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<Table 1> General characteristics of study population

Variables Frequency %

Male 158 289

Sex Female 33 71
30-39 81 148

Age level (year) %:gg ﬁ% %ﬁ
> 60 218 399

Elementary school 282 51.7

Education level Middle - high school 230 421
College H 6.2

Marital status Egs ﬁg 521381
<10 104 19.1

Duration of residence %8:%8 % igg
(year) 30-39 20 165
> 40 171 313

< 06 102 248

06-1.2 138 336

Income 12-18 63 166
{million won/month) 18-24 53 129
> 24 50 122

<5 86 187

Present job period ?;35 %% %?'17
>25 140 304

. Yes 327 599
Transportation No 219 40.1
No 376 708

Labour day (/week) 1-3 68 12.8
>4 87 164

0-4 8 155

Sedentary time(Hour/day) A i 26
> 11 60 114

Smoking P\I(gs igg 21383
. Yes 223 408

Alcohol drinking No 33 59.2
Chronic disease Egs %,g? gg
No 97 178

1 142 26.0

EQ-5D+ 9 106 194
3 104 191

> 4 97 178

*EQ-5D describes health status according to 5 dimensions which is metility, self-care, usual activity, pain/discomport
and anciety/depression.
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<Table 2> Distribution of social functions of study population

Variables Frequency %
No. of family in your neighborhood are  never 113 20.7
you well enough acquainted with, that 1 29 53
you visit each other in your homes 2 52 95
3 47 86
4 40 7.3
5-10 231 423
> 1 A 6.2
No. of close friends do you have -  never 132 24.2
people you feel at ease with and can 1 64 11.7
talk with about what is on your mind 2 &4 154
3 69 126
4 39 7.1
5-9 102 187
> 10 5 10.3
How often do you get together with  Less than 5 time a year 207 379
friends or relatives, like going out  About once a month to 5-10 times a year 115 21.1
together or visiting in each other’'s  2-3 times a month 5 137
home over a year’'s time ’ More than once a week 149 273
How often have you had friends over  Never 182 333
to your home during the past month Once a month 70 12.8
More than once a month 204 539
How often have you visited with  Never 178 326
friends at their home during the past  Less than 2-3 times 166 304
month More than once a week 202 370
How often were you on the telephone  Not at all 76 139
with close friends or relatives during  Once 33 6.0
the past month 2-3 times or once a week 138 253
Several times a week 142 26.0
Every dat 157 288
How well are you getting along with Better than usual 67 12.3
other people these days About the same 436 799
Not as well as usual 43 79
How often do you attended a religious Do not have any religion - 205 376
service during the past month Not at all 122 223
Once in the past month 58 106
2-3 times or once a week %) 46
More than once a week 36 6.6
Every day 100 183
How many voluntary groups or  Never 148 271
organizations do you belong to - like 1 % 174
church group, clubs or lodges, parents 2 B 180
groups etc. 3 Y 150
4 48 88
>5 is) 137
How active are you in the affairs on  Very active, attend most meetings 138 25.3
these groups or clubs you belong to Fairly active, attend fairly often 207 379
Not active, belong but hardly ever go 5%} 99
Do not belong to any groups or clubs 147 269
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<Table 3> Social functions score of study population by demographic feature

Variables Social function scores p-value
Male 24673 0.6622
Sex
Female 242479
30-39 27456 0.0001
Age level
40-49 26.1169
50-59 248174
> 60 219483
Elementary school 21979 0.0001
Education level Middle - high school 27.1+6.7
College 25.8+6.4
. Yes 24.8+7.3 0.0001
Marital status
No 22.7+¢89
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<Table 4> Social functions score of study population by socioeconomic feature

Variables Social function scores p-value
< 10 22978

Duration of residence ég:ég %gg? 02349
(vear) 30-39 248166
> 40 243184
< 06 21.1x79

(e onvmonth) 1215 oiss 0.0001
on worvmon 18-24 275165
> 24 21856
<5 24279

Present job period ?;25 ?ﬁié}f—i 05021
> 2 24379

Transportation gzs g?igg 0.0001
No 239479

Labour day (/week) 1-3 26975 0.0166
>4 24666
04 23479

Sedentary time(Hour/day) o 2680 00515
=11 26.0£7.1
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<Table 5> Social functions score of study population by health behavior

Variables Social function scores p-value
. Yes 23578
Smoking No A5+7 7 0.2082
. Yes 24775
Alcohol drinking No 241479 0.3799
. Yes 234483
Chronic disease No 248473 0.0406
No 216162
1 26.5+6.6
EQ-5D 2 23776 0.0001
3 23.0+83
>4 20179
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<Table 6> Multiple analysis of affecting factors on social functions scores

Variables Parameter estimate Standard error t-value p-value
Intercept 22.863 3415 6.69 0.0001
Transportation 2.710 0.865 313 0.0019
Income 0.666 0.338 197 0.0494
EQ-5D -0.763 0.291 -2.62 0.0092
Age -0.151 0.403 -0.37 0.7088
Education leve 0988 0.732 1.35 0.1774
Marital status -1.222 0963 -1.27 0.2054
Sedentary time -0.008 0.393 -002 09833
Labour days 0.180 0.441 041 0.6836
Chronic disease -0.713 0.763 -0.93 0.3510

Adj R-Sq = 0158
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<ABSTRACT>

Social Functions among Rural Residents using
the Rand Social Health Battery

Kun-Sei Lee* - Hyeong-Su Kim* - Soung-Hoon Chang* - Suekyung Park* -
Hee Jeong Choi** - Eun Mi Ham**

* Department of Preventive Medicine, College of Medicine, Konkuk University
** Department of Nursing Science, Konkuk University

This study was aimed to assess the social functions of rural residents and to identify factors related
with social function. This study conducted a survey using interview-type questionnaires with the Rand social
health battery, and measured social function and the related factors between August 21th and August 23th,
at 2001. The study subjects were 546 people (158 males, 388 females) living in Chungju-City. The social
functions of the subjects were very weak. 20.7 % of respondents said they had no family in their neighbors
and they were not well enough acquainted with neighborhood to visit each other. The 24.2 % of
respondents said they had no friend that they felt at ease with and could talk frankly. Social function scores
were significantly associated with economic status (p=0.0494), having a vehicle (p=0.0019), daily living
activity (p=0.0092) in multiple analysis. However, there was no association with age, education, smoking,
alcohol consumption, and chronic disease. Our finding showed that social function was not associated with
health behaviors definitely. However, It may be important to change existing social network and social
function in order to change health behaviors.

Key words: Social function, Rand social health battery, Social health



