LA = TSI 2L 3 o e F ATA 27F] A
g 2o FAH ANSS AT T XA
AT So] ¢ro] wANIEs} Z7iE 3 glon, Ao FE AAY Fleh ol2 A3 PFAFIA R
547 T dHE fFAS] wEel gz 3 wm ol et AE FEHE S o et
dolrhs B9 47F B3 vk =Y AFEEQY 1, 2 Aod s AEre] P 2Pla B SRS ST
92 A8t Yol(Kim, Ro, & Choi, 2000), <€) It Harris, 1998; Treacy & Mayer, 2000). “FX.
dat 2713, Ageh sl g AdHE HAEd o] #5 FAZ dtoly BHAAIS 2 31 (Mishel,
So] o] Zrheo] gtk 7tEARE ¢ AL o) 1981), thAjek eabaAel #4ds F7 Eth(Johnson,
B FAeMRE Aol oA AEE BT e Lauver & Nail, 1989).
Aol o)27174A] thkdl 7tE e TE AR gRkel A up2ba] oF 7L Aol Al BEF G & oigat
A Heg 7 AR5 7tz aTo] AZHoz tAs|ok I g8l tigh 28-S Y] fleiME o s &
s}, de AEE e sn 0sAks W) S4de w
2E# 2~ gLo]2oA  Lazarus®  Folkman(1984) 2 ARoFUES &3 ol HHI HRE AT
< JHQlE Adsta e Aol ¥l Wt A 5E FYlor gk aHy ¢ EAELS Fo
w dojuhal gl ¥S & olsista 2 A g & 3 AEE AR VEolu tE Ao ziY o
A9 7S A7) 9% RS Fega s 2 glen, oF EAeA e wg 49 W 13
Lewis(1987)% 7jgle] ARzleilAl 87 43s 243 Absh Bate] Azbellm o7k Sl oz uEhwth
7] 918k A8 AF oz A =T 3% (Griffiths & Leek, 1995 Shin, 1995). gt hxt
th ¢ IAEL ATS W Fo f)go & Wow o AroT7y wSade A JAH G, Ay
Aol ReF Jge W] st YRE Fow T, AEH AR, ARl HE B4, Adel i
Aale] e AT 4 ks AZe ate Ho o 3 AMA ukS(Fredette, 199002 Wd=te] ¥, o
&5 W tH(King & Hinds, 1998). B, wsE, AW, AW, B e #-o] 3l
Agstn A FRE RS0 Y= At AtHDerdiarian,  1987a;  Luker et al, 1995
g3 5 YuE woFo] Bolk 98 04 TE E Deane & Degner, 1993, Hur, 2000). w2hd 2t&

+ @A el Gkt A7t
s QRS AF-ojmhee dE st
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Ae 82 AR1e dE a7 JRQFE APFajordt
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& Al R QT AR 9 AF7E WA 4 F
2 ool AH e ZAKDerdiarian, 1987a)¢F
o #xl e AReF FANGalloway et al,
1997; Graydon et al, 1997), <t $xle] HHEHQ
T A ZAe F Axole] IABilodeau &
Degner, 1996; Degner et al, 1997), Z1g]it =%
Akl oF BAEe] wSeT  wa(Griffiths &
Leck, 1995) To] Hol lou Iudlxde o €A
Qo gk A TAL ALY AzZhs Hw
(Kim et al, 19398+ A} {4 Axpe] HArRQF
ZAHHur, 20000 77} e ARE I 4 xS
Ao = 3 AR QI AV} -é 2 #Hoh

mEb B Ao 5AE 9 oA A FR
£ AF3] A% 712 ARE A7) A8 o A9 A
BT Y& AEE ZARRH] Adteln 745 53
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T't_"—lo
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ATE ¢ B gRaTe] gsel ARARE

2. Achat
B Aot 20009 72 19%H 79 3197
WA 27 FFE] Qaska AL SJeE WES o

4 2RV S ATEH0] Folsn A%
Yee olale 4 e Re wel B

3. AFESF

B d3o =7E  Hur(200007}  Galloway 5
(1997)0] MEe E1Z 722 slo] faket sake A
BT AMAS S8 MEst =45 A o 3x1e] A

Foll sHAl +£4 B ASE Hur(2000) AT-ellA]
A" =79 AlFEE Cronbach a= 92 Aok &
A B e dxFoz A 2085 ol A
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k
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H]‘I‘LH &2 ¢ £
473 2 AHQTE Be 14%%2:1 TAEA. AE
879 ARRES A, o), U9, XNEFR, A8
g 2 e, X80 F g

olfr, AAIYAE, AAAH FE, 2o], ~EHZ~ #A, A
g, AxEdoem pAHRen 7t Bgd PP A
el & tixEy] flsted 8ol ‘g

A HBedkA Iy 1-7A 54 likert =R FALSIY
on Hh BEFE FRAW) 23S 9udith B
AFolx TFe] AFHEE Cronbach a= 9B5E U

_{
ol

S ARE 79 31971A] AA|
slgon AEEH WHe A7alel dATRzgo] Al
A RSl SxloA ATEZHS Ay

F A4 2EAE 2RI,

2) drd E47 AH T}l IS t-test, ANOVA,
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tdAre] gukd EAL <Table 1>3 2tk thixb=
Wb 33%46.2%), SAF 40 (A% eI eH,
o ABL RBAEEHA ; 1165 ¥ ; 257
o]ty WUKFELS X5%u &Y 29%(397%), AT
s £ BYELS%), T £ 119(15.1%),
g o] = 935(123%)e] EXE Ryt 71E9]
4 HEF 9L 9 9 wivko] 398 (G49%) 02 W
oS ARG, uintdo A ojuintyl Ate]7} 167
(21.9%), olfUdvtdex] Ahaeiel  Aolzb 9H(12.3%),
Adulukel 23171 79(9.6%) ©1ATh

tigAbe] ARk B3 FE QT BAE <Table
>3 Zoh Al e JRaFE FAHSE Fo%
zkel7b gilen, Am %Lﬁﬂoﬂ RS
AS Ho(r=-307, p<0b) ol BS4E
7b g Zlo g yeikth oAty wsFEod € 3
T FYd mE FReFE FAHSE {3 Aols
Holz] grokrt.

D didzre] 2w 54

odztel o HARLE o - Hgo] Zpzt
18H 27z 7 BRI, S7F 11%0151%),
aga 7leh 22%(301%) oleH, Zlele 2k Al
A B, AeAE, 93, o, #@, wF, axF
ohoodAte] o Y & B3 7R 823704¥@
2 1271, H.M ; 28401, o] F 12709 oy
AL 6oHoR 80%E AASATE AEsWY F W
ARD XEE e tiPE 29%(39.7%), WA 9k
gzl 4478(60.3%) clem™, ¢ Faye 73
H(100%) 25 RBEIth<Table 2>.

el
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o]
el

]:H om

OdAte] oF Xk & 7|7t W2 HE QT

A & 7|71 T BAoAe HIE
g o Ag 3 717k W7 Y2 -84/h9d)
EFA127D)7F HEEY o =ZAR23) YEhgte
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v, 19 olule] iy} oo HA 89%E AHA|
stEE B AFddAe o @ ol tidA F 15
F7b viszsAl Al a9 g & I ola}, 37l
A 671, 6/gollA 12719)eE re] of e &

217k W AR QTS wwsict 1 Ay A 183
o] ZAIFOZ F23t 2lol= UAT<Table 3>.

7} 1o FERAT Y Bl wE 4 =95
A% 23, o I § 30E ol gt M E A
B7IE A, AAER Aol e, ‘Al
b AT, ‘As FF, Aol Tk, g A
THE L}E‘r‘xhﬂr. 36709 thigAtelA = A 7hsAd
I A, A8RAE g B, As F #, A8 F

F, ARZIERN A7, g 9ol TFHUC
6-1270 Al A3AF H o] &, A
o] bsAdH A, AR F B, ol A, A=
717b &Rt A71B7E EFE AT o] o] K g rIRE
Bt A1pelst Ao P Aae) digk re
TE 4 &9 59 olHe 872 A 7 BFelA EF
sqau ABAES ol Bef, Am FH, Al s

= F ol xFEen,
=

BHog7h WA U2 BEE 2EHE #e)
AR, AR W, 4 dRellern, 3-67/14
Ate] ti/FAtoN A A ET Aol BElel Wg JEe
77 e F TRo W33, 6-120Y didAelAE
‘el AL W FEeFvF v F TERA 47t
Sl YEbst

3) tidAte] oF A w9l e JRaT

dAke] oF B Bejol me PHeTE Hul A
o 7heAds Aol frieh WA - AR, A9 Al
aFztel felg AfolE YERITHE=3.00, p=.06).

7 3o Ara v Faghl ue °ﬁ =
A AA<Table 4>oME ARQT7E E& #
AUER, fleh SAlelAE ALl 7l~o—*éﬂ+
e FRagvt 7P w3, del TbeAd, A
F, AsRAE 2 e, AR F AL MJEI&M
B, 9 @Al Aw F o dele A Ao
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<Table 1> Characteristics of demographic and information needs

Variable Item n (%) Mean SD Range t/F T
Sex Male 33 (45.2) 4593 1723 - 5l
Female 40 ( 54.8) 4811 1774
Agelyr) 52.% 1165 57 307+
Education Elementary School 29 (1397 4041 1643
Middle School 11 (151 46.89 1810 2.51
High School 23 ( 315) 51.61 16.06
>College 9 (123) 5450 18.38
Monthly <100 39 (1549 4192 19.09
Income 100 - 200 16 ( 21.9) 51.75 1502 252
(Man won) 201 - 300 9 (123 56.25 11.99
>300 7( 96) 5467 12.89
x* p<0b
<Table 2> Characteristics of Disease of Sample (N=73)
Variable Item n (%) Mean SD Range
Cancer Sites Breast 18 ( 24.7)
Colon/Rectum 18 ( 24.7)
Stomach 11 ( 15.1)
Others 22 ( 30.1)
Time since Diagnosis (mon) 8.23 12.71 2-84
Chemotherapy Yes 73 (100.0)
No 0( 00
Radiation Tx Yes 29 ( 39.7)
No 44 ( 60.3)
<Table 3> Rank Ordering by Mean Ratings for Importance of Information Iltems according to
Time since Diagnosis
below 3mon 3 - 6mon 6 - 12mon
Information (n=25) (n=21) (n=19) F
mean rank mean rank mean rank
Self Care during Treatment 3.76 1 357 5) 356 5) 1.00
Healthy Food and Diet 376 1 319 10 379 1 8
Recurrence 372 3 405 1 379 1 33
Treatment Options 372 3 367 4 3.26 8 83
Metastasis 364 5 343 9 368 4 ES)
Etiology 364 5 357 5 311 12 16
Physical Activities 3.56 7 345 7 353 6 78
Reason of Tests 348 8 343 7 3.26 8 72
Follow up care 3.44 9 3.8 3 374 3 59
Stress Management 344 9 2.86 12 3.16 11 50
Side effects 340 11 400 2 353 6 92
Procedure of Tests 3.20 12 314 11 3.21 10 61
Self Help Group 3.20 13 262 13 2.16 14 1.03
Sexual counselling 2.56 14 2.10 14 2.33 13 29
Total 4852 4845 45.05 23
Age) AlsAn A%, AR/RMEG AvlB, AR 4, AR R, ARRAen v, A F v, A
T, WAH T FFo] TIHAG °o] F AEY BI1ZbE A7) #AY, AAH EF £F, AFAES
A5AH ABE A # mEe] EPALD, Aole] ks Ae] BeE T 2o EZRELT A 2ol BRaTl
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<Table 4> Rank Ordering by Mean Ratings for Importance of Information Items according to
Cancer Sites
Breast Stomach Colon/Rectum
Information (n=18) (n=11) (n=18) F
mean rank mean rank mean rank
Recurrence 461 1 3.60 3 350 3 3.00x
Metastasis 411 2 3.60 3 328 7 1.17
Treatment Options 411 2 3.30 7 3.39 5 1.25
Side Effects 411 2 330 7 361 1 1.23
Follow up care 406 5) 3.9 1 3.28 7 92
Reason of Tests 383 6 2.60 11 3.28 7 04
Etiology 333 6 3.00 10 317 1 115
Self Care during Treatment 3.60 8 350 5) 350 3 1.86
Stress Managemen 3.56 9 3.30 7 311 12 67
Physical Activities 328 10 350 3.39 B 06
Healthy Food and Diet 328 11 390 1 356 2 43
Self Help Group 3.00 12 2.50 12 2.28 14 29
Procedure of Tests 311 13 250 12 3.22 10 43
Sexual Counselling 250 14 2.00 14 2.56 13 78
Total 5058 4450 4511 50
x p<10
SE W82 AEEY 20, A, 4 gl A3t om  (Degner et al, 1997, Galloway et al,
A3 Aollen, AW x| Ae g2 Fo HiE 1997; Hur, 2000) ASFEO] HESFE AFAA
WAH S, AFAFL 2ol Bl gk AE o dig &S g IAY 2-E A3 E AL
A9 B A A olf, U - A = AR 5 AHlewis, 1987). T3 Fg0] & A}

1S
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(o,
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2

[
T

A Bt | tig AReTr) o=
= 2o uls) %=917F WA Uekh

WAIME Agto] FAHCR Foldte] Al
o7} Be4E AReFr ik ez eyt
(r=-307, p<05). ol Ho oz Ad w2 I
Ao A g7t dess ARevr w2 o=

i

BRyE T ATEY A3} Derdiarian,
Galloway et al, 1997)9} <& AHo=,
& e o BxSo] Aale] Xz}l BHP oA AT
Aol o HIFHoz st tHCassileth, Volckmar
& Goodman, 1930).

HIE B AFexes i3ty wgsE 2@ AAFEol
AR e FAFSE F3 AV Qe AR Y
Ehovt tig 9t ol da 4] Armukd A
o] AraTo] Fert AL E=A4 vEhgth o
Fol =2 ¢ FAEC] A Aol i

A7

N ws

o,

HE o

PEol dmAulag 2u AU wor, A4 An

Pole = Aoz RBIEHYHDerdiarian,

g Z=
& A T 7|zl w2 AR Q] 3 EA00 A
BE oA fFo5k xtol7t gller, 6-12704 of
IR FRQFVF e 7 TR 22 ZoF e
pi=n Derdiarian(1987b), Luker $(1995)3}
Hur (2000)8] d7eM= gk & 7|zto] ZojdfE
HEQ TV} fAadite Adel dXEnh ol ¢
T 27l o ol st
s B2 FHRaTI A
Al ALY g -4
sl WolEolx
1993), Aol e
k!

o5

g =
se BYe AP Ho} PRaTrt gane Ao
Az,
EG o A8 F /] Be gRaTe ANuee

Avng Ao R4 AE, ARIRFEY A7)
g7t Al 2RIN 277k ERkou), 34 ols v
ANE tE T RN gAbEe) mlsh st o],
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