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AEE TTAIR} YUIHE ZheAtel ABZIEo] Oif ase|Ag ChYuiY BT AP

{(Table 1> Comparison of general and related characteristics of the two groups (N=628)
Cancer General
Characteristics Categories unit(N=309) unit(N=319) X2 p
N{%) N(%)
~ 29 230(74.4) 206(64.6) 7.198 .027*
Age(years) 30 ~ 39 56{18.1) 81(25.4)
40 ~ L.23074) 32(10.0)
Marital status Married 83(26.9) 111(34.8) 4.630 .031*
Unmarried 226(73.1) 208(65.2)
Catholic 31(10.0) 41(12.9) 14.405 .002*
Religion Protestant 100(32.4) 139(43.6)
Buddhist 24( 7.8) 27( 8.5)
None 154(49 8) 112(35.1)
Clinical career Under 5 201(65.0) 159(49.8) 17.620 .0o00*
(year) 5 ~ under 10 50(16.2) 91(28.5)
Over 10 58(18.8) 69(21.6) )
Internal medicine 123(39.8) 181(56.7) 110.609 .000*
. Surgery 139(45.0) 52(16.3)
Nursing department Gynecology 34(11.0) 9( 2.8)
1ICU 13( 4.2) 77(24.1) ;
Working period Under 3 157(50.8) 46(57.5) 2.498 287
in cancer unit 3 ~ under 6 90(29.1) 24(30.0)
(year) Over 6 62(20.3) 10(12.5)
fg:ﬁfi‘l’:r‘sf:;e;;‘zzis Yes 124(40.1) 64(20.1) 30.134 000
. No 185(59.9) 255(79.9)
patients
Education experience Yes 90(29.1) 58(18.2} 10.437 .001*
about hospice No 219(70.9) 261(81.8)
Doing leisure activities Yes 142(46.0) 142(44.5) 131 17
No 167(54.0) 177(55.5)

(Table 2> Comparisons on the stress, coping method of bereavement care of two groups

(N=628)

Categories Cancer unit General unit o

MiSD  Order M:#SD Order
Stress

Stress degree after bereavement care 3.95+ 37 3.80£.43 -4.337 .000*
Negative attitude of patient and his/her family members 4.03:.48 3 3.88£.57 2 -3.517 .000*
Burden about bereavement care 362:59 7 348:58 7 -3.081 .002"
Difficulty of sharing time to dying patient 3.91:46 6 3.82+.53 4 -2.324 .020"
Overloaded duty 4.09+50 2 3.87:56 3 -5.263 .000"
Conflict about medical limit 4.13t42 1  4.04:.52 1 -2.484 013"
Human relation conflict with dying patient 3.94t51 b 3.82:56 4 -2.740 .006*
Insufficienty in professional knowledge and skill 3.96+.50 4  3.79+.59 6 -3.783 .000°

Coping method 2.90+.33 2.89+ 34 -.171 .864
Problem-focused coping 3.07+43 1 3.06£.43 1 -.184 854

Emotion-focused coping 2.79t.34 2 2.79+ .32 2 -.124 901

kel dwrd 54 9 - 54 wE I
3 2EHz FEE BN dn, d¥, dEEH, o
849, eEE 2FVRRE 48R dzaf o5
T WM frel@ Aozt At A48 HAME
2Eda FAert 5d vl 3.81%, 5d~10d vk

3.94%, 10d o4 4.00d2= JelHF=12.079,
p=.000), Duncan testZ AMEHA & Zz 54 v
w3 5 ol agelae] Aol Wi Rez e
Wk EE 9WE TE7|0] wE suEds YEE
Bl 3d gk 3.84%, 3d~6d 4.024, 64 ol

SAZLEEEIX] 7(1), 20074 29

29



o g3 2

(Table 3> Comparison in stress from bereavement care according to general and related

characteristics of subjects (N=628)
Characteristic Categories N M SD tor F POSt_hOC .
comparison
~ 29 436 3.83 40
Age(years) 30 ~ 39 137 3.98 .42 10.663 .000*
40 ~ 55 4.02 41
. Married 194 3.94 .39 .
Marital status Unmarried 434 385 42 2.354 .019
Catholic 72 3.89 .46
.. Protestant 239 3.85 42
Religion Buddhist, 51 3.93 41 654 581
None 266 3.89 .39
Clinical career Under 5a 360 3.81 40
(year) 5 ~ under 10b 141 3.94 43 12.079 .000* alb, ¢
Y Over 10c 127 4.00 40
Internal medicine 304 3.89 .43
. Surgery 191 3.89 .40
Nursing department Gynecology 43 3.90 35 .800 .494
Icu 90 3.82 .40
Working period in Under 3a 201 3.84 .40
cancor i Iﬁt (rean) 3 ~ under 6b 112 4.02 35 11753 .000*  alb, c
Y Over 6c 71 4.04 35
Education experiences
. Yes 188 3.96 43 .
abqut nursing cancer 440 385 40 3.065 .002
patients
Education experience  Yes 148 3.91 .40
about hospice No 480 3.87 41 987 324
Doing leisure Yes 284 3.87 .38 _
activities No 344 388 43 39 6%
* duncan

4.043822 Jebgon|(F=11.753, p=.000), AME
AR A3 3d vigt 33 o4l aFelxe] Aol o
o2 YePdtKTable 3).
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urs 54 g
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ddate] dukd B U #d EAC ©E dF
3 2=~ diXUUE T A7EEANT fol
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2,939, A 2,934, Ew 2,944, ¥ 2.8612
2 Yeh}H(F=2.682, p=.046), Duncan testZ A}
AR 23 2} gy 220t sle 7Y Aol
HE7QA Aoz ey o7t85S BY oriEEel
Y AS HTF 2.93, A71EFe] e AUt HE
2.874224 A7HE%c] e A7t 2Ed2d B
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(Table 4> Comparison in stress coping methods according to general and related characteristics

of subjects (N=8628)
Characteristic Categories N M SD torF p Post—l“mc .
comparison
~ 29 436 2.90 .35
Age(years) 30 ~ 39 137 2.91 .29 740 478
. Married 194 2.90 .29
Marital status Unmarried 43 290 g 0 80
Catholica 72 2.93 .30
. Protestantb 239 2.93 .32 . a, b .od
Religion Buddhistc 51 2.94 .38 2682 046
Noned 266 286 .35
Clinical ca Under 5 360 2.91 .35
(vear) reer 5 ~ under 10 141 2.90 .33 605 546
Y Over 10 127 2.87 .33
Internal medicine 304 2.89 .35
. Surgery 191 2.93 .32
Nursing department Gynecology 43 291 39 633 594
Ieu 9% 288 3
Workin iod i Under 3 201 2.93 .34
. ilﬁ‘gr("eag 3 ~ under 6 112 2.90 .38 334 786
Y Over 6 ! 2.89 35
Education experiences
. Yes 188 2.91 .36
abopt nursing cancer No 440 2.89 33 577 .064
patients B
Education experience  Yes 148 2.92 .34
about hospice No 480 2.89 .34 1“'009 313
Doing leisure Yes 284 2.93 .36 .
activities No 344 2.87 31 2.119 035
* duncan
(Table 5 Correlation between stress and coping method in bereavement care (N=628)

Problem-focused Emotion—focused

Categories Total R .

COpPINg coping
Stress degree in bereavement care .231* .232* .191*
Negative attitude of patient and his/her family members 164* 170t .132*
Burden about bereavement care .290* 260" .265*
Difficulty of sharing time to dying patient 201 234* .139*
Overloaded duty .136* .108* .136*
Conflict about medical limit .058 .095* 018
Human relation conflict with dying patient .185* .181* 157"
Insufficiency in professional knowledge and skill .104° 112" .079*
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SHFEAL A8 IS FPRFe FAAA

TEAPRTFAN TG 2Fol7) Atk
2. dFz) g 2E8 A FEdd BE T JPEe

zlels £ A, d¥E UA3ALY] JEE o

2EYA AN FH S 3.95% 08 dvbyE 7154}

t 3.804o2 9% tEAY 9F3t3o] g
2B 2E o #A Adstn dden, 7708 2l
g2 B o 9u¥F 43 iy AR
A aRlelM AAdoz Aert ¥U%L, EE 89
oAl F Tzl FoF Ale)z} Sl Ao Ve
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D3 HF 2.89802 T 279 §9& x|
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22 {3t Aol gt
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A Comparison on Stress and
Coping of Bereavement Care
between Nurses in the Cancer Unit
and Nurses in the General Unit
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
set the
efficiently

strategy that clinical nurses can
with  the

bereavement care, by examining and analyzing

cope stress  from
stress factors and coping methods of nurses’
Methods: A total of 628

nurses were recruited from four university

bereavement care.

hospitals, two cancer specialized hospitals, and
three public hospitals. Stress was measured
using the bereavement care stress measurement
tool, and coping was done using the cope with
stress scale. Results: The stress level about
bereavement care of the nurses working in the
cancer unit was significantly higher than the
level of the nurses working in the general unit.
However. there was no difference of coping
level between nurses working in cancer unit
and general unit. Conclusions: [t is important
to ensure the methods that contrive to perform
bereavement care efficiently by generating
hospice nurses and by activating the system
for nurses specialist who perform bereavement

care.
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