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(Table 1) General characteristics of visiting nurses

Characteristics N (%)
Age (years)
(30 2 (13
30 - 40 71 (46.7)
41 - 50 60 (39.5)
) 50 19 (12.5)
Level of public position
6th grade 30 (19.49)
Tth grade 99 (63.9
8th grade 26 (16.8)
Total nursing experience (years)
(1 11 (11.4)
1-5 23 (15.4)
6-15 71 (47.7)
) 16 38 ( 25.5)
Visiting nursing experience (years)
(1 38 (26.2)
1-3 50 ( 34.5)
3-5 46 ( 31.7)
> 5 11 ( 7.6)
An advanced nursing practice license '
Home health nursing care 32 (20.6)
Psychiatric nurse practitioner 24 (15.5)
Nurse-Midwife 3 (19
None ' 9% (61.9
Total 155 (100.0)
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(Table 2> General characteristics of recipients

Characteristics %
Gender

Male 39.9

Female 60.1
Age (years)

(45 39.7

45-65 278

) 65 32.5
Characteristic of household

Living-alone elderly 30.3

Disabled persons 18.2

Chronic disease patient or etc 51.5
Economic status of household

The public aid 78.5

Poor 11.3

Middle class 10.1
ajor health problem
Hypertension 13.7
Diabetes mellitus 134
Stroke 134
Arthritis 13.2
Psychiatric disease (dementia) 12.2 (3.0
Cancer 11.6
Tuberculosis 5.5
others 14.0
Total (34.243) 100.0
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(Table 3) The status of recipient management
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Characteristics

M+ 8SD (N)

An actual management status per visiting nurse
Total management household

The visiting frequency per week

The visiting frequency per day

356.70 + 230.80 ( 96)
27.12 + 14.04 (100)
541 + 742 (101)

Number of actual management household per visiting nurse

Level 1 22.71 + 34.92 (63)
Level II 81.06 + 92.02 (84)
Level I 198.76 + 174.79 (88)
Leve]l V 190.37 + 289.25 (54)

Average number of Visit per visiting nurse

Level 1 (per month) 240+ 1.21
Level I (per month) 1.38 £ 0.73
Level Il (per year) 4.07 + 3.35
Level IV ( - ) -
Time of direct visiting service (minute)

Level 1 73.5+ 48.0
Level 1 .101.8 £ 601.1
Level I 101.0 + 64.3
Level IV -

Note: Level [ :

Recipients who need the visiting service one time visit per week at least.

Level II: Recipients who need the visiting service one time visit per month at least.
Level III: Recipients who need the visiting service 2-3 times visits per year at least.
Level 1V: Recipients who need the visiting service one time visit per year at least..
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(Table 4) Current management issues for visiting nursing programs

Current problem and issues N (%)
1. Lack of visiting nurse manpower 141 (18.9)
2. Responsibility of workload which is belong to visiting nursing service 100 (13.4)
3. Insufficient networking system of related institutes 99 (13.2)
4. Inefficiency of visiting nursing information system 93 (12.4)
5. Lack of understanding for visiting nursing programs(VNP) of leaders in health center 67 (8.9
6. Lack of continuity and consistency of VNP 65 (8.7
7. Lack of mutual information exchange with social workers 53 (17.1)
8. Poor working condition of visiting nurses 53 (7.1
9. Lack of information on visiting nursing services of the community 24 (3.2
10. Vagueness with health promotion program 19 (2.5
11. Insufficient budget for visiting nursing programs 18 (2.4
12. Lack of competence as a visiting nurse 16 (2.1)

748

Total (100.0)
* The total number (n=748) was multiple responses
(Table 5) Current policy issues for visiting nursing programs

Current policy issues N (%)
1. Being in charge of other working not related to the visiting nursing service 272 (317.5)
2. Supplying manpower based on a proper estimation of needs of the recipient 132 (18.2)
3. Continuity and consistency of visiting nursing policy 116 (16.0)
4. Standards of visiting nursing service 107 (14.8)
5. Being in charge of a top-down style workload which is not related to the visiting nursing service 100 (13.8)
6. Public relationships of visiting nursing service 53 (17.3)
7. Clarify work with home visiting nursing care 41 (5.7
8. Clarify work with health promotion programs 35 (4.8)
Total 724 (100.0)

* The total number (n=724) was multiple responses
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- Abstract -

A study on the Status and Policy
Issues of Visiting Nursing
Programs at Public Health Centers
in Urban Areas

Ryu, Ho Sihn* - Hwang, Ra Hil**
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
identify the current management status and the
policy issues of visiting nursing programs at
public health center in urban area. Method: A
questionnaire surveys was conducted on all
public health nurses in 25 health centers in
Seoul. Result: The major results were as
follows: The characteristics of the visiting nurse
showed that the average age was 41.1 years,
and total nursing experience was 122 months.
Their visiting nursing experience was only 30
months. The recipients of visiting nursing
services consisted of 60.1% females, and 32.5%
of the recipients were over 65 years. The major
health problems of the recipients were
hypertension, diabetes mellitus, arthritis and
psychiatric problems. The visiting frequency was
an average of 5.4 times per day, and 357
families were managed per visiting nurse. The
major problems of visiting nursing programs
were the shortages of visiting nurse manpower.
The most important related policy issue was
being in charge of a workload, which was not
related to the visiting nursing services.
Conclusion: By analyzing work for visiting
nurses and identifying weak points, this
research can present recommendations to be
practically used as baseline data for establishing
policy in relation to vitalizing visiting nursing
programs.
Key words Public health center, Visiting
nursing service
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