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(Table 1) Coverage of visiting nursing recipients among whole population in 5 dongs

Total Household of

Rate of Household of

0,
household screening screening (%) registration Coverage(%)
2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004
Total household 40,402 40,507 3.247 3.344 8.03 8.25 1,755 2.240 4.34 5.52

Public aid 756 947 756 947
2nd level poor group 156 168 392 431

Disabled person 904 918 904 918

(CvaA)
Elderly (380) 1.041 1.138 658 667

Infants & toddlers 537 390 537 390

100 100 672 947 87.8 100
251.2 2565 225 392 1442 2333

100 100 335 363 37.0 39.5

63.2 58.6 394 432 37.8 37.9
100 100 129 160 24.0 29.7
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(Table 2) New registration rates according to
level of visiting recipients

Level 2003 year 2004 year Total
[ 130( 9.8) 62( 12.8) 192( 10.6)
I 123( 9.2) 61( 12.6) 184( 10.1)
m 387( 29.0) 143( 29.5) 530( 29.2)
v 693( 52.0)  219( 45.2) 912( 50.2)
Total  1,333(100.0) 485(100.0)  1,818(100.0)

Note: Level 1 recipients who need the visiting service
one time visit per week at least.
Level O recipients who need the visiting service
two time visit per month at least.
Level T: recipients who need the visiting service
2-3 times visits per year at least.
Level IV: recipients who need the visiting service
one time visit per year at least.
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(Table 3) New registration according to characteristics of recipients

Characteristic 2003 year 2004 year Total

Public aid 250( 18.8) 275( 56.7) 525( 28.9)
2nd level poor group 225( 16.9) 113( 23.3) 338( 18.6)
Disabled persons(CVA) 335( 25.1) 28( 5.8) 363( 20.0)
Elderly ()80) 394( 29.6) 38( 1.8) 432( 23.8)
Infants & toddlers 129( 9.7) 31{ 6.4) 160( 8.8)
Total 1,333(100.0) 485(100.0) 1.818(100.0)

(Table 4) Components of visiting nursing services for 2 years

Total MT Ass Test  MC1) Int

Refer
HC MC2) Adm Wel

SM Edu Con

23,107 7 5286 2,354 3941 166

2003 “(1o0) (0.03) (22.30) (9.93) (16.62) (0.70)

4,053 5729 2,154 3 5 0 9
(17.10) (24.17) (9.09) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00) (0.04)

25938 82 4,665 1527 4531 245

2004 “00) (0.32) (17.99) (5.89) (17.47) (0.94)

4723 5376 4201 142 317 34 95
(18.21) (20.73) (16.20) (0.55) (1.22) (0.13) (0.37)

49,645 89 9951 3881 8472 411

Total "100) (0.18) (20.04) (7.82) (17.07) (0.83)

8776 11,105 6,355 146 322 34 104
(17.68) (22.37) (12.80) (0.29) (0.65) (0.07) (0.21)

MT: medical treatment, ASS: assessment, MC1) medication check, Int: intervention SM: symptom management
Edu: education, Con: consultation, HC: health center, MC2): medical center, ADM: administration, Wel: welfare
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(Table 5> Characteristics of recipients who have been taken visiting nursing services (N=651)
Variable Characteristics N %
Sex Male 213 32.7

Female 438 67.3

Age(years) <40 43 6.6

40~59 163 25.0

> 60 445 68.4

Characteristic of household Public aid recipients 523 80.5

Poor 81 12.5

Disabled 46 7.0

Major health problem Hypertension 205 31.5

Diabetes mellitus 88 13.5

Stroke 64 9.8

Arthritis 143 22.0

Psychiatric disease 29 4.5

Cancer 36 5.5

None 49 7.5

(Table 6> Health center awareness and utilization of visiting health nurse (N=539)

Before (%) After (%)
Public health center location awareness 376(69.8) 477(88.5)
Contact with visiting health nurse 102(19.1) 525(99.4)

Zgtn ok QAlsteriehe RS g W 97.3%

& 99 5%FFoZ EAHAY. ©
g AR Y] BMEEE AR A 96.9%9 &
27F wEFon gl

(Table 7) Self-recognized change of health status and manage on health problem

36.7%%8(239%) 0l 1,
adgte Z5= 6.0%(39%)d EHstHom, FEsto]
BS% 57.3%(373%) 2 ¥XHA,

F9, PERA APIAILR AT 5T T A%
ARHoz W] fsked ST A

Y s&e Hss

change for
the worse

(Figure 1> Change of management
status of client

Characteristic N (%)
Self-recognized change of health status improvement 107(19.8)
no change 357(55.4)
deterioration 160(24.8)
Health problem management good fulfillment 624(97.3)
poor fulfillment 17C 2.7)
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(Table 8) Perception on visiting nurse services
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Yes No
N( % ) N{ %)
Awareness of visiting nurse 624(99.5) 3(0.5)
Willing to ask a favor if needed 644(99.8) 1(0.2)
Recommending visiting nursing services to others 640(99.5) 3( 0.5)
Satisfaction with the visiting nursing service 626(96.9) 20( 3.1)
(Table 9> Cancer screening rate
Exhibition area Control area
Case Screeping Screening rate Case Scrgeping Screening rate
recipient (%) recipient (%)
Stomach cancer Nk 95 12.2 2,437 174 7.1
Hepatic cancer 847 133 15.7 2.671 249 9.3
Colon cancer 650 83 12.8 2.025 168 8.3
Cervical cancer 583 79 13.6 1,726 112 6.5
Breast cancer 516 74 14.3 1.521 106 7.0
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- Abstracts -

A Study on Evaluation of District
Visiting Nursing Services of Urban
Health Center

Ryu, Ho Sihn* - Hwang Rah [I*
Suk, Min Hyvun®* - Chin, Dal Lae”

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
present the outcomes of the district visiting

nursing services. Method: We analyzed nursing

* College of Nursing, Korea University
** College of Medicine, Pochon CHA University

records and inspected public health center data
for evaluating nursing tasks, and conducted a
telephone survey of 651 district inhabitants.
Results: According to the result, the coverage
of the district population, the rate of new
registration and overall program activities
increased. Meanwhile, accessibility of visiting
health care, the level of health problem
management, personal cognition and satisfaction
concerning visiting nursing care increased, but
there was little change in personal perception of
health improvement. Furthermore, the status of
client management was improved. In the
analysis of participation in national cancer
screening program, we found that there was
twice higher participation in the district than
others. Conclusion: We suggest that this
district  visiting  nursing  system  takes
responsibility for district inhabitant health
management. Based on the study, we also
suggest that the government and local
autonomous entities should increase
administrative and financial supports to execute
the district-based visiting nursing system in

wider areas.

Key words : District visiting nursing, Outcome,
Public health center
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