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The purpose of this study was to investigate the relations between financial stress, depression, and
conjugal affection and the motivation for rehabilitation. One hundred eighty—six stroke patients were in—
cluded in the study and a survey with 65 questions was used. The survey includes questions to evaluate
personal factors, characteristics related with physical therapy, characteristics related with disease, depres-
sion, conjugal affection, and motivation for rehabilitation. Education, employment, left hemiplegia and right
hemiplegia, depression, financial stress, conjugal affection were statistically significant factors (p<.05).
These variables have significant effects on motivation for rehabilitation. This study indicates that financial
stress and depression need to be decreased to improve motivation for rehabilitation of stroke patients. It
also indicates that the factors facilitating conjugal affection, education, and occupation need to be consid—

ered for rehabilitation programs.
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