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Difference in Management Between Native Koreans and Foreigners with
Penetrating Wounds In the Emergency Room
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Purpose: With the increasing numbers of foreign residents in Korea, the need for an emergency medical care
system for foreign patients seems to be growing. Sometimes, a foreigner admitted to an emergency room is not
treated sufficiently due to the absence of insurance, facility in the Korean language, and a guardian. The man-
agement of aforeigner with traumain the ER is difficult due to various problems such as social and economic
status. The purpose of this study was to investigate the current management status of foreigners with penetrat-
ing wounds in the emergency room.

Methods: This study is an analysis of 580 patients that were diagnosed with penetrating wounds in one
teaching Hospital from Jan. 1, 2008 to Dec. 31, 2008. We analyzed results according to nationality, alcohol
ingestion, intentional or accidental trauma, trauma mechanism, injury severity, management time in the ER,
and outcome in the ER.

Results: Of the total 580 patients, 486 patients (83.8%) were native Koreans and 94 patients (16.2%) were
foreigners. According to the Revised Trauma Score, the average score of native Korean patients was 7.808, and
the average score of foreign patients was 7.638. Of native Korean patients, 22.6% had knife wounds while
38.3% of foreign patients did. Of native Korean patients, 17.3% experienced intentional trauma while 33.0% of
the foreign patients did. Of native Korean patients, 22.5% had ingested alcohol while 49.4% of the foreigners
had. Of native Korean patients, 10.5% were admitted while 7.6% of the foreign patients were. Of native Korean
patients, 14.2% were discharged against medical advice (DAMA), while 18.5% of foreign patients were. Of
native Korean patients, 1.2% ran away while 8.7% of the foreign patients did.

Conclusion: Stabbing was the most common cause of penetrating wounds in foreigner patients in this study.
Intentional trauma was more common in foreigners with penetrating wounds than in native Koreans. The sever-
ity was higher in foreigners with penetrating wounds than it was in native Koreans, and patients who ran away
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or were discharged against medical advice were more commonly foreigners with pi

enetrating wounds. Social

insurance or policy is needed for the management of foreigners with penetrating wounds. (J Korean Soc

Traumatol 2010;23:102-106)
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