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<Table 1> General characteriétics of oncology nurses

(N=83)
Variables Class Frequency(%) Mean+SD
Age <30 54(65.1)  29.55%6.11
> 30 29(34.9)
Marital status Unmarried 52(62.7)
Married 31(37.3)
Religion Have 42(50.6)
Have not 41(49.4)
Education Junior College 14(16.9)
College 58(69.9)
Graduate School 11(13.2)
Professional Staft nurse 75(90.4)
position Head nurse 8( 9.6)
Length of service < 60 55(66.3) 55.29+5.77
as a nurse (Month) > 60 28(33.7)
Working ward General surgery 25(30.1)
Pulmonary 24(28.9)
Urinary surgery 18(21.8)
Gynecology 8( 9.6)
Hematoncology 8( 9.6)
Hospice education Yes 37(44.6)
No 46(55.4)
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<Table 2> General characteristics of patients with cancer (N=95)
Patients with Non—terminal  Patients with Terminal
Variables Class cancer (n=56) cancer (n=39) X2 p
Frequency{%) Frequency (%)

Gender Male 30(53.6) 25(64.1) 1.05 306
Female 26(46.4) 14(35.9)

Age < 50 35(62.5) 28(71.8) 89 346
> 50 21(37.5) 11(28.2)

Religion Yes 26(46.4) 16(41.0) 27 602
No 30(53.6) 23(59.0)

Education (yr) <19 27(48.2) 26(66.7) 321 201
19-22 21(37.5) 9(23.0)
<23 8(14.3) 4(10.3)

Partner Yes 45(30.4) 33(84.6)
No 11(19.6) 6(15.4)

Treatment period <1 39(69.7) 22(56.4) 1.89 389

y) 12 5( 8.9) 6(15.4)
>2 12(214) 11(28.2)

Frequency of 1 18(32.1) 9(23.1) 93 335

admission > 2 38(67.9) 30(76.9)

Department Surgery 31(554) 22(56.4)
Medicine 25(44.6) 17(43.6)

Type of Health NHI 53(94.6) 32(82.1) 3.85 056

Insurance PAP (Madicaid) 3( 5.4) 7(17.9)

* yr : years, NHI : National Health Insurance, PAP : Public Assistant Program

<Table 3> Difference between perceived importance and perceived caring of nursing needs among oncology nurses

{N=83)
oo oo w 1
Total 125.00+11.70 114.49+13.61 10.51 7.15 .001
Informational 51.14+ 5.01 13.34+ 1.81 37.80 8.70 001
Physical 60.58+ 5.88 56.14+ 6.42 444 6.62 001
Emotional 1334+ 1.81 11.94+ 2.08 1.40 6.33 001
<Table 4> Difference between perceived importance and perceived caring of nursing needs among patients with
non-terminal cancer (n=59)
Patients with Non—terminal importance Caring
Cancer (Mean+SD) (Mean+SD) gap t P
Total 119.54+18.23 105.65+18.64 13.58 427 001
Informational 49.09+10.60 40.48+ 7.64 8.61 5.68 001
Physical 38.19+ 5.47 35.87+10.30 2.33 1.53 133
Emotional 3271+ 4.44 29.29+ 4.63 3.42 5.36 001

<Table 5> Difference between perceived importance and perceived caring of nursing needs among patients with terminal

cancer (n=36)
. ) . Importance Caring
Patients with Terminal Cancer (Mean+SD) (Mean+SD) gap t o)
Total 124.47+18.49 95.47+13.12 29.00 15.46 .001
Informational 54.25+13.33 3747+ 821 16.78 8.04 001
Physical 38.08+ 5.23 32,86+t 4.44 5.22 6.78 .001
Emotional 3247+ 4.84 26.82+ 4.70 5.66 7.83 .001
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{Table 6> The highest seven items' gap between perceived importance and perceived caring of nursing needs

Subject ltems Class Gap
Oncology Information of sexual life 1 54
Nurses Presence 2 A48

Sharing of worries about future 3 41
Information of disease progress 1 40
Information of cost and life expectancy 1 40
helping personal hygiene 2 39
Sharing of anxiety 3 38
Patients with Information of intervention of symptoms 1 1.23
Non-terminal helping personal hygicne 2 .89
cancer Information of prevention from infection 1 87
Information of disease progress 1 70
Information of discharge medicine 1 .69
Information of sexual life [ 63
Information of symptoms why patients have to visit hospital 1 .61
Patients with Information of cost and life expectancy 1 2.89
Terminal Information of symptoms why patients have to visit hospital 1 1.78
Cancer Information of disease progress 1 .89
Information of prevention from infection 1 .86
Sharing of worries about future 3 .82
Information of interventions of symptoms 1 .79
Information of diagnosis procedure 1 79
*1: Informational, 2: Physical, 3: Emotional
AR AT €0 Aok dRnh W gAY Aol AE B BRS F AVRISAL MW e 3l J
Z)28)o} Y& bl ik Aol Bg Eol)x] 2jo)7) 7} o]7} Yglov, HAA oo rEAbe By gEka)
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<Table 7> Difference in perceived importance and perceived caring of nursing needs among oncology nurses, patients
with non—-terminal cancer and patients with terminal cancer

Variables Subject Mean+SD F D Scheffe
Total perceived Nurses 125.00£11.70 2.08 128
Importance Patients with Non-terminal cancer 119.54£18.23
Patients with Terminal cancer 125.14+20.04
Informational Nurses 5116t 4.97 3.36 .037 ab
Patients with Non-terminal cancer 49.04+£10.49 a
Patients with Terminal cancer 54.29+13.53
Physical Nurses 40.74+ 4.07 5.20 . .006 a
Patients with Non-terminal cancer 38.28% 5.54 b
Patients with Terminal cancer 38.39+ 5.26 ab
Emotional Nurses 33.20+ 3.96 44 642
Patients with Non-terminal cancer 32.56t 4.45
Patients with Terminal cancer 32.58+ 4.95
Total perceived caring Nurses 114.49+13.61 18.73 .001 a
Patients with Non-terminal cancer 105.65+18.64 b
Patients with Terminal cancer 95.47+13.12 c
Informational Nurses 37.83+ 4.43 7.40 .001 a
Patients with Non-terminal cancer 35.98+£10.44 ab
Patients with Terminal cancer 3257+ 3.81 b
Physical Nurses 56.24+ 6.44 8.82 .001 a
Patients with Non-terminal cancer 53.60+12.63 a
Patients with Terminal cancer 48.80+ 6.23 b
.Emotional Nurses 3041+ 4.42 7.49 001 a
Patients with Non-terminal cancer 29.17+ 4.68 ab
Patients with Terminal cancer 26.86+ 4.80 b

*Pts : Patients
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A Comparison of Perceived Nursing Needs among Oncology Nurses,
Patients with Non-terminal Cancer and Patients
with Terminal Cancer

Chai, Ja Yun"

1) Assistant Professor, College of Nursing, Chonnam National Univeristy, Chonnam Research Institute of Nursing Science

Purpese: The purpose of this study was to compare the perceived importance and the perceived caring of
nursing needs among oncology nurses, patients with non-terminal cancer and patients with terminal cancer.
Method: A total of 83 oncology nurses, 56 patients with non-terminal cancer and 39 patients with terminal cancer
served as subjects. Data was collected based on the 4-point Likert scale using a self-administered questionnaire
from Mar. to Sept. 2004. Finally, data was analyzed using mean, SD, paired-test, .and ANOVA. Resulis: The
score of the perceived importance of nursing needs was higher than that of the perceived performance of nursing
needs in all three groups. There was also a difference in the degree of perceived performance of nursing needs
among the three groups. In contrast, there was no difference in the total score of the perceived importance of
nursing needs among the three groups, unlike the importance of informational and physical needs as a subgroup of
perceived importance, whete a difference was noted. Conclusions: Strategies should be developed to narrow down
these gaps between nurses and patients. In particular, informational and educational programs should be designed
for patients with terminal cancer.
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