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204171 o|% AEr1en doste] g4 He Q7Y
ATEE TN BHeEE AR =,
Tk FAellE gEo] Erbsstn AMRE St Qe @t
£ g ABXNEE B Jd¥doR ARl AL s
SFEF SIQITh o)Z k] TIIBRAl AFRA 8 ARgo]
- Aslel #HE &YEAlrt o= glom, Hd
Al elate] wig AEg AWARE wiAlslal Ute e A9
FHE YA 9L 9% F5S UES Ak F30] T4
FHZ ok

2 F50] Fote gt AL Aot A1E, B
of wh} viokskAuiLong, 2004), FEAQA FAHLAZ WE
e F5, TS AYARE WX FE FL A8HE
T MrdAol FHE F& Fol BuHI UrkKim,
Lee, & Kim, 2003; Steinhauser et al., 2000). 221} -ghila}
o AA 8T ARFAAE Y "o AFopt F
X7t gl 23E gl A$7) dif-Eolols o)&g 9
Aol Wt XgE FJustA A FAY dYgr Fdst
A B A7 328 e AElolthJeon, 2008). HZ A
TME ABAEY Adades 9 A8 238 uE 9
of BEst )&l Ax glo] g7t WiAlg AdejelA 71
oluf FRYe) wt YdeFoz olFo|X 3 Yria FFEA
2] AEAEE EF] AT TAR o] uldsolof
& A5 Heon, 2008; Kim et al, 2003).
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2718kl A gdAy guste] niFlde AP EAA
(M¥Advance Directives; AD)YE F3l &49 24 AE B
Aehe And weks vhdstn itk ARG EAA ()@ 4
28 Fdsgo] g u) Al A AHE 1S o
EX 4o 8 HAEEol glolzl el Aol g HAS £
WE-S& FAFEE i Aotk ol JAkEE Fgo] ¢l
oAd ASE diHlste] Aol AFT F3elA gk A2
el mlEl Az AR T ARFAiving wil)F QA
g o]l g woll Aag dalsld 24 JE F xS
AFE gt diEilg ez Agee tiE 99 (durable
power of attorney)©] EZHHTHPietsch & Braun, 2000).

olg)gl AMLEAAN (M) BT AR FEE WS
FEeA AEERE JE o) Ak AEHE EFIES
e &t olvkes AolA fEivetd Eddske Aol AF
AEY 3 9lomi(Lee, 2007; Sohn & Yu, 2001), o] W g
HelA= o] AxE EY% dgoltt 23v Aa7A &
Yt X85 AR N A71AFA BAY AP Y BEA)A)(A)
of digt A= wl-F nlEet Aeolvh AL EAAA) L] A
FAR x99 8E dAe WA e det s
9] gAg vosto] olof mE Fgrele] Ralo] Hag A
ojif, o} vt AAEC] Ax AN A71E¥A 3@
A deid et AP SN M) e o{mgt 1Al
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al,, 1998). ulraw /\}FH,]/\]— 3 1_5,
st dAel v AJES dide® A|AAA AL
o} AP Aol ThEt QAT HEel] Bel AEFAL A
77+ Fesithar st
T3 27 AlEE AEAQ W3 £l 7 AL T
go] Ak M7shE i AAFAFEE FA Ark ol
AJAFNH AXge NaAdgR APAARAA (M)} A
A3 BlEel Fodt AFE w|AA FPEd|(Rhee, Cho, &
A5
ol

_Y._J‘

Al
Cho, 2002), 7HQ152] A 71X -e E38] AY7 Wye Aol
Ackar sk 959 MPAFrE AL X 5AA6l|A
A71A%8E BARE ARAGEAA (MY FAel s Fae
BEFE HHE 2 OZ M (Kwon et al, 2009; Puchalski et al.,
2000) 9ol TAEFE AARE BAeE APAEAA
(Al dsll 25242 BEE /e AoZ BwusHy o
(Puchalski et al, 2000; Winzelberg, Hanson, & Tulsky, 2005).
JeER AnAACM A71AEA BAsE AFEAA(A)
of thet 143} =g AFddR vlaste] 1 AolHg =t
ofeh= A AR A A (Al sl 2T AR AT uet 2}
Halg H27 EL9rs nlEsi=d E8o] = Ao|t},
w2 d7e ARAANMY AV1EEH YAke AR
A M)l dial AdAsel ouwg dX HEE 7 a
A

iAol sl ekt Ea

B AT ARAIA) A71A%A BAel A AN

(el e JUEC] QA3 B stetsy] slgteln] Al

A AFUEL thew 2o

A, A2AR A2 WAl i Ay AEs
ZAH,

SAl, AHIABAND) UE 4SS A4 HEe] o
sfefgic,

AR, ARARAN A1BED B D ARG EAA AR
oe Q14 sk Astiel wek ofH Aolrt )
=7 spopge,
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B Ao i Ag7Ee Sevake] 204 o) Al
oz 2Rl akE FAskEEl EA7F glom ATt Fo
of g TN AZ ek B AFelME diTggal 2
BEAG 7+ 2AA 132 ATt e AE ddeR o
Aok oidAEE ATl g Cochrand] ARMIE 7%
2 *&X*—é}"ﬂﬂ} % ddAse AR Y 80, ADEA
A (p) 50%, 95% AT BFE ZIMZ) 1.96, 22 H(e)
5%Z 7)50 7 o] F 384 02 AP E It n=22p(1-p)e2=
(1.96)2(.5)(.5)/(.05)2=384](Bartlett, Kotrlik, & Higgins, 2001;
Cochran, 1963). & DH”XVFE Aty AgE 71Ee R &)
o S-guiet AT Fgulel whet 20t 19%, 30tise} 40th
747} 22%, 50t] 16% 60Th 12%, 70t] o)A 9%<] vl&E
gddERS

1vr

O

Fo](Korean Statistical Information Service, 2009)
stk A7 s BEES ARE A9shn 4 a9y
el AR dRel 7 $5E W wassn
A% & Q7 RN £ ABE 3 3000 2 S5AS
o] EFEI sH-E Akl 20th 747, 301419} 40t 2 847,
50th 5878, 60t 47133, 706 oA 37 OE F 384FSirk

o7 =3

HNa@Adgel A71A-A Bakell digh 1283 AR EA
Aol B3 914 2 e st AP (Survey concerning
advance directive) 12%-3H(Akabayashi, Slingsby, & Kai, 2003)
< FolE Wil Ao WYd =
S8 Mg AE4e glaith 7 B3 2 ARl wet

djopd e T ANE G F Al #2718k F 63l
ok X gda4elA A71ZA4E HAbe] e s Es X52d
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gow, tiyAes ARGy FHPd 2+ 12 eel %
T @A SRS F ez A%tk =8 S 84
7EE olgel 4l gdE gestA A7) st g
AR dezte] fAg AvE 123 BPA mdvfet |
A& FEse] ARE PRI & d7ake ARFA o
Aol A5 w4 712 7B A7l FH3 2}
of die) dEsha 28 Ak Arrzd 334 J7

ARZAPPEe) el FEA ¥ ARFAd 98e
steivk. ARFA ool 4 didAlelA A7 BH3
AE LB F AR FAF gAon, dExAb] 208 A
7 o 10-158-0) Atk

Ki2 B gy

TP AEE SAS 9.1 FAZE NS olgsle] AAAE
Ak 24 AR A1 ERE PAF L ARl EA|
A g 49 bse] gis) 71ed SARAL Aas
Fow, ol gt AFAE ol testS AAFGCh &
29 F5%E multiple imputations ©] 83ty HEd & =}
a5 EAE AAlERich

gy 2
AT HMRIS] Ay £y

AT SRl UNtE EAL Table 13} v} $9x}e] o
T 9L 45121624195k o340l 59.1%, 71&0] 62.8%, t
S Agk o]do] 49.2% 2 JF wtth. ARAEE A
of)-$- szl § Al 833% %1, Aale] HAde AY
o] = A7t 264% L. Ty 2l 362%E MY B

o3 Bwrt 35.2%0h
X2ZHIM K| EEHH A

22 F AFAAT} Holob Tk Al oiEA
sEQPolehs gRo) 753%AaL FAL AL 17.9%, F1Eo)
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Table 2. Preferences for Primary Decision Maker in Terminal lliness

Table 1. Characteristics of the Participants (N=384)

Multiple answers

6.8%SiTH(Table 2). ol AFHER F4F A7} I3t
(F=21.5, p=0001), 2V olgH= 3L 20 - 30tholA] 80.4%

(N=384)
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2 P BT 40 500 T68%, 60T) oS @%dT.  olwe 9AE EAE A goktin Sudd

Hb, FA ek S 60Th o)) 298% % 7HY Egke AR ZAA (M)l gt BIEE 2ER(Table 4), APHI2EA|
o, JEFoleks S92 20 - 30U17F 10.1% % 7P =gtk AA) Azl FHdeH= o% E A2 92.5% ek 2439
ol F=(Figure 1) ‘&) FWoll AaA ZoIE ol X
AL ZXIAI(M)O] CHEH Q1A Bl B 5448 Ug 9ol %10%@. TFE Y= A& 47] WEe]
b o55% (189%), “WIXEE AAS=H 715elA l:‘r%‘:j:

AL EAA A tigE Q14)S R(Table 3), $5AH] Fa AR 7] Yotk 49%(169%)E 7P it} o] ¥
7L6%< ARAEAAAD A dis] S0 Fo) girku &k of i g7ut 7= o] vE 4 U7l miEelty 36%
I, 112%E o) o] glo} 7 9v|: BErhy sHo (124, <@ H 5 3t RS AAEIEAL 27 wFol
™, 172%1e] olel] tis] & Ho] g1 71 JuiT Udw o 36%(1239), Wi7b AdEe AmRk A A7) gielop
Atk SEIAT AA ALY 87.2%E A Z s 30%(1021), “A71715] Bt 29E dga A7) wEojy
Table 3. Awareness of Advance Directives (N=384)

Awareness regard
Know -about ADs
Heard of the fer

- , . 4(26){,;
life treatment o 27 (T 0) T 44
en documentation or 335 (87.2) 147 (93.0)

ADs: advance directives

Table 4. Attitudes Toward Advance Directives (N=384)

Preference:

| 226/(589) 105 (66. i
48 (125) (113) 372 (<001

110 (28.6)

34(89)

Contents ,to’“ d- AR SRR
Treatment - is in ‘terminal i S 256 (66.7) 26 (
: : ain L207(53.9) 1
Wish_for org; ion ‘ L 153 (39.8)

4.(86) 2892 (=.001)
22 (262) 1512 ( .601)

| '5{1; (35.9)

80 (50.6)
Wish for being mformed of . diagnosis/ prognosis s 138 (35.9) ~ 65 (41.1) = 53 (37.3) .20 (23 8) 7.34 ( .025)
Wish for a place to die e 116 433.3) 53 (35.6) . . 38 (28.6) {25,,,(37, 9) 2.31 ( .316)
Treatment. decisions on pain control in terminal illness 9 (30.1) 54 (34.2) 49 (34.5) S16(19.1) 717 (‘.028')
Wish for body dopation e 65 (169) 43 (272) 19 (14.0) 3 (3:6) 2380 (<.001)
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Table 4. Attitudes Toward Advance Directives

ultiple answers; ADs: advance directives

(N=384)

60% - 49%

36% 36%

40%
20% -

0%

B T am aware that I could possibly lose my decision

making power due to illness”
B T hope not to burden my family with end-of-life

decisions”
# "There may be difference in opinions between family

members" . i
i "T want to seriously consider my end-of-life decisions”

The main reasons for ADs

60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

@ "My family will make such decisions when the
time is needed" L .
M "It is not possible to imagine oneself in such a

situation” .
1" have no information about AD"

The main reasons against ADs

ADs: Advance directives

Figure 1. The main reasons for or against advance directives

16%(537), ‘vt =& g2 Ul BAE Bz 7] wjio]
o 13%45%), ASMACIN B2 Ho] Q7] wjREo|uk
6%(20%), ‘85 A8E AFIA| ¢r] fFEoltk 5%(18%)
9] o7 UEthEE-Sw). 12 ARHEAAAN 2y
Atell disiAE Akt 59%Fm, obd HASA] ok
7} 29% et

b AP 8 AA|(A) AZe] AEA e LR A
] 7.5% S H(Table 4), 7L °o]f=(Figure 1) “BL3Md 7}
ol A& UelE Aolrk 50%(139), ‘¥ A3l A3ta
oyEx] e & Q) wEoltk 43%(129), 'L ADY &
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g 2 227 fqZolth 35%09E)E 7FE BT o] gl
W7k £AY 7191 dongA g Zelgt AZE 517 d)
HiZolty 27%(79%), P23 FH7F 2L YgE Ao)
o 23%(67), ‘v AAEA 2" 23E pug davt ¢l
™ 19%(5%), ‘A= W HolelXe 2d A4g avg He
7 QT 19%(5%), ‘AFALEAA(A)7E Bt Ad3tel X3}
A & Fol7] wlEoltk 15%(4™), ‘Lol Adsto] wiHH
Azto] mbd 4 QU] WEoltk 12%(3%)Y] «o=E et
(FESH).

BEo] Erbed WHA dike Aaze AEAR
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= 90.9% S tHTable 4). AP ZAA] ol
FAZ)AL A2 W80 g2 WPl A AT Aol
66.7%, HAE7| A EelA X 5do] 53.9%2 71 Wt
o} o] vl AVPNT SFel R 39.8%, A} ojFo] gt
AUE A B Aex9 o 3509%, k= AP AA
333%, BV BEXE A4E 24 30.1% S HEE-SH).

AERAEAAE 59.6%7F TV AMSA, F TR
W} AFEZE7] AR SOl diEl A eR 715sE 4
ok e SEAR] 18.0% k0] HkEAl ZAdE AR B AA)
(Ahel wht A5Z8-E gl sba 3 643% = Vs
ot watop SHAINE 219 oHe] HEAH dASA =
dow vk stk o] vl APHCIEAAE AR V)
2351 d3hs Algo] 654% % 7P Wekn PEE delr)
2 4% AR 289%SiTh AR EAANE 7o X9l
o] thAl Zdsh= Aol dlalME 66.4%7F Wil o, AR
JRAAME WA EAMglehs Ao diside 544%7) o
sftka Ssislt

\

HHCHOl| 2 AR Z2X[AI(M)O CHEE Q1A T}
EfE=2| XIO|

AP EAIA (A T Q142 AR FAFoR &
o8t Apo)7t Sy Ao® Yt Table 3). AP 84X (A)
of tha) &t Sl AR 40 - 50u)7F 247% 2 P wgkw
60t ©lde] 83%ATHy'=13.88, p=.008). AFALEAA(A)}
A EME AEE Fvhe $E 40 - 50U 11.3% %2
v 60\‘41 o 24%°l EFSUTE WA 5 Ao A
AAE FHo dHFAE 92 60tf olAto] 143% 2 7F
& ?%iki 20 - 30THE 4.4% ATH=21.30, p<.001).

AP EAA (A e BlES AFdiel wet vlmE) B
HA(Table 4), AFIJBAAA) AZe] FHgshs Ado] 20 -
30thek 40 - 50T)E 943~94.4%<1E]l HIE, 6oth  o)AS
85.8% 2 ol 93 xolZ HATKy=7.00, p=.031). AR
AEAA M) A ki SRS 20 - 30U 66.5%
ojott 60t oA 429%E  TPF  Wkrhy=33.72,
p<001). 3t 3lFo] Erbsdt Aol Aaks} oo i
‘HE ARE 27 detbe 22 20 - 30Uh7F 93.7%914)
Bl 60t ol 79.8%% e} st AolE Rvky
’=16.10, p<.001). T} T7)dee] AERFA R AT R
T e 2ozt AAThy’=0.58, p=.750).

AL EAIA O ZFAIZ| T A2 gl dfsl 2712l A
I A5A - 20 - 30The] 79.8%7F FHAdEII oL, 60t o]
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Ao 452%7) A8l FEA Wekom(’=29.7, p<.001),
HYAF SollA 9] XEAAL 20 - 30t 63.9%7} st 1]
3 60th ol 28.6% % FAFHAl Wekthy=28.9, p<.001).
o] "l 20 - 30t AVVIE, XwH A% £7] 4%
seoy 24, Al* 7)ol gt uigel thE dgdiEg &
ol #& MIES e

2 AR J A A (A) 4 \413 ‘AAs] mekol gy &
She 40 - 50Tl 23.9% 2 s hﬁ ‘oAl #FHaE 3
W A= SR 600 o]o) 274%E THE WTHy =26.6,
p<001). o] el ARREAAAE ZISHEE 20 - 30t
BEANZS o A5d 9hd, 60t o)Ak /ARl A 5
2 A Ag y Azste] dFHE {23 Afols B
Ty’ =38.04, p<.001). 1y APASEAA(A)S] AAIFE 7]
A%, 715l A Al 24 9 AR 5 AIAA S W
HEAZ o] desfe AFEE F5k zto)7t ¢lglch

Nl

2 Qe AEAAM) BE YASY A HE
o} 2Ql GUEE mhdaly] 93t 7| RTALR
ot A7EAH A5H AN F AREATE
HloJojof ??_Eb‘i 3t Abgho] dfF-E0lglaL FhEolojef Firt
£ AR ool £ A0 2Ael AZARA Y
ANARY @77k A 20w ek o] 2
I EHAOLE 3 AgATA AR Xé% 7V
o 57501 3| #A7h helok dc)
AR, ABAA B
REEE] @xg% Aol Beelehs o9l Aolg malrt
(Blackhall, Murphy, Frank, Michel, & Azen, 1995). o] A%}
FHZ 109 9 Bk 8] A9 ZRA el JiQlFe g AL 7}
% Ao Ui At aA Wzt Ael Vg Aol
Az, A Selvet S dide® & ATelA SR
A1) 62%7F Elo] WA we] P AT AR Bl
¥ vkel FARBIHKwon et al,, 2009).
et AR EAA)S e AL e W, A
AR EANAE AT & A
s v)me ool AHIIRANNE
25% o)atE Avky B1¥ 7 3li=dl(Hamel, Guse, Hawranik,
& Bond, 2002, Mezey, Leitman, Mitty, Bottrell, & Ramsey,
2000), ©l= AP EAA (Al st AAFSH Fa gk A4
& A AR ol 1 FoF olfE deA AU
(Perkins, 2000). Wb APASAA(A) ASE AR F=H
AZ717] e Bl RIS o AR EAIA)(A)
o dis) wHsk FHIR= o] v Fasirta skl
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APAGBAAA) AEe] diside SHAY] giiEo] 24
sk Zlo® Jehbd A AFdatel 9|8k thLee, 2007;
Yun et al, 2004). 3 olfFZE ARlo] X8224E UE ¥
go] glold & Qlths 3& €] giFolgks A7} d
‘WNAEE A S FEe Fn AR %] o
wolghs Hol FoatA Uehgth o= dAEL Aldg
AXAM] AYE T3 NEFEANN ANEFAL WA
Al WA s AL e 159 2L dolFuz
el 1 ulE T3 e AAkRE Figetan sy
(Singer et al., 1998; Winzelberg et al., 2005). o|&igt A& 1
HE W RAES AFHABEAAAM)N Yol 71Fo] 2
g FF a%lo] Ivke AL oY Fert ik 1§ ke
3t 710l AAE UEE Rolubele olfE AR EAA
(Aol Bithabz ARFEA AT AP BAA A9 ZAo] 71
A PAlE FAE FEAS AFs] 1 FeHS QA

S DR L

3 o Fe] dis) BT 4] st Al dFEdrt 018
F AR 60t o)l E ok 0%t FE HHE &
7] daks AR vehdrh ol “9alzl @xtolA HolA
2o ks ol skl s AR Y&l v= | =
Rle] Ak Jrwto] «T¥rp iy Sudt Anel dwE
< W dFo] g8 2 7Rt <ExPE Z3) 7-yA
o7 U9A =HVE ddths AdAT A Aolrt gtk
(Blackhall, Frank, Murphy, & Michel, 2001; Frank et al,
1998). ¢-2lvtete] Q)848-S H, ofa wy| ks 2pal
o] AgaAle tie] 7 221 9 Alge] ¢ B1, 79
Hi] glo] Q=R B} F&of #et] AR-FA =9
T A A7 il ZF AAoItHOh et al., 2004). T}
2 Aol thdatEe] Y3k vkl o) AzAAA &
71878 AEA0E BAS) YJaiME R A9 A
el el HEs] olssta glgo] AAE Holop & A
1=4

JEv SRR giRRe WXER o] daks blE
A ghelFa) 2 Zo7 ZAFELL ol FA] 7EAd
ol Atz 2s oA HUE W S FA9vt
s Andds s 3o 87 EArE 24
T IE TFeA0) e AL wEbe giaAEe] 2
ot T AY Fof APAYBEANA)E AAFES
ke ZHEths A7 go) vl AN s #E wr)xg
of g dsxe] sl dAsuste] 012 mAlE T b
A TR BAGES AR Zo] wigdd Aol

e
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(Perkins, 2000).

SEA RS AR AaFdgE E gof zpiloe] Ab
AYRAAN A 7es s 7t dE2rjg g
NEA Jd e glvka Stk ol =] APAT
A dE ARER vE | FAAE F 23 7kl X84
e U dol AFFAA (A AAle] 71es UE-S H
EE M2y ox AR ARAEE ety & SHE
¢} fARE A3bo|tiAkabayashi et al, 2003; Sehgal et al,
1992). WEbx AA dEAEe] wi-¢ B3t 7hHA o, o
AAEE AREAAN (Al 715 V&S HIEA] HEES
L7 gEvhe A4S 188 wl(Collins, Parks, & Winter,
2006), AHALBAA (Mol EHAEE dekeAlol ois) @
Ao FAlkE PATWOTE AFAGAC] At AME
gidshedl O 3 AeEY AoR welth mebd ke
E i ARYEANA)E AR SR oSt ZA9 §
A 7IXF, AF B(value history)S 7|1Zs tigld gArd
BAE Adshe EFAQ FH sk o] A 9=
Aol Ak H ol AEAA B £ 5 UL B
WHCollins et al., 2006).

AR EAAY] 7B o2 EAVIES T AFEIG
AR, FFE GEFIE Ak AR AAY ok 140131
60Th o] Fkpolelgint Zige] dial ZHdske Al
s AR oF 130]u HITh ol w]Fe] MFgAT
A AAR kel Zo] B SAES ARG EAANE BAZ
71838k ARHE AREE BA Sl JiSoy A|dE
=Y3kE Hle F38& ¥k FE AABRE AtkSinger et
al,, 1998; Winzelberg et al., 2005). @&k AP EA| Ao o)
g gAY FHgeko] TRAQl ALY 8 A E(advance care
planning)’ 22 3= HQ7} SUZKCollins et al, 2006;
Singer et al., 1998). AFFle| B A Ho)gt 7} Flelo] YAEA &
o] Q& wel] X 5ol thst AHAle] 7ixX @ A TsHe vl
el =oJshs B @k, ol JIEely g At
A3 A 231E T =9 Fo ARAEAAN NS
Ak AL LTS THPerkins, 2000).

B AoA A"t wt A7]EFA ARG ARRLEA
Al(Aell dist 14, B% 2 Fgeo #g MLl folr}
R Aoz FRIHE 53] 600 o2 A1AAE At
of vlma A=Foli AFLEAA(AM) s B2E Al
o] © W3k, AMAEAA(M)E At k= HE R
oIt S AR EAA (A 71EE WES Fuz s
doha §HE Alge] ggteH, WEE ARle] dih=
g TREolu AQleAl FRE dElFeE B A3sHe A
go] o gkt o33 A 60t ol thdAbelAlE AR
AEAA(A)S] Al Fgol QlojA ThE Auel xpEE}
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o] yobA JUP%OMI gt o]
7t e Wk OMEF g re] it HAIAE "oz
= /0] AHKim & Lee, 2008). ol wal 7+3A1 S-S A}
HABAA MY 5H7 Hx|, 498 2 Zgd g3 9
vlof theh HRE Ak olsigEel Bl AvE B
27t Ak HW} = 1§M] zM A‘ﬂ#-ﬂk WA 9] WK
AFshd, AbA
94?;11%1(*1)% %*-1:1; Ay et rﬁHOﬂ a LH%J% ofnef] o]
AR A Fa, AR AN E AAF = gE F
v Aol vkgA g Flojch 3 60tf ool FA 7}

u k= Abgo] T 49
é 01]*1 ANAZH BA
sk tield AsaA

il
dflz
ol
>
52
rir
_,é
!
iy
o
¥ 7
dlo
o
_CL
_,J

o} é} Ao]
2 e JE—A EAE ol
AfH o7 Heolsly)

o
%;@ ] 1:540404 dslid WaE 5 Oy A
9

=
-y
ol
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3
T
2
S
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2
2{_1‘
X,
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EHQZHQ oldel AlEEo] AA olu|ERL; ok 10% sl
Fol 7 H O T Z(Korean Statistical Information Service,
2009) Al A Al ol 718 dart gk

& X Mo

59 x2AAAA e A7) ARD B A
AAZAN (M) et a7 B L Az so] el sets

& Aed AT, AR ] o
gongios B4 Hglor, HEAEE 20099 29YE 7
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Awareness and Attitudes Toward Advance Directives
among Korean Adults*

Kim, Su Hyun"

1) Assistant Professor, School of Nursing, Kyungpook National University

Purpose: The purposes of this study were to identify awareness and attitudes toward advance directives (ADs)
among Korean adults and to examine various opinions in the utilization of ADs among young, middle-aged, and
older adults. Methods: Data were collected using a structured questionnaire from 384 adults selected by a quota
sampling method on the basis of age. Results: The majority of participants preferred that they themselves would
be the primary decision maker. Most of them were unaware of the option of ADs but supported the utilization of
ADs. Most of the participants preferred detailed descriptions on end-of-life decisions in ADs but wanted to allow
some leeway in following it. Significant differences were found among age groups in terms of the preferences
regarding the utilization of ADs. Conclusion: It is suggested that nurses make efforts to educate the general public
about ADs and facilitate advance care planning, which focuses on the process of communication on end-of-life
preferences within the social network of relationships.
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