 AAEe ARFA % FF A= A ¢dl
3, ARFR A7 dEEe] JiAE e § Ao
At

AR QAT 71Ee EAE NEA BelEte Aot
= 71 A7t tm Sle @AY @’°} &
(family research)ql7} £& 71& @
related research)7He & 4+
t}. Feetham(1991)& 7}—‘- Rl 4]

r-{[[
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9. % AN e G BUE E W 7 }—:ﬁ @7e}
ek, ae A dFolr] AAE &) e B
AzAe] FAY A3} o) FolMolem, AT Wy
HEQ F 29 olgoRRH de ARE BIAACKS
o, B33 PzoE 45 483 5 S WA @
4 s} Fohe 71T 35 AA AT 2ey

A HALR b 82 A] A 128 A2%

gEs] LI 2% oldel sIEYoRNE e ARE
Eoete By WAz o84 ouiE Rdsy] P&
o7gS 7T ot 28ER B APz s1Ee]
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7HEE BAoE AHl2 o]gd dAAAU APl 3l
ok B Mu|ze] o oA slFe] e FHlg
Al ATHJUAT, oA A 29 o] & B3I A7E=
APHe 2 ol gick A B & AE=HUD
ge] AH8E= 7159 AMHx o8 2dE Andersen T
o] /'#& Aotk Andersen(1978)& 2 EAH| A o] &
Z1q9ste AFE Al 7HA Fa EFE dusiio
HA M= AF82(Predisposing condition) &
71E FA8A(Ve], ¥, A&4H), HE 7|0}
THYE F 7P 018 AR velst g a3k
vel), 74E AR (FHG G, 2&, AFAE, Abge
A, AF, 9F), 715 10720ge] x3dHg, F AR
74842 7322 (Enabling factors)dle 71 2k
O 4, 71E A%, A%, A9A3) JL01=E
o] A3 gl AGArtz]e] Au|ze] f-84)0] E3Hec)
kR Fd 849l 87820 (need factors)olls 7o)
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)3 (Y ARE FT, VAL AP S £
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oA Al o Py 5ol AHE AXste
WH7h Aol 2tk

87 29 (need component ; 7}&o| X Zee F
2, BESYF AT Mul2 ol&3 o8 Aad
A7d de Aoz WAL AW Mulxg olge JE
o] A3d AZAY, 7t AoiFrlel 94, ouve m

HEro AZdd wg, ¥ro nzkte, /& 4
&S £33 #o] vkm Andersen(1978)d 7ol
A Aesta gled B ATz ol & FF
o] EEFE, 71Fo] el U2 W Y HHEo| =
Fle=d

Pender(1987)& 71&8°] 2, 4oz AREA
of 7ldste oy 74A 715E FYdctn Bk sE
TFRYE Aol olH (affection) 2 7AAd 275 4%
I} e yldste AME AL AFen, 71 e
gz %% AL AREA Y9 7d_7J4 At}
Ak B9ttt ol B dTAME 715 7T
g 71Eog 3PAR FEAAE o 7HE Yol
Aol A7 AR gl Esdct
7o A7 didl Jele FHole Fo4d =

o op
™ r-gli ity
o =

¢

&
&

L2 o
HE 7Eol AAFA Yo FAAEE sk Fo@
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- Abstract -

The Behavior Analysis of Home
Injury Prevention based on the
Model of Family Health Protection

Lee, Insook™

This study is performed to confirm the
influencing factors of family health protection
behaviors using the variables included in
Pender’s Family Promotion Model.

1. The subjects are 110 families in preschooler
family developmental stage, respondents are
children’s mother or father. These families are
almost all nuclear types(95%). function of
families is healthy as much as 8.0 the mean
FAPGAR score.

* College of Nursing, Seoul National University

The prevalence rate of family members’
illness was 14.7% these last 3 months, and
21.1% of families responded suffered from injury
for last 2 years.

2. The practice rate of injury prevention
behavior is below a half in supervision and
modifying of their home and residential
environments, especially controlling through
collaborative community power.

The more familiar function score is the better
practicing rates of injury prevention behaviors.

3. The injury prevention behaviors correlate
to family size, health status of family member,
and children’s congenital defects with statistical
significance. '

Families” economic condition correlates also
significantly to family health status, cognition of
benefits of injury prevention, cognition of the
importance of community collecting power.

And the recognition of the benefits of injury
prevention correlates the adaptive health
concept, family norms about injury prevention,
economic status.

4. Considering family health promotion model,
the general influencing factor is only affected to
family protective behavior, and other paths
don't affect to family’s behaviors.

In simple regression, the family protective
27.8%(P=0.05),
significant factors are family function status,

behavior model explains
family size, chronic illness of family members’,
mother’s education level, father’s age.

5. To define of familiar preventive behavior as
a unit is very important, but it has the
limitation to solve the difficulties of family
studies going with the operationalized
difficulties of health promotion concept.
Key words Family health promotion, Injury

prevention
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