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<Table 1> Socio—Demographic Characteristics of the Subjects (n = 125)

N(%)*
Gender male 13(10.4)
female 112(89.6)
Age less than 40 27(21.6)
50-59 50(40.0)
more than 60 48(38.4)
Education primary 1(0.8)
middle 18(14.4)
high 58(46.4)
college & over 46(36.8)
Religion protestant 49(39.2)
catholic 32(25.6)
buddhism 19(15.2)
not have 23(19.2)
Marital Status married 106(84.8)
single 10(8.0)
separated/divorced 9( 7.2)
Living arrangement with children 102(81.6)
with spouse 11(8.8)
live alone 6(4.8)
others 5(4.0)
Previous Experiences in SWI ever worked in SWI 70(56.0)
never worked in SWI 55(44.0)
No. of Elders assigned none 20(16.0)
less than two 64(51.2)
more than three 35(28.0)
Kinds of H. Problems hypertension 69(55.2)
dementia 64(51.2)
cerebrovasculatr
accidents 59(47.2)
diabetes mellitus 58(46.4)

x excepted no responses SWI: social welfare institutions
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<Table 2> Perception-related Characteristics of Visiting Nursing Service

Needs of the Subjects (n = 125)

N(%) *

About VNS ever known 115(92.7)
never known 9(7.3)

Refer to VNS ever have referred 60(48.0)
never have referred 65(52.0)

Criteria to Refer (N=60) via staff's judgement 33(55.0)
via family's judgement 27(45.0)

Reasons not to refer (N=58)* don't know how to refer 13(22.4)
don't know why to refer 21(36.2)

too expensive cost 3(5.2)

regarded as family's duties 18(31.0)

due to monthly allowance limit 3(5.2)

Optimal hours of VNS less than 30 min./visit 39(31.2)
30~60 min./visit 47(37.6)

more than 60min/visit 11(8.8)

don't know 28(22.4)

Employment of VN need to employ 67(53.6)
need not to employ 55(44.0)

x excepted no responses VNS: visiting nursing services VN: visiting nurse

o AR 2o g e §F % A5 AA 3063, Ay 2463, A9y wdk 2194



<Table 3> Priorities of Visiting Nursing Services to Refer

scores
decubiti &/or anti-inflammatory treatments 3.05
parentheral infusions 2.46
nasal tube exchange 2.19
tracheal tube exchange 1.63
simple catheterization &/or catheter care 1.25
diabetic &/or blood tests 1.10
periodical patient check-up 0.79

x weighted rating scores (1* = 5 2 =4 349 =3 4" = 2 and 5% = 1)

4. didAte] R A s 22 8 e

g 2be] WEte A H 2 AL F 113 v 4.83+257H o]tk Wt E A u] 2~ e
Fa4d 914e 969 W 7050x13.74" o, ARFHowE  7]HIT(24%)7)
16.98+4.01%, 7+3 A% (36%) 27.30+5.944, AL #H& AF(247) 10.89+3.28%, w& o
2H(247%) 1533+328F o2 YEFSTIE 4>,

nt

<Table 4> Knowledge and Perception of VNS Needs

Variables Mean £ SD Min Max

Knowledge of VNS(11) 4.88%+2.57 0.00 11.00
Perception of Needs of VNS(96) 70.50£13.74 40.00 96.00
-Fundamental Cares(24) 16.98+4.01 6.00 24.00
—Nursing Therapeutics(36) 27.30£5.94 12.00 36.00
-Lab. Test-related Affairs(16) 10.89+3.28 4.00 16.00
—-Teaching & Counseling(20) 15.33%£3.81 5.00 20.00

VNS: visiting nursing services
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<Table 5-1> VNS-related Knowledge according to Socio—Demographic
Characteristics of the Subjects

VNS-related Knowledge

Variables M(SD) t/F (p)

Gender male 6.07(1.65  1.783(077)
female 4.74(2.63)

Age less than 40 5.70(1.93) 2.992(.054)
50-59 5.04(2.70)
more than 60 4.22(2.64)

Education less than high 4.37(2.51)  -2.779(.006)
college & over 5.72(2.50)

Religion christianity, catholic 4.86(2.75)  -.124(.901)
others 4.92(2.23)

Marital Status married 4.31(2.47)  -1.095(.283)
others(single, divorced 5.00(2.58)
etc.)

Previous Experiences in SWI ever worked in SWI 510271 755(452)
never worked in SWI 4.73(2.46)

VNS: Visiting Nursing Services SWI: social welfare institutions

<Table 5-2> VNS-related Knowledge according to Perception-related
Characteristics of VNS Needs of the Subjects

VNS-related Knowledge

Variables M(SD) (/F ()

About VNS ever known 5.05(2.46) 2.470(.015)
never known 2.88(3.21)

Refer to VNS ever have referred 5.63(2.12) 3.114(.002)
never have referred 4.22(2.76)

No. of Elders assigned none 6.11(2.82)  2.481(.088)
less than 2 4.59(2.43)
more than 3 4.85(2.55)

Criteria to Refer (N = 60) via staff's judgement 5.86(2.34) .0831(.409)
via family's judgement 5.38(1.85)

Reasons not to refer(N = 5g) don't know why to refer 4.11(2.83) -.259(.797)
regarded as family's 4.31(2.81)

duties, etc.

Employment of VN need to employ 5.37(2.28) 2.179.(.032)

need not to employ 4.30(2.84)

= vii -



VNS: visiting nursing services VN: visiting nurse

6. el Q1A Q1A Rkl SAE WEEAN 2 B ey 94
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<Table 6-1> Perceptions of VNS Needs according to Socio—Demographic
Characteristics of the Subjects

Perceptions of VNS Needs

Variables M(SD) (/) F ()

Gender male 73.2(14.00) .758(.450)
female 70.15(13.73)

A less than 40 74.44(12.91) 4.067(.020)
&8¢ 50-59 72.60(13.91)
more than 60 66.06(13.06)

Education less than high 68.55(13.99) -1.791(.076)
college & over 73.30(13.11)

Religion christianity, catholic 69.86(12.99) -.669(.505)
others 71.65(15.08)

Marital Status married 72.17(13.47) .542(.589)
others(single, divorced 70.21(13.82

etc.)
ever worked in SWI 71.32(14.08) .58(.560)

Previous Experiences in SWI

never worked in SWI

69.82(13.51)

VNS: visiting nursing services SWI: social welfare institutions
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<Table 6-2> Perceptions of VNS Needs according to Perception-related
Characteristics of VNS Needs of the Subjects

Perceptions of VNS

Variables Needs
M(SD) t/F (p)
About VNS ever known 71.00(13.84)
o never known 64.67(12.90) 13(720)
Refer to VNS ever have referred 73.17(11.95)
certo never have referred 68.22(14.81) 1.9800050)
No. of Eld i d none 73.05(11.21)
0. 0 Hers assigne less than 2 68.44(13.72) 4.827(010)
more than 3 68.65(14.03)
via staff's judgement 74.79(11.27)

Criteria to Refer(N = 60)

via family's judgement 71.21(12.69) 1089(028)

don't know why to refer 69.43(14.66)

Reasons not to refer(N = 58) 65.60(15.49) .933(355)

regarded as family's duties, etc

need to employ 74.15(13.72)

Empl t of VN
tployment o 66.00(12.84) 3.220(.002)

need not to employ

VNS: visiting nursing services VN: visiting nurse
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Knowledge and Perceptions on Visiting Nursing Service Needs among Workers in

Long-Term Care Insurance Institutions

Jeong, Gyeong Hwa MSN, RN
Kang, Hae Young, Ph D, RN

(Abstract)

The purpose of this study was to survey on the knowledge about visiting nursing
service(VNS) and perceptions of its needs among the workers in Long—Term
Care Insurance(LTCI) institutions. The subjects were 125 workers from 10
home-based service facilities in G city. Data were selected from 1% - 30"
September, 2009 and analyzed with frequency, percentage, x°—test, t-test,
ANOVA and Pearson Correlation Coefficients using SPSS-PC 17 program.

The results were as follows:

1. Though most of the subjects 92.7% had already known VNS, only 48.0% of
them had ever referred to VNS, and referred them by their own judgement in
55.0%. Among the subject who had never referred, 36.2% did not know the
reasons to refer to VNS, and regarded the responsibility to refer as family's
duties in 31.0%. Thirty seven point six percent responded that 30-60 minutes
was adequate hour for VNS, and 53.6% of them were favor in employing visiting
nurse in their institutions. Referral priority was bed sore in the first place,

parenteral infusion, nosogastric tube change, and tracheal tube change in order.
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2. The knowledge about VNS of the subjects marked 4.88+£2.57 out of total 11
point and it was significantly high in the group of graduated from college and
over (t = =-2.779, p = .006); the group who knew VNS ( t = 2.470, p = .015H),
who had experience to refer (t = 3.114, p = .002). and were favor for employing
visiting nurses (¢t = 2.179, p = .032) showed significant higher scores.

3. Perceptions of VNS needs of the subjects marked 70.50+13.74 out of total 96
point, and it was significantly affirmative in the group in age of 40s (F = 4.067,
p = .020); and the group who had experience to refer (t = 1.980, p = .050), who
were not assigned any client (t = 4.827, p = .010), referred by staff's judgement
(t = 1.089, p = .028), and were favor for employing visiting nurses (t = 3.220, p
= .020) showed higher scores significantly than the others.

In conclusion, knowledge about VNS and perception on its needs of workers in
LTCI facilities showed significant differences according to age, education, referral
episode and their attitude on employing visiting nurse. For this, these
characteristics should be considered as important variables in developing
continuing education for the staffs in LTCI institutions and in various public

relations for promoting VNS in future.

Key words. long-term care insurance, visiting nursing service, elderly
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