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Nurse's Perception on Do-Not-Resuscitate Orders
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to grasp the subjectivity of the nurses toward DNR (Do not resuscitation)
order. Methods: Q methodology was employed to explore the nurses’ subjectivity. Q population consisted of 292
statements that were obtained through individual in-depth interviews targeting 30 employees(nurses, doctors,
staff members) and literature review. Finally, 30 nurses classified 34 statements using a 9 point scale. Results:
The current survey that probed into the subjectivity of the nurses relative to DNR order abstracted four categories.
The first type (restrictive acceptance type) perceived the determinants of DNR as the patient’s hopeless state. The
second type (evidence-based type) emphasized the decision based on the guideline. The third type (medical
personnel-centered type) showed the characteristic that depends passively on the professional judgement. The
fourth type (rationalistic type) emphasized rational characteristic that DNR decision needs to be made by
considering several situations such as economic and psychological burden of family and the quality of life.
Conclusion: These types of nurse's perception need to be considered in the nurses' continuing educational
program in order to confront affirmatively and positively with ethical dilemma.

Keywords: Resuscitation orders, Nurses, Perception

L M2 s FAA e 2eiste EAR ] AHEHEA A

2484 FA(DNR : Do—Not—Resuscitate)of] gt =27}

1.7l Ee glts] o]fojz|aL Qlt, AtA] ofn]e] Hulades g4
Agto|uf &4 2 AlEolAle B8] HANE T4

2| SR oA o gxte] ezt kol whet A A o]al E7}AQl WrHgA A= & A7t glom WA
T AA7E Ao nEE ARkl TMEEolAE HAA ol Al adess HA] £33 AUA77|E & R AR

FE02:2011, 3. 18 AAtelz|2: 2011, 3. 21
Fo0f: MHAME FX|, 2HS AL 214
“0| =22 M 1XMA =HE o MAlste =29| Fob=Ee

Address reprint requests to : Lee, Eun Nam

AlZfE—Y: 2011, 4. 11

Department of Nursing, Dong-A University 3 Ga-1, Dongdaesin-Dong, Seo Gu, Busan 602-714, Korea
Tel: 82-51-240-2864 Fax: 82-51-240-2947 E-mail: enlee@dau.ac.kr

1"



SEXSESX| HAH M1E

2 XY 15S ST el AEade FAE
ARst= At 7E solur] A1ASF tHWilson, 1996).

1974 =t 3o M= F50] s 3lEo] £7F
e WY A aAiso) 3l A 22 A A A A
Q358 EUH F& 5 e A9 HYE Mots &
bg Auadso] sigEA etk sk4la, 19889
78 5 IFE s gt A s tHEDell
& Eaton, 1992). $-2jutete] 79 DNR 7Hdo] ol ©
274 /\}ﬂﬂo T2 FE7] Azkskeltt, theheletsl=
2002 5 ° }9‘] AT A7 Fehol el gt —40
3] .JE—,IE]X]%‘ Foplet 1 8ol Y=l
% Pﬁ«] 2A& 918l =sfiof 5}1
°]7‘]‘/} HARo] 2|4 €] o]o]q]
Astal JHKim, 2006).
=07} &tsto] oju] 4=
3‘/]’ o].xl = Uil
oy 213

TEH= T

Ir

R

L
olo T
xR

1|

1%

{o
o

U]%"ﬂ/ﬂ = DNR]| %ﬂrﬁ} T4

A-AE THEAL oo whet Al3Ystar
%2 o8 E0] DNRO|| tigh EF3hd
°] DNR 7%l ¥kl glom DNR| #et
\th(Han, Jung, Mun, Han, & Go, 2001; Kim, 1998).
% DNR Z27of #3t et 7]zo0] glof x| &abgef gt
Shato] Ahea] AU FAEA b A FH et Ko
FHAQl wko] wp=a glow DNRo| A4 H $of=
TR ejuitt ghpo) A A A o2 Yok 7o W e7F thE
7] Wizl 7F5ARE0] DNR A% Alofl 2455 Adste 4%
7} BH(Kim, 1998 ; Lee, Kim, Hwang, Hwang, & Park,
1998).

ESF QAR ZFSAFES DNR ZAAE A ofg7] 24
Slof sh=Al, oAEA JAkaFBof sh=Alol thEt Al A Al
agoluy A3 Qlo] Ry F AulEe] 2E5S S Us
2o YAl o g HElgsl= A 02 eI o] 1}A o]
&2 252 1 U2lo) Tk ShckKim, 1999).
a8EE SejueloldE DNRY B9 4349 ATeh =
o)2 o) Seltket HAIe} Bjol iz 7Zol} A2 ot
AsfloF & Al Fof Uk

DNRol oIl YA ARk Bkt e =
3t 91A)o) glon R Fxte} w s 7|
59 158 AT B9 2374

_>Loi’é‘

>
o 2 r1r

R
%

ﬁrﬁl—ﬁ

12

24 QRS SaAsta, AdRteh 422 JBE Sasor @
th, DNR 849] 74550l that 2-EAkE ] ofs) Hwet 4

g 71571 ARE T Q=AE seksl] dshH A o
ApolA] st Qe BBAISe] S B3t olat Was)
tha Azki,

w2h4 DNR gt A2
291 7o) QA4 EA Tm
o] DNRe| tjaf 71413 %)
Al & "at i, oo

ol
tlo

u)
o
)
1o

Jo

op

ot

o B oo = W

i
ox
=2
>

k)
rO
1>
o
T
Ir
)
Hu)
H
(e 2

=)

@

ol

ol

o rr

> =
do

it
rhu
o

i

@)

e

=

2

o Mo

ok
=)
}01,
>~
P
1o
ot

Bl 19 o |
o
=

i)
32 Ho
oo
o
K3
s
)
i
~

o]&-3lo] DNRoJ| that 7+3A} 214
AL mfolat izl A EE 9o LA

1) DNReof| tjst 713
2) DNRO| tjgt 7ts

Heta 7)sa,

A7 DNRO| et 254} Ql4le] Feb4 $3L 3l
SHIL 498 BAS Wiy Slstel QIHES A8 By

1) QERIT] 74



H

.

Lo A QEHEHQ-population)S DNRo|| thst
A

1
=

—~
il
1o

2 ol ot ok T o
g K
ey
tlo
I
of
:?l=
Y
H
il
>
jin)
QL
b3
I o

tHKim, 1997). olz|gt
A5 ol &% Am 382 B #
ZH 207, At 3%, R
094S glAake g2 20079 749 o]
AE Hdo R Y AREAE
=]
5o =t DNRO disf) & o o]

N

FS A

-

Lok g omd 4y g Lodoofooxo X
od 2
o w ¢
0 &
40 8
0 ome o

X,
(<0
-
8
fr

L7l
—1,

4>

off
1o

¥, &
fe H
Y

il

il

4

>_4‘ —
ol

- 2 X
H 2
S
"
iz
rd lo
d
fgg
o =
ol =2
) e
[$V)

o

1o

>,

H
of
e,
=
i
o
—
of T
=
jubad
ol
ae)
o
tlo
>,
o2
P‘L
2
o
i)
=)
ol
1o
=
oo

1o e

292709 QEATL

2) QB 74
292709 QEATE
Z

1o

o
T
N

ﬂ:
oo rhu

34709 WFE A o FAZ 4
QERT Y2EE AEREQUER)S £ ATt FHT
ey

3) PR w9
QHHE] SlojA] P (P-sample)o] AAH 3 3
off ofe] Algho] HFE|o] 1 EA4o] WS EefuA] (=
SAAS] EAZF WAt EE PREL 404209 HETt A
Ak (Kim, 1990)= A tell, & ¢+tollAl= DNRel o
3l B AHol = USARE thFetAl 23] 8 &

13

(0|12 - HRT | dEME SX|of ThEr ZhS Al o1

1) QERe 2y
QuERo T A 34712] AEEE A4 ode] 2
Zof wet 9% HE Ao ERsto] FEEe] AES 7

2Rl QIHES Yoo et QRS REES Fu)
skt QERS BRYHE QUERS WA AL & 34

(), $H0), FHEY A FEo2 e

=% oA M SAEA) e AFE 2k vl AR Y

(+4, —4) YBOZ BREG WPA stol FARLO)IA 1
welstl steich QELY £57E BY F kel
IR R &2l g} Aol

ooty W §EL HFHOR Mesant,




BE gz RE ARBIAE Wkt

0O

lll. A+ Az}

DNRel thah 718} Q1419) Fo4e QRALAS & 2
3, ol 2] fgo] F2EUL, o5 vl Aol fHe 1A ¥
7_11-

9 65.4%5 4

ol
oh
k=l
pacs
o
=

1 )
Table 33 2t} ApehaAe] AL A 16:30] 69, Al 26

3 4590] 602 FAHYL
o AYUASE 7} &3
al

& 9 Ath(Table 3).

Table 1. Eigen Values, Variance, and Cumulative Variance
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Type 1 Type 2 Type 3 Type 4
Eigen values 141215 2.1957 1.8753 1.4147
Variance(%) 4707 .0732 0625 0472
Cumulative variance 4707 5439 6064 .6536

Table 2, Correlation among Types

Type 1 Type 2 Type 3 Type 4
Type 1 1.000
Type 2 .589 1.000
Type 3 657 611 1.000
Type 4 700 548 651 1.000
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Table 3. Demographic Characteristics and Factor Weights of P-sample
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Type Id Factor weight Agel(yr) Marital status Religion Total Career(yrs) Experience of DNR

14 1.6900 24 Unmarried None 0.7 No

12 1.3689 29 Unmarried Protestant 7.7 Yes

’ 20 1.2011 24 Unmarried None 1.3 Yes
16 1.0949 29 Married Buddhist 7.4 No

19 .8084 28 Unmarried Catholic 5.6 Yes

18 .7836 30 Married None 7.9 Yes

3 2.8475 28 Unmarried None 6.6 Yes

9 1.3045 28 Unmarried None 7.5 Yes

23 1.2409 25 Unmarried None 0.1 Yes

26 9955 31 Married None 7.3 Yes

2 2 9791 31 Unmarried None 9.0 Yes
27 .9027 27 Married Protestant 58 Yes

30 .8874 25 Unmarried Buddhist 1.1 Yes

5 6253 24 Unmarried None 2.0 Yes

25 5391 30 Married Catholic 5.6 Yes

29 1.2444 25 Unmarried None 2.5 Yes

11 9703 33 Unmarried None 11.0 Yes

3 8 7611 26 Unmarried None 50 Yes
21 .5850 28 Unmarried Buddhist 5.1 Yes

28 5016 29 Married Buddhist 6.6 Yes

7 1.8856 28 Unmarried None 4.7 Yes

13 1.0667 25 Unmarried Buddhist 3.4 No

4 17 .8607 33 Married Buddhist 11.0 Yes
1 7779 35 Married Protestant 10.7 Yes

15 7572 29 Unmarried Catholic 7.3 Yes

4 .6961 27 Unmarried Buddhist 4.9 Yes
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Table 4, Q-statements and Z-scores according to Types

Z-score
Q-statement
Typel Type2 Type3 Typed

1. Extending life in a meaningless way is not for the patient. -0.15 0.68 0.91 1.04
2. To a chronic terminal patient, it is thought to be a positive decision 2.25 0.35 1.01 1.51
3. Itis to help face dying comfortably by inflicting no further pain. 1.25 0.54 1.52 2.26
4. DNR should not be supported for economic reason of the family. 1.1 -0.64 0.70 0.27
5. ;r;)frfn at:g g(;f!;}\i/ce rsst'andpoint, it is to reduce inefficient expenditure for all of the patients, medical 0.82 114 0.98 159
6. DNR enables family members to face the death comfortably. 1.04 -0.15 0.32 1.67
7. It is enhancing human dignity. -0.41 -0.45 0.30 0.47
8. It is respecting the right of the patient to die. 0.39 -0.54 0.92 0.10
9. The patient opinion should be respected in making a decision about DNR. -0.08 1.37 1.51 0.28
10. The decision about DNR is subject to the opinion of the patient and caregivers, -0.44 0.66 -0.29 0.21
11, It is abandoning life all too easily. -1.02 -1.83 -1.74 -1.51
12. It is not for the family to do to abandon the life of a family member, -1.26 -0.28 -1.43 -0.75
13. Since the decision of life and death is the domain of God, no behavior of shortening life should be done  -1.18 -0.69 -1.12 -2.02
14, It is cutting life short artificially. -098 172 197 204
15, It is complying with the providence of the nature -0.80 -0.06 0.06 -1.04
16. Liable to lead to medical dispute, it should be decided prudently. 1.21 1.64 0.81 -0.01
17. After DNR was administered, | felt a pang of conscience as a man of medical profession. -1.26 -0.89 -0.95 -1.03
18. Icznonmcael?ir:wgdasﬁ;\luliﬁddsgi;:\?;]ttr;]ee ?g;)ng?ocr)ii ythe doctor in charge who knows best the matter 0.04 136 0.89 -0.29
19, It seems that nurses are excluded from the DNR decisions. -0.55 0.54 0.48 0.53
20. We would like to join the process of deciding about DNR, -0.43 -0.76 0.1 -0.82
21, Decision- making about DNR is so complicated that | hate to think of the matter. -1.66 -0.71 -0.30 -0.82
22. | don't know what to do when | or one of my family members have to face a situation where a

decision should be made as to administer DNR or not. 112 0.82 0.5 0.8
283. | am confused about whether or not DNR is for the patient. 0.19 1.01 -0.74 -0.22
24, fS;:nc”e; r:;)sstt (?ZZE:Z s;bnoojtkgﬁv%/. of DNR so well, | would like to serve as a counselor when a 0.74 0.08 0.54 -0.95
25. | have not usually thought of DNR at all. -1.18 -1.30 -0.93 -1.28
26. | am relieved that the CPR burden has lessoned. -0.49 -1.03 -0.32 0.48
27. It occurs to me that the doctor who prescribed DNR was incompetent or did not to do his or her

best in carrying out his or her duty. 0.89 .28 -1.01 0.19
28. It seems merciless and regrettable that the patient is left helpless. -1.18 -0.30 -1.87 -0.24
29. It is necessary to make the scope of administering DNR clear. 1.47 1.73 1.39 0.66
30. It seems that there are times when doctors prescribe DNR all too readily -0.20 0.56 -0.42 0.56
31. DNR simply means ceasing to perform CPR. 0.22 -0.66 -1.05 -0.18
32. Decision on DNR should be made according to a guideline. 1.07 1.09 1.14 0.45
33. Even after DNR is decided, the caregiver's request should be complied with when the caregiver

strongly requests positive treatments. 1.64 1.72 0.12 1.13
34, Religion and values of the patient and his or her family affect the decision on DNR. -0.39 1,22 0.98 -0.67

DNR: Do not resuscitate
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