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Ao B3Ae] RPREAY LFEA

H
-

E&Y - BHAT - OIRH T - ojg e - wE

I. M 2 ARE A% AAHGAAL] d BYPo2, wFIAL
AGFEA] 23 L @I FHY tﬂ"‘ﬂ*"ﬂﬂl 2A7%o]
1. @39 ey A3t 2FFE A &S QHREE F1, 189
A% AAA Ao #HA 9 kg {2 FHI=E
AL AAA, BAH, A 4 dHez 53 Bt A9 23tk (Lee, Kang & Hwang, 1999).
AQA ZAlolct. = A F3E FoIM 4% DERFAIGL 1960 Fukzlef wE]l  EA}
I A2 s ALde PFAYHy FPEIF FE 75 Granger Westbergoll &8s X3 Alzs|2len, 1984
EAcltHSmart & Yates, 1987). =z} Ak 4 d  Illinois¥ Park Ridge®] Lutheran General
o b Fdglel AW AR EA e FASe a4 HospitalelX mF 2kEAl Z2ayo] spdsi). o
= Ao EAld ¥ AHsAHoz e ERE dARtY F WAL EARIL vlF ZRje A chekdt iaﬁﬂi - 8t
49 d F3ol| Folof Fh(Kim, 1997) o gn, @3E B3 272#) KIS 2ASAA FFH
Tse e A7E s Aoy, Az 2 e AEAREED AY AQAQ ARBE AT
Zo JolM F83 Jd Feo] shileldt. =g AU T AL 2 HrEUH(Westberg, 1990).
AL 2z glojx] FANdolnl(Lee M. S., ofgtz}t tzmKe] ARE o MAWALS 9F Flo]
1994), AeAoz NF3eFL o AREH AF A% < 715l AR dolslth(Lee, Y. B. 1999).
9] 91 Held A& TS FEA $th(Berquist a2 Gaba #HAM 8] viete]l oJsuv UsE
& King, 1994). oln] w37tz el 4AE A 3 Uk & 4 Aot
v e AAR el o8r|#e] dde ol A8 kx| A& s 2 w m3|E B3I A%
2, 94 B8 w3y d9ez EHUA HAXR #Hele AQNE ¥ T ople} DIAEA Fdist F
9] o7 7ix| Al =FetA =m, ks, Alg R o= 3A 71 & F e Yolth(Hwane.
olg Fof gt T2 It AAA, FAH I 2000).
% ohet *}il A 9 49S 1S AW A B Tl Mol meztsel dig Mg 1994d tgrl s
2 A A= g AAdo]l Holxlm UthlLee, W. 3 A3 FH 2 Marabel Kerseydl s A5l @+
H. 1994: LEE, M. S. 1994: Kim, J. N. 1996). °] Eel] tig Aelug 7H7 v glew, 1 F % Se
23 g7 B2 £ Je a7tz e AAdANz Z1Emztads & o ARddta 2ad, A

*E Q7 200045 mAYEh ek 71E - 94 FEATHS AAdETeATL A7ALvlel) ela) o FolNS
i & 4
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A, AN wPAIAGE AT & o
d& 51‘511}«] ozt ool Fa7 8<A(Stricepe
et al., 1989: Kim, Park & Kwon, 1996)%1 7o
2=t Hwang(1999)9] |79l olst wAE<]
e A EE dE g aFRIARYLTFE
& Aoz IUHANUG. 2YBRE wTNIAKIY HA

slo] Fag A ZFARA B3zt AjlaTst &
il ] Hojof wiz2A AHAQ mFIIIARIE] 78] 7}
Aoty U Bl mEEAlgel BE 2
:r"l‘\: e AR (Kim & Kwon, 1996)c]2=2 o]g
229 ALHY A7 goEith old & |78 53
< B3 A Aduz el wrdsAY 278
2/l g w3y FE3 wydsAld Z2ay A
uho) Ego] sl 7I2A8E Algsked At

K

éﬁH‘

o[r

N

eve =

).

2 A73e 3t A ndS3ase] ik
TE golurl A3 MeRZA} dFeld, FAAHY
& o3 2k

1) BRAe A 54 JM%JE}

2) WA Alfasle) A 5E4E

3) Wzl IR H & )

4) A7 Zthsle BRRtEAlY] dgddd s
878 ghetgich

5) W3t ZidEe o
A9l 7tz 27 Y& .

6) taatel A B4 2 AlFwde Al B4 wE
FFLTARI] i dubd 2FE mhopith

7) WdAte] A B4 2 AFm3el A SAd ©E
TPZEEAIRI O] Wi dutd o8 vhetsict

3. 80{9 H9

1) B34 :
2 dFME A%RE AL SANSE Be A
gomA RGN BANGL PP AAE

iy

ARz A A13E AlE

2) FRBAY 87
BRUEAYOI BFAIAL AN 23 2 2

B399 wle WeR mPtsoled Hedsd A
G3t A%l FUHAES o] AAH ALold FHHe
hde X, ZAJIEE Fv Ao g TzaYo]

tH(Westberg, 1990). £ @d7lr= Djupe(1991)7}
78dH3t ‘Parish Nurse Program Questionnaire' <}
Hwang(2000)2] ‘w9 mpPsAld 83F2AVE 3
Tk 2 A7t AFZA BA £ - BAF 2T
ZEEARdel g duba ael wRtIAl] g FY
AY 2 7ldge 92E 38T E -4°‘°]'t RezA
57t BE4E kA 29t 58 A& 9n
Eig=

k-

=
Mo
rak

B
}O‘l

—h‘}% HEHoZ AAA H7Ad e B
stt}. Florence Nightingale(1986)< <l
CAIRIA ) AN S oA ZA=2 olast
takel Alalell tigh 27 o opvzk dA LT
FEAAF TS ZxEGT. BY A3ClE
Fol&, tEATF, ITAF At AA HA
o] A4g Ao AR ItHJohnson,

>
2 o
- )
3
N>

-

.o
A

‘Fex

H'(?jl].mlomlo
o F
S

2
i-3
v}

E}—O

s}

1990).

71559 dAle}l o] AR 2k3e] HAHMcDemott,
1993) 479 #Hzxo A4 2wt A AREHA
o avE Al IE sl o} ARFER 83
o EB¥gton 23z wASg JAHez ERYG
(Rome 16:1~2: Kim, 1996). 9AIEoZ 715w &
e o oW VEERTE WA At Fosis
o, 2oiad AEPE AFAEe S3e
< AA A

19601t Fwtell v}= Illinois & Park Ridged
Lutheran 3] Westberg®Ahs A7k tlghd oA
152k 8 AdAFE A dd ogte] A8 =
713, ;37 Aol Hol didAiA AU A7

zog w2

g AgsnA nPREAdelde AZE ARwY B
g A2AYY. & @7t aPase AfAEE A
A wyow AR nASS £ vhg, T2n
Jol HANEE FE FAVIVe] d4¥L e Roz

WAt Rold ol mael Qe FA E8F A
%9 Aol PPt Aoz AH Az Rol o,
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AldiA g Aolet HAlth(Westberg, 1990).

A APAle AgE Hgez s 539 e
vtgro 2 gl ojmetel zglo wigh 9&o| gilent,
238 E3a} AMgsle Fael doje st HE
oj7t Mgt #Hetel Qo] AleldlA EAWE mEF o
&5 3 doz AIEY ;g-"]"é‘ 7tHeA =olek. 1
% 1980 o] vl Aol AZojMo] GxAA <]
g &o] FE5HA el 51‘3173_70‘ Teldel 2do] o
AXA Sz, WE Zoldld AAAA #AEN
88 t3Ake o] did FEAE QA HAAUT
ol Azlol ol&ll 2t3AF} w3 B3RS} tiEo] w3 7
dozy APste AQAZ FAARPE A=dEAAe
A o] FHHR WolEAA A H:, o]l HFALY
e 42e FYsAHe 2RI A AFE
AcH(Solari-Twadell & Westberg, 1990).

PN NEEL A, A%, TN, B
azln wEREe] 5 He ¥HFE zed
(Bergquist & King, 1994). &, 7% Alde] o

ARe AR, FAR, ANE, A, 28 3
AZte A AYZEA] A& M), AE 2 =
E 4% A8 BAA] 2§52 ¥EPE mPEe)
A ARe F2Hoz AAH kg AuE T A
o2 AR, AAA, AR, BN A7l FHY A
7ol Egsjolobrt P},

IFNFAE oﬂoi 4 FAE 23RN XdEn
3E Moz w9l #elE F23rH(Westberg,
1990). PELZAE 7PZQZ H3E AX T AFHHo
FHE AR mQ), F shidel wAEdA XY
(wholeness)® Xf-(healing) & A
FS B2 A3 Ao},
AT MY BHEL 4Y
Bz APl B
= ‘“"«l °*“’4 QA%

ri

r

AYBAL 3 )

A
Az A @A 31‘4% g ?_"53’3}3’_ A7)
QoA AAAQJ HEE HLstn(Westberg, 1990),
Aqats) ABBAAGe] DL AL 2ED, AU
q A5 -’F 2] e Algolojol o} ==F mP

AEAE gAaAle o2 gl dald ERaAeE vl

T F2 AT Jled AYH TAHoZ AYE o
FRERE S FaIP oI

N BZAR] 712 57K 982 AdnEA, A
Q217 A2, ALBARESY Az, A GApE A
ol 47 ¢ &, WY A#AE dolFE FHA o
THWestberg, 1990: Djupe, Olson & Ryan,
1990). 22, IFLFANE ole} 2 dge & 2
317 Astd Al dEE #F #Estm ALsleiol
& oo},

ATAFARG ] gt AFATE AHEH McDemott2h
Burke(1993)= & didez st mptdAle &
g A7gA 10999 nPABAE F dERo] mpzt
SA 98-S FY3tr] A8l wa] Aol dsie, F
dole Yol8 AMgstm, AW o|io] tzREe i}
Ee AR E /A3 glen, 25%c O E dFEol
o] FHE /AT U BFTANY R 5L B
9 3, 29 ARAE(15%), A2 2&(14%), 277
Azt A3H(11%), AR (10%), 223 42(10%)
ol 939 WE22e oAlA(889), FAke
o2 AARAA(TTE), 7FENEA B FAZ2aY
(70%)ell, 7b4 A& Re s FR(15%)0lgn 2

2 s,

£ 2 vete] wPEARie w3 A AxE
2P Shin 5(1996)°] 7AW 50 wm3wmel
3oz AAR E3tsARie HaAdd] digd Al
A PR sAL el Al tiste] gake] 90.3%7F @
A s mgdM nPRIARE AAE F71E 95t
= Aoz Jvehton, mptaAlgle]l "asix] gtkn
TEE AR FeuAe A7 4.9%01h. 2T7RE
ARIE ANE AS JL:V}E*}P/] Aol s 71 7]
Wb =39 e YA 7 68.9%°I192, A7
A A7 62.2%, }t JL?J«I 7VE 62.2%, A
Zdoll Tk SulE AHE A7) 60.8% wolth YAt
A7t Gfol dAA B 27= 47 24.1%
o 25.4%% vl ¥ 7Y £EE Bk FAAY
AETELT WS B AZdmSeA g
64.9%. 1Y 2 A3 59.5%2 A o
e m&e7rt 7 wda, ARAICNME 7173
7l 63.8%. AgelAe Apde} & e 52.7%. 7H3
HE o7 dalMe FHa §HEFE fd dYs
58.9%, =773 dd YFAIAMeE LFAATI
54.9%, A5 WEdtel o8 slolFr] 54.3%, Azt

¢

tlo

tlo njo
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e 71EF7) 76.5% B°] A 2AMEAL.
199548 QAFFAZAN o d Em At
8.760.336M o2 Sevet AMale] 19.7%% ARsn
Ath(Lee, S. K. 1999: Lee, W. K, 1999). 23k
2% & 150013l FEE wQl o vlgo] A A
AT 9.7% & z2s] & ) 2F03IAIol B
A Augld o BYE WAGH w3l mytiAle
JAE] ANARANE Fdtd w3 A A9 dat
FHe AEAAe] 3} 8L 23 Aty A%
FAAL, A/E B3t SAHJEE e o =F
AEg 3o V3HELY g veride IuRA
Bz A 71 & de T e 4] B Aol
Atz "o},
ubd 2 AFeM e AJADIHAS 47 wrnE
A A o Bl wE E3AES gidem
o] WPLZAR]Y U 87 E
TAIANAE A g7 A7 712A8E AR

¢

oK

R

M. 97 ChAL O o7 by
1. At
B A7 dF daxse] a7ztsalgd] tg o

4 275 2Pl o 7 AL Lohus] 9
& Ned zAkdpoloh

2. AFUY

B AREs BAAe] &) sHs Z alm mdd E2
g m3le] EaE 9oz o
3. ARETF

& A7l A4E =7e AYPATFY Djupe(1990)
7} 794§ ‘Parish Nurse Program Questionnaire’
9} Hwang(2000)9] (mlel a73A 28 3
k] 2 A7t 479 EHe 9A $A%d 3
2y 5o AEItA AHEE FEl] AMgsigd. A

Ae T2} rzstd ¥ 612¥oR FAsf gick

Mo 1o

4. X7

+
ik

XAk E R A A13W A1

£ A7 A5 F£3 7172 20019 798 1¢€%H 8
2 3197 gen, A=A} 38S Al d19
53$ Agstn AZFAYS A% do N3P
F2Al 29 1,00070 mFe] 1,200%% tiAdAEol
Al ANEEE T8l $Ho st 29887}
S eEd ot (B4E 8%), AT FHd R o8
§ Aosta 96571 B A3 HEEA AR AMSH
At

5. MEXNZ| I MUY

3) WA mrRZARIC] e Ak ..7E Wl
Zo} WP gz BAMsY

4) W3A7Y 71hske mrsAte] dgddgd k3
87 BTH ZEAAE A

5) A7t Zlddhe mTdaAle] dgdddE 1A
2 Zzoe Wge HAM BEUANZ EY
3ot

6) gzl A 54 2 AFwsle] A 4% mF
A g by e pel BAIE - test
2 A3

7) WA Al 54 E AFaslel A 54% m7
25AL nBAGTY] BAE x> testE AZFE
k.

6. A7 Mgt
© A 2z S3AtE ddes
R, A 2w Feiglenz o B I
g we AFE v|stdof Ik
V. o+ Zo
1. tigxtel H &4

Aot A BEdoz A EZ37", ma)y

- 185 -



RATNEE BolE AY 2 Y AEUE =
tach oidate] W d3e 50.3518.494]0]H,
-49M|7} 419 (42.7%) 2.2 73 2kt dAdAbe
AL HF 17.00+£9.91d0]1%100, 169 o]’dol
4478(45.8%) 0. & 714 wskth

gaAtel w3l AEe Hdwmdxirt 91%(94.8%)

o2 tREoyrt. mPRtEe] Wl SolE Ayl ¢
E 297t 839(86.5%)0191em, Bof & Hgo] Je
797} 13%(13.5%) ®o|qlc},
FH AFUGR B]lo] Az AR A e F
Holthrt 439 (44.8%)2 7P 23, BBty
389(39.6%), =$Foirt 12%(12.5%), WEHoth
7} 3W(3.1%)9] . &olAK Table 1).

AN
i Hm
m\m

>

=
of
N

4

o

g

rlo

A Rshe w3)el AYAEARE 191 A7 257 (26.0%)
2 7% Bk, 399 A7) 24%(25.0%). 2%190 A
27t 16%(16.7%). 490 7A%7F 12%(12.5%), 59
7497 10%(10.4%), 6310140 B57F 998(9.4%)
oz vehdt. #F 2MmASE 1009 skt 34
9(35.4%) 2 74 Btk A SAA] EHRleE B

ARl AS7) 5TH(59.4%) .2 7H Bten, Z1eH(A

T4 S5)7F 319(32.3%), HA=AL 8%
3%)9] oItk Y ARTH Z2aYeRE =
Amrl 659(67.7%) 2.2 713 Bgton, Aojedsdm
108 (10.4%), 84x7t 99(9.4%), =xAdm
5% (5.2%) ©lAtKTable 2.

o o

=

7
7

-

3. CHAXbel mPtE Aol CHst €2ty 27

dApudalel mERsAe did U4Ekd eTE
Atglel deAT AAAES B A, mTREAKeY
oo P Q4L Basjtlrt 52%(54.2%) 22 7t
4 ggken w9 Basithrt 40%(41.7%) 22 B2
stk @3 AUt 2% 95.8%% Jehdth w7zt
FAYY AAYEE o] HFee AF AAsAd
7b 87%(90.6%) 22 7VF gted, & AAlsHckt
78(7.3%) 225 A o ge] itk 90.6% 2 v+
A Ve m7tsAg F oaTdsste dde
Afez wpEAte pEoAlolA BHEERICZIL 69
W(71.9%)°], AYAGHozEe 27H(28.1%)°] ¥
son HERE dPe FF(ALEADe] 424
(41.8%)22, f°l 53%(55.2%) 22 veyrt. 1
3 BPREAE AR 29 o3 3ot 851
(88.5%)°], §lth7t 118 (11.5%)°] &% oz v
ebgtiK Table 3).

rr

(Table 1) Chracteristics of Subjects (N=96)
Characteristics Classicification N (%) Mean * SD
> 39 8 (83
40-49 41 (42.7) .
Age(year) 50-59 27 (28.1) 50.35 = 8.49
(60 20 (20.8)
1-5 11 (11.5)
6-10 12 (12.5) .
Pastoral career (year) 11-15 29 (30.2) 17.00 = 9.91
(16 44 (45.8)
. Senior pastor 91 (94.8)
Duty in church Junior pastor 5( 5.2)
Inf " i<h . yes 13 (13.5)
nformation on parish nursing o 83 (86.5)
very good 12 (12.5)
) good 43 (44.8)
Perceived health status moderate 38 (39.6)
not good 3(3.1
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4. CHARP} 7|0k EZhaAle| dEtodoiy

292 2 %o,

PERE R s B

2

dﬂ*ﬂf’-c’iq 3.98%1.094,
ZAasddsy 3.81

A134 A1z

g

A7 Zldshe 2RI AY] d8dg9d s +1.12%, 1}%1/*}7(}-1- °3‘—"'% 3.75%£1.12%, MAH3
87 ATV (E2H2F)GFe] 4.02+1.11F38 2P 3.75+1.144, dgNH A £ <udd
(Table 2) Characteristics of Churches (N=96)

Characteristics Classification N (%)
1 25 (26.0)
2 16 (16.7)
3 24 (25.0)
Numbers of church staff 4 12 (12.5)
5 10 (10.4)
(6 9 (9.4)
) 100 34 (35.4)
101-200 19 (19.8)
201-300 79 (17.7)
Numbers of church member 301-400 5 (5.9)
401-500 4 (4.2)
{ 501 17 (17.7)
pastor 57 (59.4)
The person in charge of health problem missionary 8 (8.3
others 31 (32.3)
eldery 65 (67.7)
. medical mission 9 (9.4)
Health program in church hadicapped 10 (10.4)
homeless people 5(5.2)
others 7(17.3)
Presbyterian{Kosin) 28 (29.2)
Presbyterian{Tonghap) 17 (17.7)
. Presbyterian(Hapdong) 22 (22.9)
Denomination Holiness 8 (8.3
Baptist 10 (10.4)
others 19 (11.5)

(Table 3) General demands of parish nursing services and hiring plan of parish nurse

(N=96)
Variables N (%)

high 40 (41.7)
Needs of parish nursing moderate 52 (54.2)
low 4 (4.2)
immediately 7(17.3)
. . if the circumstance permit 80 (83.3)
Enforcement plan of parish nursing not et 8 (83)
no plan 1 (1.0
- . full time duty 27 (28.1)
Hiring plan of parish nurse part time duty 69 (71.9)
. pay free 42 (44.8)
Salary plan of parish nurse salaried 53 (55.2)
Engagement intension of parish nurse ves 85 (88.5)
no 1 (11.5)
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3.69+1.214, /Mdgdd 3.51+1.3149 o=
vebych @4, ol AAY HAAsrE 3.79+0.914
ojlerm HFE ol riddte dTL AU
3 DA n &, AZAD, FALELE, dF3 2T
2215 449 570 FHoIAKTable 4).

5. CH&XIZE 7|dists 7
HUuzT

Aol Syl 7H

ArUdArt ldske RPtEAL] qEdqdE 7
A FES dvEw 1:}——4)( Zo ¢ %Z_i(:z*ﬂl*
Z3)FFeM e dF AAFTEA(3.17£0.823) <
&4 93 34)(3.08£0.94%)7F =A ‘—}E}‘;l—"—f’i. Fsl
#A 32 ARFGAMe EFAA(3.18+£0.78%4)7F 7P
Ewton ooz AW @ FPFHL(3.09£0.79%)
7h, A SR E P HE(3.0510.83d)
o], dAHZu&dgoiMe BIHEBRE(3.15+0.78

(Table 4) Roles of parish nurses the
required by subjects

21(3.02+0.647%) o},
73EA(3.22%0.744)7} 7V8 A YeharKTable 5.

A FFEHANM &

(N=96)
Roles Mean*SD Ranking

Individual counseling 3.51+1.31 8
Individual health education 3.75%1.14 6
Group health education 3.81%£1.12 4
Health screening 3.98%£1.09 2
Home visiting 3.97£1.16 3
Consultation on medical facility 3.69+1.21 7
Hospice care 4.02%1.11 1
Spiritual care 3.62%1.37 9
Organizaion of volunteer groups 3.75%1.12 5
Total 3.79+0.91

A7b AQAZESYHAN e AHBE(3.13+0.77
A7), AB7IE 2 € hidgeM e HYds A

AN A

(Table 5) Nursing needs expectéd the subject according to parish nurse’s role (N=96)
Role Classification M * 8D Classification M £ SD
physical problem 3.22 £0.74 hyperthermia 3.00£0.88
Individual psychological problem 2.98£0.90 complications of disease 3.0910.79
crciunsell religious problem 2.56%+1.06 Type home 3.05+0.83
work problem 2.29%0.96 | ¢ teleph 2 89+0.92

ng family problem 2.40£0.99 | .. e ephone e
f?ir:rl]g grr:blem 2'34+0'94 visiting hospital 2.84%0.95
R check BT & BP 3.18%0.78
nutrition 2 86+0.01 personal hygiene 2.72£0.94
physical exercise 3.0210.80 bedsore prevention 2.87£0.97
Individual safety 2.9010.90 {Home nutrition management 2.70%0.98
health  thermal regulation 2.7610.84 |care physical therapy 2.86%0.88
education medication 2.80+0.98 [services wound care 2.91£0.93
treatment of medical problem 3.13%0.77 medication 2.81+0.99
stress management 3.08%0.85 hyperthermia 2.79%1.01
complications of disease 3.0910.79

ti 3.01£0.95
z:rrzcsesr rﬁ;ivae;rf:m 3.12+0.77 Consultation hospital 3.0210.64
psychiatric disease 2 8740 9¢ |on medical health agency 2.8810.92
Group safety 2 86+0 92 |facility wellfare facility 2.8610.94
health physical exercise 2.90%£0.94 -

education management of chronic illness 3.15%0.78 symptomatlc care 3.1710.82
first aids 2.96+(0.94 |Hospice spiritual preparation 3.08£0.94
nutrition 2.72+(0.99 |care funeral guidance 2.3910.98
sex education 2.79+0.96 consolation of bereaved family 2.6811.01
BP 3.18%0.78 pray . 3.09+0.90
temperature, pulse, respitation 3.07x0.78 | . reading Bible 3.03%0.92
Health  proteinuria 2 9610 89 |Spiritual sing a hymn 2.9710.91
screening anemia 2.93+(.90 |care support with Words 2.80£0.98
glucosuria 2.94+0.94 refer to church staff 2.8910.95
blood sugar 3.04+0.88 reter to volunteer 3.19%0.70

- 188 -



6. ChAxiel & &
ZbE ALl B YUsky Q7o)

A gl AlR2W3E|e

(=3

A7t A SAT mPREARI B Lk

87T EAR]Y Hay A
AZ3 A7 {3 AN JEe Re=Z Jehd ¥
1At Table 6-1). A7t AlFw3e A &4

fo

&, AAe=z)ete] #A

B PR AGC HE dird e (aTiEAeie 2

24 A%, AN)se BAE
A7} gl Aoz et ¥l

a7
2 HX
E’i’:

o gt Al

543 #EA nd
1 237, a7dsste dAgoire) B

a2 A=

ZEEDIE:
S

°1-' r¥

z¢ 2% f
12 UK Table 6-2).

w39 M K4z uy

‘?d

AR5 A A138 A1E

L Yool AAE HEFH A3t R A e
Aoz veht ¥Ae gt Table 7-1).

AruldAr AlFwslel A B9 metEAl 284
o] FAE BAMG Zn, mtIAbe] A ¥}
By f 2uoeke] fAE ASE A fod
TAZY sl Aoz Jehd HA-L gAKTable 7-2).

v.1 #

£ AFel 0478 FHo2 Aurd o3 gl

A, B EAIG te deads dHdte BIa
= d7ude 95.8%2 Jelton, w4
Alg 9=rt Qe EslAlE 90.6%2 EA YEst) o
23 A 9T - ZERAY BIzle] %Itz @y
dlell &3 Kim 5(1996)9] diolM= AldA e
/30] 94.6%, w3dzrio] HFed £35S HAstn

(Table 6-1> The relationship between characteristics of subjects and general demands of

parish nursing services (N=96)
Necessity Intention of operation
Variables Classification Yes No Yes No
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)

> 39 8 (100.0) . 8 (100.0) .

40-49 38 (92.71) 3(17.3) 38 (192.7) 3(1.3)
Age 50-59 26 ( 96.3) 1(37 23 ( 85.2) 4 (14.8)
(year) (60 20 (100.0) . 18 ( 90.0) 2 (10.0)

1’ 2.251 1.982

P .690 739

1-5 11 (100.0) . 11 (100.0) .
Pastoral 6-10 10 ( 83.3) 29 (16.7) 9 (75.0) 3 (25.0
career 11-15 28 ( 96.6) 1(3.4) 27 (93.1) 2(6.9
(year) (16 43 (197.7) 1(23) 40 ( 90.9) 4 (9.1
year ;

x 5.607 4.800

P 132 187

Senior pastor 88 (96.7) 3(3.3) 83 ( 91.2) 8(8.8)
Duty in Junior pastor 4 80.0) 1 (20.0) 4 ( 80.0) 1 (20.0)
church x° 3.312 101 :

P 195 .395

yes 13 (100.0) : 13 (100.0) :
Information on no 79 ( 95.2) 4 (4.8) 74 ( 89.2) 9 (10.8)
parish nursing 2?2 654 1.551

P .553 605

very good 12 (100.0) . 12 (100.0) .

good 40 ( 93.0) 3(1.0 38 ( 88.4) 5 (11.6)
Perceived mederate 37 (97.4) 1(2.6) 34 ( 89.5) 4 (10.5)
health status not good 3 (100.0) . 3 (100.0) .

xt 172 1.868

P 631 .600
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(Table 6-2) The relationship between characteristics of churches and general demands of

parish nursing services (N=98)
Necessity Intention of operation
Variable Classification Yes No Yes No
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)

1 23 (92.0) 2 (8.0 23 (92.0) 2 (8.0

2 6 (100.0) . 15 ( 93.8) 1(6.3)

3 23 ( 95.8) 1(4.2) 21 ( 87.5) 3 (12.5)
Numbers of 4 12 (100.0) . 11 (91.7) 1(8.3)
church staff 5 10 (100.0) - 10 (100.0) .

(6 8 (88.9) 1(11.1) 7(77.8) 2 (22.2)

2’ 3.659 3.314

P 599 652

) 100 32 (94.1) 2(5.9 30 ( 88.2) 4 (7.8

101-200 18 (1 94.7) 1(5.3) 17 ( 89.5) 2 (10.5)
Numbers of 201-300 17 (100.0) . 16 ( 94.1) 1(5.9)
church members 301-400 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0)

401-500 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0)

( 501 16 (94.1) 1( 5.9) 15 ( 88.2) 2 (11.8)

1’ 1.564 1.548

P .906 .908

pastor 54 (94.7) 3(5.3) 50 ( 87.7) 7 (12.3)
The person in missionary 8 (100.0) . 7 ( 87.5) 1 (12.5)
charge of health others 30 ( 96.8) 1(3.2) 30 (96.8) 1(3.2)
problem x? .588 2.038

P .745 361

eldery 62 ( 95.4) 3(4.6) 59 ( 90.8) 6 (9.2

medical mission 30 ( 96.8) 1(3.2) 28 (90.3) 3097
Health hadicapped & homeless . . : .
program in church no program : : :

x’ .101 .005

P 611 .605

Presbyterian(Xosin) (96.4) 1(3.6) 26 ( 92.9) 2 (7.1

(Tonghap) ( 94.1) 1(5.9 16 (194.1) 1(5.9

Denomination " (Hapdong) 21 (95.5) 1(4.5) 17 ( 77.3) 5(22.7)

Holiness & baptist 28 ( 96.6) 1(34) 28 ( 96.6) 1(34)

x’ 196 6.224

P 978 101
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(Table 7-1) The relationship between general demands of parish nursing services and

hiring plan of parish nurse

(N=96)

Hiring plan of parish nurse  Salary plan of parish nurse  Intention of engagement of

parish nurse

Variables Cassification Full time Part time Payfree Salaried Yes No
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
> 39 4 (50.0) 4( 50.0) 5 (62.5) 3 (37.5) 8 (100.0)
40-49 0 (24.4) 1 (75.6) 19 (46.3) 2 (53.7) 7 (90.2) 4 (9.8)
Age 50-59 5 (18.5) 22 (81.5) 14 (51.9) 13 (48.1) 22 (81.5) 5 (18.5)
(year) (60 8 (40.0) 12 (60.0) 5 (25.0) 15 (75.0) 18 (90.0) 2 (10.0)
IS 4.804 4.800 2.511
P 187 .308 041
1-5 3(21.3) 8 (72.7) 7 (63.6) 4 (36.4) 10 (90.9) 1(9.1)
Pastoral 6-10 3 (25.0) 9 (75.0) 3 (25.0) 9 (75.0) 10 (83.3) 2 (16.7)
11-15 9 (31.0) 0 (69.0) 14 (48.3) 5 (51.7) 6 (89.7) 3 (10.3)
ia:g (16 12 (27.3) 32 (7127) 19 43.2) 25 (56.8) 39 (88.6) 5 (11.4)
Y % 199 3.669 417
P 978 099 937
Senior pastor 6 (28.6) 65 (71.4) 40 (44.0) 1 (56.0) 1 (89.0) 10 (11.0)
Duty in Junior pastor 1 (20.0) 4 (80.0) 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0) 4 (80.0) 1 (20.0)
church 12 172 .493 .379
P .566 401 463
Information  ves 6 (46.2) 7 (53.8) 6 (46.2) 7 (53.8)  13(100.0)
on no 21 (25.3) 62 (74.7) 7 (44.6) 46 (55.4) 72 (86.7) 1(13.3)
parish 22 2.418 011 1.946
nursing P 113 573 183
very good 2 (16.7) 0 (83.3) 5 (41.71) 7 (58.3) 10 (83.3) 2 (16.7)
Perceived good 1 (25.6) 32 (74.4) 22 (51.2) 21 (48.8) 39 (90.7) 4(9.3)
health moderate 2 (31.6) 26 (68.4) 15 (39.5) 23 (60.5) 33 (86.8) 5 (13.2)
status nozt good 2 (66.7) 1 (33.3) 1 (33.3) 2 (66.7) 3 (100.0)
x 3.346 1.347 1.014
P 341 718 798
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(Table 7-2) The relationship between characteristics of churches and hiring plan of parish nurse

(N=96)

Variables

Hiring plan of parish
nurse

Salary plan of
parith nurse

Intention of engagement
of parish nurse

Classification

Full time Part time Payfree Salaried Yes No
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
1 8 (32.0) 17 ( 68.0) 15 (60.0) 10 (40.0) 23 (92.0) 2 (8.0
2 4 (25.0) 12 (75.0) 5 (31.3) 11 (68.8) 15 (93.8) 1(6.3)
3 6 (25.0) 18 ( 75.0) 8 (33.3) 16 (66.7) 20 (83.3) 4 (16.7)
Numbers of 4 3 (25.0) 9 (175.0) 6 (50.0) 6 (50.0) 10 (83.3) 2 (16.7)
church staff 5 3 (30.0) 7 (70.0) 4 (40.0) 6 (60.0) 10(100.0) .
(6 3(33.3) 6 (66.7) 5 (55.6) 4 (44 .4) 7(11.8) 2 (22.2)
x? 575 5.445 4.007
P 989 .364 548
Y 100 8 (23.5) 26 (76.5) 19 (55.9) 15 (44.1) 29 (85.3) 5147
101-200 59 (26.3) 14 ( 73.7) 8 (42.1) 11 (57.9) 17 (89.5) 2 (10.5)
Numbers of 201-300 5 (29.4) 12 ( 70.6) 6 (35.3) 11 (64.7) 16 (94.1) 1 (5.9
church 301-400 . 5 (100.0) 2 (40.0) 3 (60.0) 4 (80.0) 1 {20.0)
members 401-500 1 (25.0) 3 (75.0) 2 (50.0) 2 (50.0) 4(100.0) .
( 501 8 (47.1) 9 ( 52.9) 6 (35.3) 11 (64.7) 15 (88.2) 2 (11.8)
x? 5.391 3.077 1.769
P 370 688 .880
The person in pastor 16 (28.1) 41 (711.9) 28 (49.1) 29 (50.9) 49 (86.0) 8 (14.0)
charge of missionary 5 (62.5) 3(37.5) 2 (25.0) 6 (75.0) 8(100.0) .
health others 6 (19.4) 25 (80.6) 13 (41.9) 18 (58.1) 28 (90.3) 11 (9.7
problem x? 5.856 1.802 1.505
P 054 .406 471
eldery 17 (26.2) 48 (73.8) 27 (41.5) 38 (58.5) 57 (87.7) 8 (12.3)
medical mission 3 (33.3) 6 (66.7) 6 (66.7) 3 (33.3) 8 (88.9) 1 (111
Health hadicapped 1 (10.0) 9 (90.0) 5 (50.0) 5 (50.0) 9 (90.0) 1 (10.0)
program in homelss 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0) 2 (40.0) 3 (60.0) 5(100.0) .
church no program 3 (42.9) 4 (57.1) 3 (42.9) 4 (57.1) 6 (85.7) 1 (14.3)
x? 5.135 2.186 170
P 274 702 942
Presbyteriam(Kosin) 8 (28.6) 20 (71.4) 16 (57.1) 12 (42.9) 26 (92.9) 2(17.1)
(tonghap) 7 (41.2) 10 (58.8) 5 (29.4) 12 (70.6) 15 (88.2) 2 (11.8)
Denomination (hapdong) 7 (31.8) 15 (68.2) 8 (36.4) 14 (63.6) 17 (77.3) 5(22.7
Holiness & Baptist 5(17.2) 24 (82.8) 14 (48.3) 15 (51.7) 27 (93.1) 2(6.9)
2’ 3.283 4.128 3.864
P 350 .248 277
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- Abstract -

The Demands on Parish Nursing
Services by Pastors in Busan*

Sohn, Sue Kyung"”* - Kang, Kyung Ja**
Lee, Ji Hyun*" - Lee, Young Eun**
Park, Choon Hwa™*

The purpose of this study was to provide the
basic resources for developing a parish nursing
program. We did this by investigating what
demands were made on the parish nursing
service by the parishes or churches under
review. The subjects of this study were 96

pastors located throughout the City of Busan.

NP (New paragraph) ») We conducted our
research by utilizing a modified version of the
study created by Hwang (2000) and by using
the help of prior research and professionals
gathered from the parish nurse questionnaire by
Djupe (1990).

The data in this study were collected from
July 1 to Oct. 31, 2001, using the questionnaire
method. The Data were analyzed by:

(a) frequency:

(b) percentage:

(c) mean:

(d) standard deviation, and x*test with SPSS/PC

program.
The study has found the follows:
1. For subjects making demands on the parish

nursing service, 95.8% were in need of using

the services of parish nurses. On the demands

* This research was supported by the research fund of
Basic & clinical science and Research Institute of
Wholistic Nursing Science, Kosin University

** Professor, Dept. of Nursing Science, Kosin University
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of parish nursing service for the subjects, 95.8%
the necessity of parish nursing services. And
they answered by their intention of asking for

parish nursing service practice.

2. Of the subjects under review, 71.9% were
part-time workers and 28.1% were full-time
employees 71.9% of part time and 28.1% of full
times duty. In terms of the method of pay for
work, 41.8% were pay free or freelance while
51.2% were on salary. And engagement intention
of parish nurse as preacher was 88.5%.

3. The demand for nursing services in various
categories were as follows.

(a) hospice care : (4.02 1.11),

(b) health screening : (3.98 1.09),

(c) home visiting : (3.97 1.16),

(d) group health education : (3.81 1.12),

(e) organization of volunteer groups :
(3.75 1.12),

(f) individual health education : (3.75 1.14),

(g) advice on choosing hospital or hospital
consultation : (3.69 1.21) and

(h) individual counseling * (3.51 1.31).

4. In terms of the specific services rendered
by parish nurses, our study found that services
were needed for the following:

physical symptom management: preparation

before death in spiritual preparation for death,

blood pressure check in health examination,
home visiting where the patient makes phone
call, management of chronic disease in group
health education, disease management in
individual health education, advice on choosing
hospital, or ,hospital consultation: and physical

problems in individual counseling.

5. With respect to whether there was a
correlation between what church a pastor came
from and the types of demands made, there was
NO significant difference found.

6. In relation to the characteristics of the
subjects and their church and the hope demands
(duty pattern and method of payment and
engagement intention of parish nurse as
preacher) for parish nurses, these had non

significant differences.

In conclusion, the perception of parish
nursing service is very high. Moreover, we found
that there is a great demand for well ordered
parish nursing services to promote the health of
each congregation. Before doing so, it would be
better to make things known and to consider
the relevant characteristics shown in the
researched results.

Key words Pastor, Demands of Parish
Nursing Services
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