Tl : 2t#R}, 7IERAIX], B Y, el 2

Y LAk} A7}

AekAFe] FHEA A,

T

i =
5%, 494 A ol BT AT

= Al 2

G 9 ol okl 558 AH Erhe Hoz
QA7 o] 2Eo| AYeHE LEL hE ol @
A5 gebx A, 1994). A4

],

o) AL setet £ Qo 4olgoz A A

_i =
2 7IE9 AAE ol Ee 33‘42,'—01] A A ok
(Kaplan et al., 1977)% vlA# 4

o] # 458% 449 ATE BehCobb
1976) 3 $hod 7ol ok Gxtol Al 7h3 7 chak T8l A
4 Qe & ook W) FBA Y S

T T EAAE Ao o T e 1 s
“ steddeta 2t

4 g R

o] AgtH ol wel 7hFol T7)8A &SR E MR F
Aste Zlolv lsddkAte] AodA e M & T2
723} 9} 28] 7 (seperation) o} c}.
3 oba} e Ag-E YEshe Aol F2o
oA el Ta3 fkelwl zlelat 2 A Ale] 4ol
om| ot 7FA 5 AU A gleka Q1A g wof] 5k A E o]

7he ke 4] ofu), ZhA| v slabo] o Ao A Abea|
&3 & e} 5 =2 (Raleigh, 1980) 3] =tol o
¢ ARE FSFoin] vl gl A $7148e L
o=z B P53} 2Ll S e sl A
Moz Fgd a430F & & Uk ol F b EE
AFa A oh@kxlolAl Fub-2 & A4 Al &
S AxE 25w aaE #0d oh gle olz 4
A 2ol olA gube A Al AF o] A8A
gt & ¢ glovd AAA, HAH P2 fAsted F
2% A¢E goha gch(McDonald, 1982).
Magilvy(1985)& 2tz 8l ¢l A7 wele =g =23

2 oghe] AL FAse Aolel A A ovd, Miller
[o]

9o A& Filed 2 £3F Folof drfn o,
Amenta®} Bohnet (1986) <2 Ey
AE AL Aol ol g A& FoAdle] FA
Ql HZof Jj g FE Y Ha S A2t 3 49
A

doll gt A2 2b3 sk Lofoll A il ¢ F a3 ofnl &

lo
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AUr] ob-ge] B doll Felo A FA L 754
Ao oulet AH &
S 2 3= gk
olof AAEE 4T A A AA B ‘3P
A& akzixtel AFA ], 8w, aho] Aol BAE ¥
oz HAZE Adel 4 A&l d3A 7
iﬁl% +@sted 71z A2 s AT A 2 A7
£ A% stk
£ a7 FAA A= ok 2o
1) 143k @A} Aot obgkate] shEA] A, 84, 4
of AL Aozt &2
2) otstale] A7, g, oA e ol A
A =71

2,479 7

A

o

Sle] FAE 2l H3te Be3 22 A
A3t
1) 993 dgAE A7t @Azt AA4sE HEA A
7 g9} o7k 9l& Aelrh
2) §l413 AL AF R AA ADE L A Ao
o}k kel 7k o1& AHeolvt
3) U3 A3 AE A 7]- 43t=}r) A 2k el A
59} Zol7} & Aol
4) F3Atel QoA HPY =t weFS A A A=
7} &7k
5) ﬂ]—;g_]- of QLo A 71&E:A| R A sl ES4E 4k A

7t& A A

7t TRl B AA T A £ oAta
ES E3 A7k AsAgoE B AT d
2:(1985) ofl ol 8l A bsl 103k} A45 g3

3 =

Sebat 7zt =g AlEgtew T Al
A3 712 A g shesla Aoz F
Heg B AT e e &3tabel 7hAg ol 9l
#A5 d4deoz Nowotny(1989)7¢ A, 24
(1990) o] Wlat gk = 75 47 ¥ 25} 2270 Fof o}
A5 whatet

fo £

S LA )

sl 2

UL Botol LAE FRA BIAEE ¢
ol A% 0% oA 2ERHoI4) A2 Quality
of Life Scale& %37 (1988) o] A4 ¢ = i qkgt
AL AESHd Q1L A4 Foeh

II.oj2X v

1L 71& XX

o
=

Ak g3t FAl o Batel 7HEel A Eak, F
#%, +¢3 727 (powerlessness) & A 71 Al T o}
1]} ool ki ALl chdk FA ol A, A71A kg
ol gL FA Heh, o2 e Aol wel A4l
Sl Ao A8y BajAdel Az FELE Lan, &
Zhol A3 3, ASl 2 B HEE atell 4 7o
2] A 5 o] éu42‘0ﬂ % Hql QL v

HaEz dck(Cargoe
AAAH o2 BF ﬂ’&élaﬂo}quﬂ
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2 dch Dimond(1979) & =] 2| & #A|»
7&% A5 4 el g of °**L*°‘”l ] %.3-"}_3_

=0
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= Fa
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o o fu
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I‘l
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ke
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i
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7} %’-3‘7—% ﬂX}J A9 olgo] FA
k3t

otghate] A A& A& T AP ER FE AA
& wagivh olsh AR A7 = Deanst Lin(1977),
McDonard(1970) 52 A3l 4 2 A 9 71 5& +83l=
Axte 2 7129 A 72 5+9la Cobb(1976) 2 &l
Ao Fubol 7hrke}l AFE AL3lA] x| =] o] B 212 )

s
j
ks

Z] A
= 744902 3¢ 3% Ay sh9c), Rakel(1977)
e e sl Ah FR AT A Uk S FALo]
o 2o AA e AAS Belo] Wed FH oL
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INd
of
=]
-

vl “8nal 7)o 7t (feeling of expectation and
desire) =i AR o2 g@=n, 3L w2l #F
2 AHeE A ed BT ez Aran A des

Fed Zoeg, o Vv u|Fo 2AA FA
47 1 Agslo] hm, uke AL J15AA], oA
5, k%9l E Al WA, Favt sk, 37
= ‘é‘ﬂr«l kA sl (H5haw "%, A7 71%) Sol
91 eH(O’Connor %, 1990).

32 Az ehiol oAl MAA ek F
9o sz A (<, 1991), Obayuwanast Carter
(1982) = 3=-& el £o]3 A7 (encourage-
ment), Al# (faith), st4l(security), 2| =l(reliance),
] A (support ), A1 (trust), 3 (unity) & 53 ¢
o] 3] hope pantagram °] e} -2+ 7)d 9l Afo}
9] 3l(ego strength), i, A Z4H 7}FA %], 28
=, AAA A4 5o FAHH ARz 2H o Al
el &} sk ek

)

3

A% AEAEE WA e o Do
EAPE QA5 A0 E BAYL AT Fox

/q ﬂﬂc}% 7;5% 3 —”F 9l =ull (Miller, 1985), Made-
A7} AAA = AW T el F
ofof ahw] o]& b ol 31, W
=3}, °J7&7-.°L TA= L A& =& Hickey
(1986) &= 7@ Ab7 % —L!—?s}ﬂ] A} o srEs) spH
3 Jofl Slo] BE E FUeF
F3 A bl Al BA} =}
st e & molFn 317
o AEE xolEo g Al

Xl—’*—‘.—*lﬁ Ful F9 2 F

L

4 75 0}71] <k
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Boofr <

LS
I

ok

o

2.3

2

2

I

_12’
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L 2

JZV*, AAA, P9
FEdehe P Ao 423
o}(Conrad, 1977 ; Dufault, 1981). =&
Frbe] o o 24 78l % =gl
2ol Fo3d G Folm A (Mcegee, 1081 ;
Stephenson, 1990), &l 2} 9] 7] Aglol 4] &3] 3

e

ri

o
o

o
ey
o=
e

o
2
.y
o,
ot
flo

[¢3

e
o s
rO

PO
r‘°1oﬂ§~

ol ol
ofl
ol

a7k a3 2] A27H A2

o] Fo g AEL ke AL A2 gt e
A dA4ow HTI =FEE Yv il(Kubler
Ross, 1971 : Conrad, 1977 : Dufault, 1981), ol & <
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*H«l Zé%oﬂ S’JﬁM 5 ozl Zdo] .
Torrance(1987) = AlAlA 7153 A A4A 75| e
Aol = 332 Friir 519 .o v, Burckhardt(1989)
+ =8 Al AlH B-E A, A7) 75 (self —care) 53,
A7k, kA zE FAAQ Aa g, elelzte] A
2 A oelr) g A& FAE T Aol
i 3hgich Padella 5(1990) & 9l A% ¥ 4 3+
3 %

doj oz AlAY Zwel 4ol Agstebe =7,

Aoz AAR @Feld @A ARA dBE
al A= 21l A 74E A, ALt E AR5 F
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deba Pk 0 #W4(1993) = AAFAA del A Aol
o FZA ABBA Y& Wy Padilla
(1990) &) 3ol BFo] 9l GEAE Yo 2 &
9A4g Tt AAshe =] Fa adlolzn
ya3tgda, Lewiset Levital(1988)-& ot3tzlE ol 4
o7 & oA AFela] AE7te] 1 2AA Y &
5% g o] Bkt E B3R 4

o] A4S g oksh ghol o it A7t EAEol w
g thekslrl & s dAdelAlE Uﬂﬂl EARFALE 2
Sratod 7+ A Qlo] Azt xHAle] At el
F34 ohi Al 2ha skl

2 oo gl tEAbe ARof o ofeg A
elute gk} 2 4] otolebi= Achol thal Sha} Bolo] 2
1 = a A

2
o] 34 wah g sloll A oF Ak ¢ ili%— zom o]
Aol 4911009 & HAke
41414 %Ei 19964 5
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1) 7HEAA A=
Az Aol Aoz v
2 HAH, $44 298¢ g E ¥ 9
z]on 23 Fdde AT o
H10)0) A A5

orgAel YRS 24s7] st Nowotny
(1989) 7 A s, #A4H4(1990) o] Wlebah =72
44 makshod 2270 £z FHSgch el Y
F@Hel A7 B Likertd]l 48 94 H22 %
2R A A A Bt 1) 2 27 5
gen B4rt ¥¢4E AP R ¥T Aol @

£ o Foll 4 2 Cronbach’s at .81 0] Sii"/}.

3) 42 2 (Quality of Life) ¥ =
o2 Agt e Al ddBE e
FAe] EA TG ofnlse B dFolAE vlw
g2 7158 34 A A el A A = (Quality of Llfe
Scale : Q. L. S.)& #(1988) o] wlatslod A1&3 A

4 198 16F 8 o 2 74 = i} Likert4 5% 14,5_
2 FAE L =TE I 2g (5 A o
2 qob™(1A) 2 245 A4E =it B ol Fol| 4
2} Cronbach’s a% .85 3t}

LXE B

2} 5= SPSS(Statistical Package for Social Sci-
ence) 5 o] &-3te] A4t s TA A FAEA

e oot Aok

D A" HEe FABEEE 2587 #sted 29l
A4S AAsgn A EE AF7] sted WA
44 & vebd = Cronbach g5 T-3h3it.

2) tiAdatel ok E4el A =g d3 T
o A4 Fel Hl 2 AA L gl

3) AEAA, B=), s A Azl dgl sk A FE ¢
#f t—test-& A A8k ok
1) SFEAA, Hu, aeld Frel ARUA L Pear-

son’s correlation coefficient 2 24 8ty



a3l A A27H A2s

5) bd HAol w2 hEAA, 2%, dhofd A=t . Hospitdizetion Home  Total
o BAZ Yohur] gstel WL A (ANOVA) S Characteristics  \_o/(95) N=45(%) N=139(%)
st ek, Operation
yes 48(34.5) 26(187) 74(53.2) 0.55
4. o4210] TBIE 1o 46(33.1) 19(13.7) 65(46.8)
Admission
o one 53(381) 22(15.8) 75(54.0)
& AT 2R Ay AN JAT FAs two 4101 6(43 20(144) "1
A7} akgdAtelgong B ooy AE S A5 above three 27(19.4) 17(12.2) 44 (3L6)
o= AlFo] 2 TE o} Gender
male 55(39.6) 26(18.7) 81(58.3) .01
IV. iz} female 39(28.1) 19(13.7) 58 (4L7)
Age (Yrs.)
20~39 18(13.7) 12(9.4) 32(23.0)
L A aze s SAL<E D3 2ot Avkd & 10~59 LB 17001 8053
F gl AN FEFQ FaF mFoA 4 above 60 25(187) 16(122) 43(30.9)
ghol 7} sbgtm sl &w) Zhoh ARk g=olgit 44 Education
3= Awlslst 54.0%3 7 Botn $RER) o illiteracy 8§(58 11(7.9 19(137)
AgAact sgter Y £y YRR e il LTS S
middle schoo 20 (14.4 5 ’
= =l sl gt 40—
40-59417} 22.2%, FAA M FHEHE BAE 4059 highschool  29(209) 11(7.9) 40(28.8)
/“ﬂ 7} 77. 8/0%“ ;(}-Z]ﬂﬁ}- E%XJE‘E‘ ob]%‘l%x]’ % 72% college 18 (129) 7( 5 0) 25 (18 0

£t o4 olglev A7t dale 258t Z9A7} Religion
36.7%% RAt Ta= Bart X% 1% w4l 7} buddism 31(22.3) 13(9.4) 44(3L7)
A E o theo] Eat gl AlESolglc) A EAbe protestant 19137 179 30(21.6)
i} catholic 11(7.9 5(3.6) 16(11.5) 240
ENEAN B AEEE dURAA 457 others 3? 22; 22 1.4; 55 3.63
° 70.7%% Ao} 7H4 whgko = ArhgAE 2-3 none 30 (21.6) 11(7.9) 41(29.5)
o] 37.8%% ARGt 7h4 whskeh ARLER G2 Marriage status
% D Eo| ZExo] 7} Bgton X]E_HJ-‘EE—% = ves 83(50.7) 42(30.2) 125(89.9) 0.85
ZolA BE bR g} mokr)h A A A k& w Eo) no 11079 3022 14101
] aﬂ-,—x} A o] & og»}s}wu} Members of family
T T M T
o] x* AL AAG A3} 4T (x2=6.16, P<.05) above 6 25(18.0) 11(7.9) 36(25.9)
o] 2] 3t Apo] 7} gl et Economic status
o _ high 6(43) 1007 7(50 46
{Table 1) General characteristics of subjects middle 65(46.8) 24(17.3) 89 (64.0)
] L Hospitalization Home Total R low 23 (165) 20 (14.4) 43 (309)
Charactetistics 1 q4(95) N—45(%) N—130(%) * Main therapy
Diagnosis radiotherapy 13(94) 3(22) 16(115)
colon ca (11 5) 3(292) 19(137) operation 21(15.1) 9( 6.5 30(21.6)
leukemia (10 8) 6( 4.3 21(151) 14.90 Care support
ovarian & cervicalca 12( 8.6) 3(22 150108 7 family 84(60.4) 44 (3L7) 128(%2.1) 4
lung ca. 6( 43 6(43) 12(86) neighbour 3(22) 1007 4(29
breast ca, 5(36) 2(14) 7(50) others 7(5.0) - 7(5.0)
renal ca, 1( 0.7) 2(1.4) 3(22) Total 94 (67.6) 45(32.4) 139 (100.0)
others 6(43)  1(07) 7(50) *P< 05
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=gk, are A %4‘=°1Mc 2 °J§lx}7} xﬂ
47} 5.814 Fol U3l A7}
18 Bod(t==2.96, P<.01) A 37}

o

<
N

e el
o

{Table 2) Comparision of mean score between the
cancer patient in hospitalization and home

Hospitaization Home
Mean SD Mean SD t
Familysupport  40.24 637 37.86 8.72 163
Hope 6225 7.14 5748 911 3.08
Quality of life 50.43  7.09 4462 1221 2.96**
#P<L 01

349 A Ax, AEA A Az} slubstel Az kA
ELE 3 2} 4y A A} A9 A ety Ad

{Table 3) Correlations between Quality of life, Family
support and Hope

Family support Hope QL
Family support  1.0000
(139)
P=
Hope L4838%** 1.0000
(139) (139)
P==.000 P=.
QL 4179 .5195%** 1.000
(139) (139) (139)
P=.000 P==000 P=

(Coefficient /(cases) /1—tailed significance)

“ n»

is printed if a coefficient cannot be computed.

bk 2P 001

Aol AASGE F AP E e T R A
= £ vehgeh shel 4 g ek S A AL U
A T d179(P—.000) 2 A 43 o) ol 4l 5714

AAH et Z AEAAR o 5S4 G el A A

% Joll %3k ANOVAR-A
A A NG 4>9Jr 7o ‘%E}kkﬁ}. (Z oA} Fol 4

A r=5195, (P=.000) = A= A43-g ol o] A 47} W (F=9.1863, P <.01), = ¥ A =(F=4.3641, P <
{Table 4) ANOVA summary table
o Quality of life Family support Hope

Characteristics M SD F M SD F M SD F

Gender
male 48.95 9.01 R 41.01 6.44 9,18** 61.07 8.53 .38
female 48.00 10.04 37.32 7.85 60.20 7.53

Education
illiteracy 44,47 11.67 34.21 8.18 53.63 7.68
elementary 46.16 9.23 39.20 7.04 60.20 9.51
middle school 47.32 10.08 3.15* 38.40 6.75 4.36* 60.16 7.97 6.01*
high school 51.90 6.92 41.72 5.04 63.40 6.90
college 50.40 9.10 41.28 8.47 62.96 5.14

Economic status
high 50.00 7.28 37.57 7.54 60.14 4.29
middle 50.32 8.65 5.69** 40.95 6.09 5.50** 62.25 6.71 5.06**
low 44.65 10.26 36.72 8.65 57.60 10.21

Admission
one 50.65 8.97 39.97 7.08 60.20 7.97
two 48.30 10.74 5.11* 39.85 5.64 .63 57.10 8.92 3.64*
above three 45.09 8.71 38.45 824 50 81 7.48

*P<05,*P<.01
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01), 2l 3 A F45E(F=5.5002, P<.0D) ol 4 218
atol7} 9l dth & @A A YoM FtEAA A e
Far} ojztncl SAE KA s 3t A5t gohe
o, 28A Tt ES4E QBT FHRUA GHA

5. 4ubd EAdo] b 3|%A wof #i ANOVA
AL (F 48} o] A4 (F=3.6413, P<.05), L&
A e (F=6.0113, P<.01), =28lz H¥LHF(F=5
0649, P<,01) o4 §-2 & #ol 5 vrebiict, & 3=}

off gledA BlHAEE U357 A g3 Al ol A
A Jebtow 28 24 A5 E 45 YA =}
A vebgdn, AZ4Fel THEAH U=t ¥
A vebs

6. Jutd EAde] ulE ghe) Aol A3 ANOVARA
£ (F 49 o] vebgoh (3 49 o] dU3F
(F=5.1167, P<.05), o474 x(F=3.1590, P<.05),
2 a A 42 (F=5.6042, P<.01) o} A £-< 3k Ao
7k gleleh & Extol A QlolA ghel A A== 9ls]

7 44T, DA B4 S, 1D 4 B4F
o] Be4 5 A4l A Fehd g o 4 ol
V.= 9

dryel FBASE FAA nEH P AA 3
Ao w oo ek AAA WskE AR Dt 8]0
of Y= ABAEL TE| AHYE AGolA TE
ol Bn WHAA A4l BE YPE AsAA 5
oleh, B9re ZAAAE 84F shiE AZol) o8
ol3te) ofuigle BAE WE AolH /L @Al
A 9ol 71 F o A3 H DAl ol= 2] AR B
A7k ool Ao £5¢ Fol 4o} A FAF
o,

A, 3ldAHe 2 gotr .y = WAL g
oz AlZkE Mol g} 74Ha 284 oh3kA 7
A S S5 7 225 E AFHA ATFE A
23k & o7 A A shERA A % Fluk ok &
#}e] e Z‘<>ﬂ Qg v)AE T3 HFEEolw A4S

Balgol dee AAYeh Habatel Ay £ 1
o Slokel 7ha B WA, 7ok, Adete Fom
uiete] Alebd SAES (LoE, 1982) 9 UG
ol o132 ol ) dk HAdRbe}l A 7H A & 3R} 25

ofl 41 4059417} 7} Bgkow o] qhe] ki o]

gzt aEsl A A7 A2%

109 ol FoIA sh3 Bl AT AFE1976)9
oA F 3 3ok QA afe] Felviel AA GAREA 3 /40l
5541 ol ol 2 AFAFAE SAtT AHEAA A
FAE A7} 583%2 7P ek ot AR
o Wyaol FlEAel 2z olgRe Ak ekt R
o2 Aus Cobb(1976) o] 3% 2A A4l 3

o] Akt % Abs) A A A o 2L AETFH
oz »y 35HE A4S S FH.o Rakel

(1977) 9] FAA WA A% F55a 3 9
£ 745 FAQoI R AAE AN AE Bl
%399 FHese AE U FYch AL &
#Ap7} A} FeA T AR A E, S R, sl
2 sl A7) BA dehaA e 8 Reld Fa
A& wolZch §9 Padillagh Grant(1985) 9] ol o
A oo A 2E e el ALl el el 99
A% T QHgANT 42H, A G 5ol
o hd A E w0k YU Shtsl AEd
Aoz e AuE D FE AGD 22 AN
gelel 7% aqlel Be 44 B Ro ¥ 4 Uk
¥ QFel At W] JUstel Jaslug b
Aot bAoA FH e A BAE vl m ] &

gL o2 a2
W I

¥ 75“ 7F gl Ao vrEbE 1"]‘(I’z 4179. P==.000). °]
& A= XIZWC?} Lo 42 glof tha FAA O
73 3k Magilvy(1985) o o174 3} gk &
o] ojgkgqlez A PAE A= Diamond

bu -urki
lr =

(1979) 4 °d¥7é1+9—} DA, 7HEA A o G HE
o] AA AN BAE FF AelY ET 27 B 7}
7o) =25 of %1—3——% ez a2 FALE of
Zolo] ehg HAI3} wziol & 7hA & podshe ;H
vi7ge g qla) 223, AMA lel °}14?/P7§ 4 o]
u el AAE 7HeA e “*45].‘11 7}
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Hope, Quality of Life

A Study on the Quality of Life, Family
Support and Hope of Hospitalized
and Home Care Cancer Patients

Jo, Kae Wha* - Kim, Myung Ja**

With the occurrence of cancer, most cancer
patients experience various emotional changes such
as anxiety, depression, and emotional shock. Es-
pecially in our country, cancer has been recognized
as an incurable disease resulting in death. The num-
ber of cancer patients increases daily. But as the
survival rate of cancer patients is also increasing,
there is a need to find the better methods of nursing
care for cancer patients,

The purposes of this paper are as follows ;

1) To understand family support and hope and qual-
ity of life for the cancer patient both during
hospitalization and at home,

2) To determine the relationship between family
support, hope and quality of life.

To examine the problems, we used a questionnaire
and obtained data form the records of 45 home care
and 94 hospitalized(in 3 university hospitals)

patients in Taegu area from the period of June 15 to

ks el A A27d A25

August 15, 1996. SPSS /PC was used for the data
analysis and the statistical methods used were the
T-test and ANOVA.

The results of this paper are as follows :

1) In the aspect of family support, there is no differ-
ence between hospitalized and home care cancer
patients(t=1.63, P>0.01).

2) In the aspect of hope, hospitalized cancer
patients have a higher score than home care can-
cer patients(t=3.08, P>0.01).

3) In the aspect of quality of life, hospitalized can-
cer patients have a higher score than home care
patients (t—2,96, P<.01).

4) There is a correlation between quality of life and
hope with a correlation coefficient r=0.5195 and
P==0.000. In addition, the correlation coefficient
between quality of life and family support is
4179 with P=0.000.

5) The family support of the cancer patient is
influenced by sex(F=9.1863, P<0.01), edu-
cation(F=4.3641, P<0.01) and the level of life
(F=5.5002, P<0.01).

6) The hope of cancer patients is influenced by the
number of hospitalizations(F==3,6413, P<.05),
education(F=6.0113, P<.01) and the level of
life(F=5.0649, P<.01).

7) The quality of life of cancer patients is influenced
by the number of hospitalization(F=5.1167, P<
0.05), education(F=3.1590, P<(0.01) and the
level of life(F=5,6942, P<(0.01).

* Taegu Hyo Sung Catholic University, College of Medcine, Nursing Department.

Tel : (0b3) 6HU—4478 Fax : (053) 621 —4106
** Catholic University, College of Nursing.
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