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<Table 1> Characteristics of subjects

(N=491)

- . Total Doctor Nurse General employee
Characteristics Categories N % N % N % N %
Sex Male 134 27.3 79 76.7 0 0.0 55 35.0

Female 357 72.7 24 233 231 100.0 102 65.0
Age(years) 21 ~ 29 294 59.9 37 35.9 173 74.9 84 53.5
30 ~ 39 132 26.9 42 40.8 46 19.9 44 28.0
40 ~ 49 51 10.4 15 14.6 12 5.2 24 15.3
50 ~ 14 2.9 9 8.7 0 0.0 5 3.2
Marital Status Married 178 36.3 58 56.3 58 25.1 62 39.5
Unmarried 313 63.7 45 43.7 173 74.9 95 60.5
Religion Protestant 139 28.3 23 22.3 67 29.0 49 31.2
Catholic 91 18.5 23 223 37 16.0 31 19.7
Buddhist 58 11.8 10 9.7 29 12.6 19 12.1
None 203 41.3 47 45.6 98 42.4 58 36.9
Clinical career(years) 1 ~5 295 62.0 67 65.7 150 67.3 78 51.7
6 ~ 10 89 18.7 16 15.7 38 17.0 35 23.2
11 ~ 15 43 9.0 6 5.9 18 8.1 19 12.6
16~ 49 10.3 13 12.7 17 7.6 19 12.6
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{Table 2> Recognition on necessity of home care services (N=491)
Doctor Nurse General
Items employee F P
M=+SD M=+SD M=*SD
Increase of turnover rate of bed 3.06+.68 3.36+.53 2.97+.56 24.618 .000
Increase of the elderly people 3.28+.49 3.55+.51 3.24+.49 20.637 .000
Reduction of the patient burden of medical expenses 2.86+.66 3.23+£.58 2.91+.54 19.976 .000
Shortage of caregiver due to nuclear family 2.90+.60 3.08+.64 3.02+.59 2.857 .058
Increase of patients with chronic illness 3.21+.57 3.42+.55 3.12+£.51 15.126 .000
Stabilization of medical expenses 2.52+.74 3.04+.65 2.63+.57 30.697 .000
The entry of women in public affairs 2.46+.74 2.98+.66 2.64+.60 26.878 .000
Increase of adult diseases due to dietary change 2.50+.70 3.04+.60 2.69+.62 31.010 .000
Alleviation of general hospital concentration of patients 2.65+.70 3.11+.63 2.78+.61 23.039 .000
Reduction of opportunity of nosocomial infection 2.66+.74 2.97+.67 2.70+.66 11.277 .000
Increase of mentally ill patients 2.55+.62 2.88+.68 2.62+.65 11.900 .000
Increase of accident or industrial accident 2.35+.62 2.90+.64 2.56+.60 32.310 .000
Augmentation of interest on health of the people 2.49+.68 3.16+.59 2.87+.58 45.756 .000
Total 2.73+.39 3.13+.39 2.83+.31 56.609 .000
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<Table 3> Recognition on content of home care services (N=491)
Doctor Nurse General employee
ltems No Yes No Yes No Yes X2 D
N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%)
Checking of temperature, pulse, & blood pressure 5(4.9)  98(95.1) 6( 2.6) 225(97.4) 7( 4.5) 150(95.5) 1.438 487
Injection 6( 5.8) 97(942) 12( 52) 219(94.8) 19(12.1) 138(87.9) 6.947 .03l
Inflammatory treatment 9( 8.7) 94(91.3) 11( 48) 220(95.2) 18(11.5) 139(88.5)  6.064 .048
Pressure ulcer care 5(4.9) 98(95.1) 4 1.7)  227(98.3) 10( 6.4) 147(93.6) 5.745 057
Medication management 15(14.6)  88(85.4)  13( 5.6) 218(94.4) 34(21.7) 123(78.3) 22.208 .000
Bladder irrigation 21(20.4)  82(79.6)  59(25.5) 172(74.5)  95(60.5) 62(39.5) 63.048 .000
Inserting indwelling catheter 11(10.7)  92(89.3)  17( 7.4) 214(92.6) 58(36.9) 99(63.1) 60.838  .000
Management of urination and defecation 9( 8.7) 94(91.3) 16( 6.9) 215(93.1) 39(24.8) 118(75.2) 28.586 .000
Colostomy management 9( 8.7)  94(91.3)  19( 82) 212(91.8) 55(35.0) 102(65.0) 54.006 .000
Pain management 44(42.7)  59(57.3)  60(26.0) 171(74.0)  77(49.0) 80(51.0) 23.295 .000
Stitch out 34(33.0)  69(67.0) 61(26.4) 170(73.6)  79(50.3) 78(49.7)  23.695 .000
Diet therapy education 9( 8.7) 94(91.3)  15( 6.5) 216(93.5) 37(23.6) 120(76.4) 26.670  .000
Request of hospital admission 13(12.6)  90(87.4)  21( 9.1) 210(90.9) 29(18.5) 128(81.5)  7.359 .025
Emotional support 10( 9.7)  93(90.3)  14( 6.1) 217(93.9) 33(21.0) 124(79.0) 20.841 .000
Education of complication 26(25.2)  77(74.8)  12( 5.2) 219(94.8) 22(14.0) 135(86.0) 27.383  .000
Enema 23(22.3)  80(77.7)  36(15.6) 195(84.4) 69(43.9) 88(56.1)  39.965 .000
Taking of clinical specimens 13(12.6)  90(87.4)  21( 9.1) 210(90.9) 43(27.4) 114(72.6) 24.590 .000
Endotracheal suction 28(27.2)  75(72.8)  29(12.6) 202(87.4) 89(56.7) 68(43.3) 87.545  .000
Nasogastric intubation 24(23.3)  79(76.7)  42(18.2) 189(81.8)  70(44.6) 87(55.4) 33.799  .000
Tracheal tube change 25(24.3)  78(75.7)  57(24.7)  174(75.3)  69(43.9) 88(56.1) 18.876  .000
Surgical wound care 17(16.5)  86(83.5)  23(10.0) 208(90.0) 36(22.9) 121(77.1) 12.130  .000
Education of physical exercise 26(25.2)  77(74.8)  25(10.8) 206(89.2) 60(38.2) 97(61.8)  40.609 .000
Education of complication prevention 10( 9.7)  93(90.3)  13( 5.6) 218(944) 16(10.2) 141(89.8) 3.218 200
Counseling of patient and family 21(20.4)  82(79.6)  14( 6.1) 217(93.9) 31(19.7) 126(80.3) 20.450 .000
Request of hospital admission if patient is need 9( 8.7)  94(91.3) 8( 3.5) 223(96.5) 23(14.6) 134(85.4) 15.692 .000
T, 71BA AN wgk, sstitch out’ T A 9 st = dlof w2 S5 HlES BSIUKTable 3>,
Aol 2J3) FalAE A el HNEA AFIFs
{Table 4> Recognition on effects of home care services (N=491)
Doctor Nurse General
[tems employee p
M+£SD M=SD M=SD
Alleviating of economic burden 3.00+.56 3.29+.54 2.97+.53 20.254 .000
Effective utilization of manpower and facility 3.06+.50 3.27+.58 2.94+.53 17.963 .000
Reducing the family burden of time 3.07+.60 3.33£.55 3.11£.51 11.353 .000
Psychological satisfaction 3.20+.51 3.40+.53 3.24+.56 6.636 .000
Maintaining the continuity of care 3.17+£.53 3.47+51 3.26+.52 14.799 .000
Alleviation of hospital concentration of patients 2.82+.62 3.23+.50 2.92+.53 27.562 .000
Increase of bed turnover rate with early discharge 2.93+.66 3.38+.56 3.03+.50 29.303 .000
Financial stabilization of health care insurance 2.62+.64 3.14+.54 2.71+.54 42.191 .000
Maximization of self-care ability of patient 2.83+.55 3.16£.55 2.90+.49 18.585 .000
Providing of health management for family 2.54+.67 3.23£.60 2.87+.59 47.430 .000
Effective management of patients with chronic illness 3.04+.50 3.38+.50 3.06+.50 25.267 .000
Ensuring longterm care of industrial accident patients 2.86+.54 3.21+.55 2.96+.58 17.304 .000
Satisfying the care needs of early discharged patients 3.01+.51 3.33+.50 3.11+.52 17.335 .000
Satisfying the care needs of patients without caregivers 2.98+.54 3.23+.56 3.13+.52 7.322 .000
Improvement of public health 2.85+.51 3.29+.53 2.98+.55 29.395 .000
Prevention of nosocomial infection 2.73+.67 3.12+.60 2.82+.62 18.307 .000
Satisfying the care needs of the people 2.71+£.57 3.08+.56 2.85+.61 16.439 .000
Increasing the income of hospital 2.78+.56 3.20+.59 2.92+.58 22.028 .000
Total 2.90+.32 3.26+.35 2.99+.31 55.078 .000
JH8 =Bl X| 14(2), 20074 12€ 79
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A Study on the Recognition on Home Care Services by Nurses,
Doctors and General Employees
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1) Department of Home Care Nursing, Kangdong Sacred Heart Hospital
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to provide the data for improving home care services through
investigating the recognition of home care services by nurses, doctors and general employees. Method: The data
were collected from 231 nurses, 103 doctors and 157 general employees who were working at a general hospital
in Seoul from Sept 11 to Sept 24, 2006 and analyzed using descriptive statistics and ANOVA. Results: The
recognition on necessity of home care services was lower in doctors(M=2.73, SD=.39) and general employees
(M=2.83, SD=.31) than nurses(M=3.13, SD=.39). In terms of the recognition on content of home care services, the
affirmative percentages of most items were lower in doctors and general employee than nurses. The recognition on
effects of home care services was also lower in doctors(M=2.90, SD=.32) and general employees(M=2.99, SD=.31)
than nurses(M=3.26, SD=.35). Conclusion: This study indicates that the continuous educations and advertisements
on home care services are necessary to facilitate home care services in general hospitals.
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