X|AAlE| 2255 x| M16H M1E(2004)
The J. of Korean

Community Nursing

Vol. 15, No. 1. 2004

£280] : xeIxs, atel I

FARIS] SN A% FYT o) Dol W A7

1. |7 2oy

2=d AFe AHA g @Fde 2z AA
Aol AEE T FrlE A4S AFE ¥x Qo)
A2 A A 2 A €A F vz S w2
AL 359 ZFo= 0 vdlle g2 oF 35% ¢ 33%
2 AA 89 68%E Axsz  JYcHNDPCH,
2002). 22 Q¥ A} Aatojs EF =dlsho],
AVEAE B ook A, AFA A, A"E IR
@, AAH an FAF o, Fesge 44 F
el AT g9 A AAC AA AU 4 739
(Ko, Lees}t Joo, 2001: KNA, 2001).

AAZEE A&stA BEra] Y 388 wsja)
A3 g} 4 dizt A Yot gegels By
dtn AR g e 8 BFFQ RAdH 242 SE
HHAYA Ao 2 ok g8z AR e
A v AFH AZ e Tz A% ATe F2 A
AA FuE AT BFE H27 Al A8F 1=
o digt AolHKo &, 2001: Lee, 2001).

Fe] AEE AFe ol s e Hez
PR F7ie] A&Holn BFAHA AsA A
A Aelg Zzdtn(Lee, 2001), ST RopllMe
A F B FAF ogo) @ I+ (Anh, Hwang,
Imm,# Kang, 1993)7} o|Foixizm Stk 2384

* 53 3 (2AA AL E-mail : shlee@duc.ac.kr)

€ 715 EFALAA, Asige adRgH AT
Mg 5o A7) Ax=En 9ov(Kang, Leedt Lee,
1998: Ko, Lee$t Joo, 2001: Lee. Ahn¥ Chon,
2000), FHIoe X9AME F4ldR3d 23& Fn A
giRlo] ~EH 2 oo g AT (Lee 5, 2003)7} ©f
2ol ZoeMe Az AF A T 3 g
2434 =3 (Murphy, 1989), A&l F A|FeL A3
FH AA #} B} (Kaniasty®} Norris, 1993,
1995. Norris®} Kaniasty, 1996)¢} &%, A, A
A, AE2E 5 g Al @A U gy 2
g8 A Sdoxe 2P F(Giste}
Lubin, 1999)¢] o]&ojxlx glol Fule] vz o
T& Hou AAAY 2L dtn e AFeld.

Al A, 745, AGAR, E3)d upe} G
For AAA, A3F, F4AH HE zsld Faat
o & FAE AYsld LGAEe U8 AHA A
(Lee 5. 2001: Lee %, 2003).

av -2 dveke] A AL ARz Aol 9]
Aldgteld 23& E stedold AgdezA, Al
#HE QA3 FHHo|m AT E o)A Agle] fto]
Alg3E AFolm (KNA, 2001). As A7 glolx=
Hafjakge] Pt AT 2/dd] daide BYE 71X
3 YA (Phifer, 1991: Riad®} Norris, 1996), A
QHez AsTEe] A F ojd dohlrbe AP
oA e ol g3 A FHAMe 159 g
S He g Ao dig #4de d K3 o
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w2 SFAZ17E S ejzigle] FARle] HAista
e Uz @doA, Falz Q% ds FE Bo
O SH0M Hrkstn 289 & AE Bdshke
RAE AGQ A AgAEl2 AZASHAA FANES o
g ol £ WY s F AAHA He =82
A Aoz AN,

old ¥ d7E FHE UL A ehde] A AAF
U ez sz A FIY AGF = 49 2
A= detstart g

TAHQ] FA L2 g3t Aok

D) FARNEY F2 A 9 F=E sheta

2) FAVES e A F=E moRirh

3) TR AT IF F= & A ] FAE 3
Eri=g

o. o7 gy
1. 74

g ATE FA YA 39, FAH Bt 3
AR gnie $H9PEEG 49 3 AEE st
7] A% HeH zAdTolh,

2. ATFCHY

Aol didake 20029 949 EI¥ RUSAZ s
4& K= T4 Al - 2ol AFdte AMdF gl
MRE ZAAEAA A&Hoz AsAde] AFFE A
dE dez, 1 Ade] 4 19& 93e=2 47 &
Ag olsistn HEq) T AFHeR ik AR
EEE 29U A% 15094 QulE meisl) oo wig
& HFEPe ol gl

3. 97+

AT=Te AEDY HEARE ATAHISH 54,
F3 FRF =, el Aol da) FFP{EE AT

1) A7AEE 54
AFARA B4 4d, v, Tz, agAE=
Fgsigct.

2) FZ AT 4

(1) ddAg gzt =3

YA @ He At 42 s TP Q
W ke A el &8l(Ginexi, Weihs,
Simmens,# Hoyt, 2000)Z, ol <l&] L3ygol
g3k ute A5 onjgict

£ dAFlME Ginexi $(2000)°] F31% 2 (flood
impact)oll ¥ o]2% (dichotomous)d AES A+
A7y 3 - Baste] dAAG A3 dPHEE =23
@ Ao Fosn, ¢FF AUt E2FE s
g ®o] A3t AL ouig)

Ginexi 5(2000)°] 48 A7 F719%% B8 F
7Asld oo’ olEHEZ vhE 19EYS EYR,
SEvet dAHQ BAE nsle] F 14709 £ges
THEAT. 239 W& A wy, I AF, Atds),
Bolvk 715 A% A4, a3k, 715 oy,
2FE, A7), 2% 2 S ©E, Bolu s1Ee)
Ad, F909 Al 2.2 FAH] 3ot

AP FoA] B3] AFEE Cronbach’s a =
7192 Ut

B dTME a7t 43S AXs 4 Fxd
Qg F7be Folsl 'HEv glide 0%, YA gl
g 4 F=rt Aote 14, ®Eelty 24, Bde
3oz F 44 HAx=, 147 BFez 2Fsigen
A18]%=2] Cronbach’'s @ = .86°]3it}.

(2) s3I U ZAH I

Tl AHFUER sld7 B2 FAH &4 S op)
Ak B AFdA IR A AAH dPe Fa
F e & F50 dg Aoz F, s, sHAE,
RFFCAR, YA, A F). %, 7HE, w2E A/
EY, 2/A/%, 718 522 PAYSIAT Asio Rl
2t el'e 134 el e'E 0422 Hejdld eAE.

(3) A% Wz

o ¥ 43 A7 w5 T3 d& d7A}
29 & st ddAETe] AWy AEE B Y
SN F2d FHo= dgen, FHoge FUY
of, TEH, AT o, A= dU/5E, F7
g, 4, 232, 32, Jle 5o A
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1) &9 A

WHO(1993)= &9 & o7t #AE 7122
e ZE 71U - FF - I 2L 2319 X AA Y
gt SollA], A9 fAo it AAAQA Azolgtn
Ad FE Jeln(Kim, 2001) it 4ol de E3
A, AEH, 8373 WA FHE £ FEE Frk2
Be #34& v FtHWHOQOL Group, 1998). ©l#
& &l 42 wAsE d slo] AAA - A - ARA
897 AR 89l BRE FISHEAM Ivht Ry
ek Sle ReME F3 7Hed WHOQOL-100&
e, 23y WHOQOL-1002 E3o] yF #xn
E3g do] gl WHOQOL-1008] Zebgtelet &
= WHOQOL-BREF & sIdslgen(WHOQOL
Group, 1998), °I& Min, Kim® Park(2002)°] %=
Hog Wdsln Wd d#4e JehiFE dFdM=E A
F]x= A4 Cronbach’s @ = .900]3eH, 2} gddze
58~.78 HZ & Ud dBA4E bt

£ dFdMe £AE o] g dolrr] Y3l
=9 WHOQOL-BREF(Min &, 2002)& |43y
o}. WHOQOL-BREF& AAA 94d4(78%), 44
FH(6%), AEE 43R, AEAE dH(8E
e 471 dG3 AEQ) & Ao} #F AE(2EY)
5 % 268%elct. 4 32 Likert 53 HZE AME-
st WE 2R oy EUE) e 18, a%A &
tHEDE) = 23, 'BEoltte 34, I1¥H(WEH)'e 4
A, e (e 9 's 53E B 55
3 BH, ookEy 9|8y =gd U ol&4, 2AH A
Azl #AF T AS $HA FEFE 49 Ao
24 AEHO Slo) 13E 53o8, 24§ 43 3
P& 3oz, 44 2907 AL 1¥oz ARTE
sttt aeieg zt 389 Hrt 2255 ae o
Ethe RS 9udd. B d3ForMe] Cronbach’s @
= .87°1%x, /¢ BAl WHOQOL-BREF2 Wz <«
#4E JehF= 4A3]= A$<] Cronbach’s «
.90 olet,

I w

4. NESHE HA

B g7e 7289 AEAE olgsd 20034 28
25URE~39 21977 AR 43e shdth AT
W srEe A302 A7) A9 Ee et
dout A770] BrhEe wlolt AAAH A=z

AGAS LA 2158 AT

A AsE FAE Ao sl 2AsAT 300
% 3 29 1YW 52598 AP 248%% A=
29 o] §sigiet.

5. AREA Y

39 A8+ SPSS PC T2a# S of&sld o

3} Zo] EA3Act.

1) A AFASEE B4, Fldgyzel 4ol
AL Mg 5AE #As%d.

2) ER=TES UWH 4B U HAks A= A
4 Cronbach’s alpha®@ A4+siqic).

3) 9F " AB/BAE Pearson correlation
coefficientZ 4t&st4 0.

6. A7 Had

1) 9l =8 F4oz zAEIYonz dutssled g
o] AH9d 54& afslejof & Helr},

2) A F dAte] el o)&de T dFolm
2 32 H¥(recency bias)oE AF A5 wjAl
& 4 gt

3) W3 A glel HeFE=E JF Y e
(sampling error)& WiA& 4 gic},

m. o+ Zaf

4

1. ARChARLS AuE 4

£ a7 ddde @A 100%(40.3%), <13k 148
B(59.1%)8 & 248wt} HAARL 53.77HA=
194 RE 8TH 7 AddE n2A EXHo] glod
THE B 41.7%. ¥ 32.8%, 7151 18.6%, 7)
B 6.9% <22 Jeldn mS&EEL 2F o}
42.4%2 REES AR en Foa Y 17.2%, 1L
8w &% 26.9%, Udn EY o4 13.5%=
T4l e Table 1).

D FHE A 9% I=

(1) 27388 dg =&

FARl sl ol LAY e s 43
oz st} S An AN HHol 1.887 2%
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(Table 1) Demographic Characteristics (n=248)

Variables Category Number %  MeantSD
Sex Male 100 40.3
Female 148 59.7
Age 19~29 31 12.5
30~39 20 8.1
40~49 4 171
50~59 57  23.0 53.77t17.21
60~69 4 177
70~79 40 16.2
80~87 12 4.8
Religion  Catholic 46 18.6
Buddism 103 41.7
Others 18 6.9

Non-Religion 81 32.8
Education Elementary | 107 424

level Middle S. 42 17.2
High S. 66 26.9
College 1 33 135

Biston], 713 %S Bl £ ¥EL Bl FC
2.523, 5= Mul2 F 2,493, ArIAMb 2
2,447 €ollx, 7V AA 9L & ¥Foze
W A 1.024, 715 749 A9 1.26%, 'BY 2
W 4F 1.308 €22 78U KTable 2).

2) P U BAH &4

Tz AF BAH 2dd o AnE ZIge
(Table 3>t &t dja FHoz 71} B2 $9€2
H AL 7HEAE 70.2%°192H, 7 64.9%, %

60.5%, 3% 57.3%, &%3F 54.8%, % 53.6% 2
WA s o) ge] e X FRoT veistes]
WAEE N ES4E Fokl AAA 93 D
BEe W A%, 9% 460709 FEd va) Hal2
2 Aoz yeid

3) $82 A% Az

PN A% WA dNAAT =Y 64.5%,
Aol 60.9%, H4 AF olgde 56.5%2 A
A 2E¥2Z Q@ oL HAZITKTable 4).
QAR A7 dWsle] g BES A A FH=
A% YA 37509 ABE 24 AP Aoz
bt

2. 42l A

datel &re] de 53 wEd] 2,953 o= velyie
o, S g HFE AEW, Az 99(3.06
), AHEE d9(3.297), Held 49(2.95%), 843
A 49(2.68%), A VEE(3.09¥) o2 A1HFH
Fgol Y =& o v, FAH ddo] AL @A U}
et Table 5.

3. wlLY Bt YT Mol T 2o ATE

I3

FHIT B A= #9 A o AABAE

(Table 2) Impact of Daily Living related the Floods (n=248)
. Category

Variables None Few Normal Much MeanzSD
Evacuated of home 4(1.6) 110(44.7) 28(11.3) 106(42.7) 1.96£.97
Flooded of house 1( 0.4) 83(33.5) 31(12.5) 133(53.6) 2.19+.92
Wated of Property - 59(23.8) 35(14.1) 154(62.1) 2.38+.85
Separated of family 7( 2.8) 184(74.2) 20( 8.1) 37(14.9) 1.35+.77
Discontinued of Your Job 8( 3.2 158(63.7) 16( 6.5) 66(26.6) 1.56+.92
Discontinued of Family Job 9( 3.6) 173(69.8) 17( 6.8) 49(19.8) 1.43+.85
Reduced of Income 2(0.8) 99(39.9) 42(16.9) 105(42.3) 2.01+.93
Interrupted of Water Service 1(0.4) 47(19.0) 30(12.1) 170(68.5) 2.49% 81
Interrupted of Electrical Service 1( 0.4) 44(17.7) 47(19.0) 156(62.9) 2.44+.79
Interrupted of Transportation 2(0.8) 53(21.4) 32(12.9) 161(64.9) 2.42+ 85
Interrupted of Communication - 41(16.5) 37(15.0) 170(68.5) 2.52+.76
Having My Illness 7( 2.8 190(76.6) 20( 8.1) 31(12.5) 1.30+.72
Having Family Iilness 6( 2.4) 195(78.6) 23( 9.3 24( 9.7) 1.26+.66
Dying of Relatives 11( 4.4) 228(92.0) 2( 0.8) 7(2.8) 1.02+.41
Total 1.88+.49
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(Table 3) Economy |mpacts of the Floods

(n=248)

Variables Category N %
Economic House Yes 127 51.2
damage item No 121 48 .8
Furniture Yes 161 649
No 87 351
Electric home Yes 174  70.2
appliance No 114 298

Possessions Yes 136 54.8
No 112 45.2
Clothes Yes 150  60.5
No 98 39.5
Home Cattle Yes 59 23.8
No 189 176.2

Crops Yes 142 573
No 106 42.7
Car/Truck Yes 50 20.2
No 198 79.8
Land Yes 115 46.4
No 133 53.6
Others Yes 9 3.6

No 239 964
Total  4.60:2.67

(Table 4) Health Impacts of the Floods (n=248)

Variable Category N %
Powerless Yes 137 55.2
Change of the No 111 448
Health Difficult Yes 151 60.9
condition of the sleep No 97 39.1
Difficult of Yes 140 56.5
the concentration No 108 435
Sensitiveness Yes 160 64.5
No 88 35.5
Excitation Yes 130 52.4
No 118 47.6
Exacerbation Yes 112 45.2
of health No 136 54.8
Indigestion Yes 85 34.3
No 163 65.7
Syncope Yes 4 16
No 244 98.4
Others ‘ Yes 5 20
No 243 98.0

Total 3.75:2.45

A G225 A158 A1z

(Table 5) Descriptive of the Quality of Life
MeantS - D Range

Variables(items)

Total Quality of Life(26) 2.95:0.45 1.81~4.35
Physical Domain(7) 3.0610.65 1.43~4.86
Society Domain(3) 3.29+0.57 1.67~4.67
Psychological Domain(6) 2.95:0.57 1.33~4.33
Environmental Domain(8) 2.68+0.52 1.38~4.38
Overall satisfaction(2) 3.0910.65 1.50~5.00

(Table 6)¥ Zt} AIWEIFE=o frol3 Aad
AE B AL AA &9 A(r=-.143, p{.05), AA
A YgY(r=-.220, pODF  AHAAHJA  UE
(r=-.141, p(.05)E LZAL i} FPo] B&F
AA e A, AAF 499 &9 HF AvHA 7
=7} @e Aoz vehgr

Sz QA ZAAAR &47 AA 49 A(r=-.188,
pd.01), AAF dYG(r=-.216, p{.01). A 49
(r=-.133, p.05)3} AWHARQ] WE=(r=-.140, p(.05)
el GRATAL fejeiien, AR &do] BErE
A e A, AAA 99, Aoy 997 A 9=
=7t @it -

Sz g AZhdashe AAE G99 (r=-.242, p(.01)
o] #ke] HAMT folg JAATAE HAFAUTh

mox

A o

v. = 9
1.

A NAHA EAIT] obd F7heh A AR Al
A seiztel] Wt S BT AYE sok F AL
FHAHA Ao, A o] w2 Est 438
29 AL ¥V Asl YoM date AABR2AE]
olg9 49 Fe Ui Y& e AL AT Y
o]th(Lee, 2003).

Lee(1999)€ 7 2 71 i Asidsie AMS
AR oIS B, AFA 2, APF FEAE, A
AA g2z AR 94, T Y & E T

2
slen, AgAge Az dol 1% R FAFHE, F8

(Table 6) Correlations among daily living, economy and health impact of the flood and the quality of life

Total Quality of Life  Physical

Society  Psychological Environmental  Overall satisfaction

Daily Living -.143* -.220**
Economy -.188** -.216**
Health -.108 -.242™

-.067 -.035 -.141°
-.133* -.094 -.140*
-.068 -.067 -.117

p{.05*, p(.01**
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71&9 w7, o 2 AAFFe] AF, wde st
aga Agde ohH| Fol ZHo] i KRyu]LS
FAAZIGetn sigch. 53] BAsde] gE'e 2 <
FAME 2 Qs dFREe] MY g dEge F
gEoz A Fd Ate 71 IANEFHY] FAEA
713 ol2lg Aoz Ueht F3 A B4 EFAN]
29 F84< EANA FAUh

ANz A FHa F=E APgshs R APATNA
thekstAl £ 5t Phifer(1991)& $45 g 7|
A £48 A AFE) g FsFEd g @
A5, 53 AR st Hrlkeld, A RES A
Y &4o] F 5 VBT EAE #2 3HH BAe
Hohe 87 BF 22 FHAQA FME @eo] A
t Aoz vehdtt Lee $(2000)2 Aslizs) BdA
o] AMEA A Aol g BTellA] Kaniasty(1991)0] 74
W3 A AP EE o]t Y, F Ha, EF
A AA, AQadEe] &4 i giE B
23 diall B i 9o 04, 177 dig=Ed 1
H 5oz w3 NFE F=z st HF 2.14709]
& £ Aoz eyt ol # A7 4.0670
o 2 Az Hg iR s AEd &
A1 A A SaiAsch gl dis] uEs
A ¥EEshs 2o BAX DR AHAAH &4 g §
ol W@ Hrt= a7t dolwg o Abed @ mE
Ald el A8lE Hrlstedor & slelth 53 ZAIH
£4 F RRAF] 74 gl JHE Byovt, ¥
A7 Ze ARl 2FEFL JHEAESE 2y Bhte
o] 9 Bt ofg} Agto] AdhE P HF o}
FAgol AANEZ, 7 AYA ZAR 7R/ AR
ge AAQAY ARE A A wiEst B7E
93ste A A 29 AAeta st

Lee $(2003)2 A sl ANHANCOFE, 73
2, FA 9 QAN (£, 712 o3}, AEd A
Moz sl /M83F 47%, 7HS HE 39.3% ¥
A AE 771.71%2 5732 A7 e, Ade 3
312 40.5%9 WAt Ehdtn 3 F 16.1% WA
7t 2l B, AAE A AP o[#HUh
Lee(1999)€ 19984 g&iwt A& mai& Yz 1d of
dol B7|7HE AR 5037178 ddez A uigh
Ho Ang, ZA AgE, sysisF et Ad s
2 A, Aadgad AL, 2 80 97%, 7
d& 55%71 £4E Bdtha st AFHEH = 2

el Al 480719 FaEE AP S vEhigled, 2
Z H¥We] 59.8%% M ©3tn 7] 20.6%. 2E
g2 48 7.0% 19

£ d7e ZAAAR &43 7] wge AgdTe
Aol gt Az}l AolE B AL SHYEY
atole}p e g Folate A Hel FHepdd wet Aold
g BojFe A9z HojAd,

Lee(1999)8] dFolAN 7= dBe 2EH X~ F=FE
SCL(Symptom Check List)-90-REZ =33 43} 7]
o] gla AME A Fo| Ad F7t wob, 7
2ol 7o sl b Be $9E 2 ¥ d79
Aot fFARI AEEgdME As F 4d 2F
oz 2ot A&yl Adse =7 Fo U} T4t gl
o, Aad Ax dge] o BRo|Hou A
FHA e Aoz vept Ay AL 43N &
g AARAA Z2ay ALS Adsi.

2 d7e AddAle 17zt g 238 230
ARG A, FAFQA 24E vehlle ddsiya 7
NgY 5& 3489 A 4& F Adel Aatgel ue
2A73el digt Aol Wlshe A& vFol B o Ay
F= AR AA e Ze NEHQd tEv Fesiy
B7t A8 sy, A7) 59 I 24 &
2 k37 a7E Aoz AL

2. 9 &

el AL Qztel PEE A9k 2 Jdes,
Qzte] B H@ AE s Aol FIAY B
2xoz B u e Aol P ola7h ZL3THNo,
Kim. 3 Lee, 1999).

e Aol O ©TE chrsht AARAZ TN E
2/} B2 Aot e RANE 2 s
WHOQOL-100& %=1 ]2 <3 WHOQOL-
BREF & 71289 cH(WHOQOL Group, 1998).

o] WHOQOL-BREFE <] 83 Lee(1999)¢
Kim(2001)-2 AHE3, Lee(1999)& KAlY AFd=
o 204 49 1,200%& tiAoz el AL 23 2
T AAA Qo] 3.31H 02 MY Etw, AH A
3.204, AHElE 993.154, AWAEY deol A 3,113
o ¢olglon], A@HA ool 3.092 7Y #hch
o] Ae A7 AAgHeks SABUAZ, 2
sk d4uBAE Jehiglch Kim(2001)e] WAl &
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F4& ez HAR A3 AA HIFE 3.2680=
A Jelgteon, d9das AMF g9 3.443, Al
33 99 3.32d, Jd 99 3.31H, FNAQ] 49
2 3.15%, AEP 949 3.06H €22 ZE Fdo
33 oldelslen], &9 Ax AMHE S4RBAE
ReiZqld, dwlg tiew @ dadTuc Szt
B ASANAE AUF 2 d79 ddAle] de e
gtony, AFAY 4 H=9} AAE o] 7 o
AABAE B9 AL Lee(1999)¢ Kim(2001)3
Ag Aotz AR

dedz 873 gdo] ¥ AL AL FHE A3
ate] BAE da oAFE vy 5 gl AdelM A
B3le SN AT MEg AY Wl B7E A £
gt olE &g A sle e W ZFnE RdA
o AHE 99e) 4o AL Lee(1999) Bk #A
et A F3 BA| AFelx BRejFe @A Ad
5o AlFAE AAE @gozn AEA G wEshe
Aeg Hox|M, Kaniasty(1981)9] A+ (Lee %,
20000 A&")olA FA71AQ Aol A d3te] T4
g o|Fo Z2HA oz AFHAAAE A AxE A
9} oL ERRE JEHDL AFsFa, 227
9] 713 EE TEoIFH, Almr) BAsr] oldd] s
Ao T 2E RAEL dHdE oA & ¢ UES
A GdS g AAE T

A7l &9 Ad djs] |d+F Lin $(2002)2
1999 99 Elo|¢t $4RE ZEbS} Chi-Chi A9 3]
2 Qe Q&9 & AL WHOQOL-BREFE &
sl w3k Ax, XA Ad vja] A 12409 Tl &
ZA49 -5.5%, A8y 99 -2.9%, 44 99 -2.1
Aol ZtaEol 74A oo UiF WIEo] s} & Aol
Z 3d), e AlEA g9 1.7He] i, Al
3 A8)F g a9 Aol /M E3, #4F 499
714 v B 3o Axe {8tk Wang, Gao,
Shinfuku® Zhang(2000)2 5EZ3o] ¢ 23]
29X (epicenter)7} AZ tE F JES 3/ML(181
2)3 7R (157%H) T DSM(S3FE 2EgA Fol
A 71Z)-1II R¥ DSM-IV, WHOQOL-BREF$
SCL-90-R 370 sti-4dog 33 27, PTSD(S%
% 2Ef2 3TV e F99 QOL(#e A)e
3.4628 ¥A Jepgort, @A PTSD7F sle A&
AA 3.04%0ln 7P ¥ 49 FHoR 2.66%HAY
RoeZ g2 fo AL HAFY ols E AF Wi

A2z et A A58 A%

Ate} A kel A 29537 €4 99 2.68YEO=
2 ZAF42, =A% o2 3 Wang 5(2000)9
dTeke O Ao Exe AFoldke A ddn
234 Aolz Qi Jehd ZAAE  RAgRE=Z,
WHOQOL-BREFe diaf 2&2<Q] el 30| ¥8
3ctir AR,

V. 2 9 A

B d7e FHE 942 A 6/ge] A AgFE
ez sz A AYT daAFze 49 A F=
g sefsln 28t #AE 9] S8 Med =
Aldrz, 20029 99 ElF RUSAZ H#E 32 K=
o] T Al - 2ol AFdte AU T FHLYANARE =
ANAEA AEHoZ AFAG AFE AdE 4
19€ 930z AT 2L oty AE FAF A
g gidez Fx3d MEAE o|&dtd 20039 2%
259%E~39 21971 AR FHE 248
A9 A#E SPSS PC TRIAE o| &3l A&FA,
=79 4E%E Cronbach’s alpha, A@3A=
Pearson correlation coefficient® #4131},

ATETE Ginexi $(2000)9 8l g =
TE 7% Bgste 4448 U siE S,
FI 2 QA3 AAH G AAse B s
ol AP THNEE EdZ A7 AL RAe=
FHZ AP T2 St 49 A& WHOQOL-
BREFE =22 Htg 71 5(2002)8 =FF o &
3 et.

ATdARE ER 10078(40.3%). R 1489
(59.7%)cl1 BAAHPL 53.77THZ "1945E 8747}
A AdEz neA 2EEA d7E3, 1) FEHE
AT dgP =, HT 1.8874(NH 47)9 434 Ed
g o2 =S eI n s s AR
7V BE 4% T 352 U5 FH2.523)
oldtk. AAA walze VHAE 70.2%,
64.9%, ‘% 60.5%, 53E 57.3%. 2FEF 54.8%,
2 53.6%7F, AAAse CHUAAn B¢ 64.5%,
‘FHAN 60.9%, A AFA o 56.5%2 I
& oliel WAt sHA e AMdE 46070 5
o gt A et 3,757 ANE S A
shack. 2) WA 4] A2 B 2.95% ez, A3H o
€(3.29%), AWAQ WUEHZ(3.09%), AAAH L9
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(3.06%), A2d 449(2.95%), ¥44 49(2.68%)
02 A3)A ool AY & 9 vk, AH 99
B #37 d9L ¥ vEsd. 3) s QY 94
gl PP =el do] ALY JHBAe AA a9
A(r=-.143, p{.05), AAH Yd(r=-.220, p<{.01)
T ANAQ BEE(r=-.141, p{.05)AN felstA 1
eht, S Ui FFE BEFE AA g9 A,
AAA F99] & A ANAA BHFEIt ¥ Ao
2 eyt

AR Q3 NG FHlo ojPn FE BB
ozl g-¢ metslm, 189 &9 AL oy FEz
FA9 A EFAMulaot 3 J4E B o, £ o
TN AsfRE] Y] Y FFE Hotste Al
=79 WHOQOL-BREFE o83l 4te] A& sjot
T AL AN olEe Z& HIE AsdTE 2v
7t Aok As FRe kel A dY FoA AF 99
7} $733 dogol e A& B u, 2 Mg 547}
FHle] A7E HLAHAA el AQRALTA
A FFE 43 + de A2FH Az, #F AN
% 22T A ARAED 239 e FEH
A AES Fofg Aoz AR

A
&

< oEs 2k

AFolM AHSE 4G S dE A =T

OFE A GAH oA e WA} o] Fe] A
o & Zog oA

2) A @& B}k HFHoZ oY & e AF
77} o] FojAok & o},

3) Matel gkel Hol 4FE F= 2o AP FF4A
F7} o] Fo)z o}k Fria A7}

4) S EAAQ B AGTe m2ishe FRF o]
obd Asiwle] kel A ol =go| = FAniaz
AGAR] AB|& Z2 T 7igo] 2T EoRIT
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A Study on Impact of Flood
Disaster and Quality of Life
among the Flood Victims

Lee, Seon Hye”

Purpose: This study was performed to
identify the extent of flood damage, the quality

* Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing,
Dong-U College{(Corresponding author)

- 153 -



of life(QOL) and their relationships to flood
victims. Method: The subjects of this study
were 248(men 100, women 148) who live around
seven areas in K province impacted by Typhoon
Rusa. Data was collected between February 25
and March 21, 2003 by

questionnaires. The instruments were composed

structured

of two parts. The extent of flood damage were
the impacts of daily living by revised from
Ginexi et al.(2000). QOL was used to WHOQOL

BREF Korean Version by Min et al.(2002).
The SPSS program was used for its descriptive,
reliability, and correlation analysis. Result: The
means of the extent of flood damage were: daily
living 1.88, economy 4.60, and health 3.75. The

mean of total QOL was 2.95: social domain
3.29, overall satisfaction 3.09, physical domain
2.95, and
environmental domain 2.68. The negative

3.06, psychological domain
correlations were between the Impact of daily
living and Total QOL(r=-.143, p<{.05), Physical
QOL(r= -.220. p{.01)and Overall satisfaction
(r= - 141, p{.05). Conclusion: This study has
learned that the impact of the flood had
negative effects on the flood victims quality of
life, and the difficulties they faced in their daily
lives. Further research will be needed to explore

influencing factors on QOL in disaster victims.

Key words : Natural disasters, Quality of life
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