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81
(53.6%), 67 (44.4%)

, 205 (48.3%),
212 (50.0%)

<Table 1> Demographic and Service Characteristics of Clients in Hospice and General Home

Care (n=575)
Variabl Hospice Home Care(n=151) General Home Care(n=424)
arrapie Frequency % Mean Frequency % Mean
Gender Male 81 53.6 205 48.3
Female 67 44 4 212 50.0
Age <19 0 66.55 7 1.7 65.59
20 - 29 1 0.7 14 3.3
30 - 39 4 2.8 19 4.5
40 - 49 11 7.3 35 8.3
50 - 59 28 18.5 56 13.2
60 - 69 33 21.9 69 16.3
70 - 79 46 30.5 112 26.4
>80 25 16.3 99 23.3
Religion Catholic 55 36.4 95 22.4
Protestant 27 17.9 54 12.7
Buddhist 14 9.3 24 5.7
None 10 6.6 23 6.6
Extra 1 0.7 0
Number of 1-4 84 55.6 7.00 206 48.6 8.55
Home Care 5-8 27 17.9 86 20.3
Service 9 - 12 18 11.9 48 114
13 - 17 7 4.6 27 6.4
18 - 20 6 4.0 19 4.5
21 - 35 2 1.4 23 54
36 - 53 2 1.4 9 2.1
54 - 88 2 1.4 6 14
*Length of <2 weeks 74 49.0 27.70 152 35.8 53.34
3-4 31 20.6 (days) 62 14.6 (days)
Home Care 5-8 27 18.0 74 17.5
Service 9- 12 6 4.2 53 12.5
13 - 16 3 2.1 26 6.1
17 - 20 1 0.7 11 2.6
21 - 24 2 1.4 16 3.8
25 - 48 4 2.8 27 6.4
49 - 85 0 3 0.7
Reasons for Improved condition 12 7.9 113 26.7
Termination Desire to terminate 4 2.6 5 1.2
of Home Transferring to 3 2.0 7 1.7
Care outpatient care
Service Death 66 43.7 161 38.0
Readmission to hospital 55 36.4 104 24 .5
Moving to another area 5 3.3 28 6.6
Family no longer willing 3 2.0 4 0.9

*p=0.000
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67 , 70-79 54 . 2
30.5%(46 ) , 70 35.8% , 5-8 17.5%,
46 .8% . 3-4 14.6% 12 80 .4%
66 , 70-79 26.4%(112 )
, 70
49.7% <Table 1>
7 (p=0.000).
1-4 55.6%(84 ) , 12
(85.4%) . 43.7%(66 ) ,
9 1-4 48.6% (206 36.4%(55 ), 7.9%(12 )
) , 12 80.3% . 38.0%(161
7, ) , 26.7%(113 ),
9 24.5%(104 ) <Table 1>
, 7-9
93.2%(141 )
22.5% , (11.9%),
1 (8.6%) . 30.6%
253 28 . (130 ) 8.7%,
2 49.0% (74 4.2%, 3.5%
) , 3-4 20.6%, 5-8 26.3% (112 ) ,
18.0% 8 87.6% . 9.4%(40 ), 8.9%(38 )
1 594 <Table 2>

<Table 2> Diagnosis of Clients in Hospice and General Home Care

Hospice Home Care(n=151) General Home Care(n=424)

Diagonosis Frequency % Frequency %

Cancer 141 93.2 130 30.6

stomach ca 34 22.5 37 8.7

lung ca 18 11.9 15 3.5

hepatoma 13 8.6 18 4.2

colon ca 11 7.3 9 2.1

- pancreatic ca 10 6.6 10 2.4

- GB ca 10 6.6 5 1.2

- ovarian ca 6 4.0 4 0.9

Extra 39 25.7 30 7.6

CVA 1 0.7 112 26.3

OS problem 0 40 9.4

Lung disease 1 0.7 38 8.9

Other 1 0.7 24 5.6

COPD 0 14 3.3

Renal disease 0 26 6.1

Liver disease 1 0.7 25 5.9

DM 0 15 3.5

Heart disease 1 0.7 5 1.1

Extra 1 0.7 25 5.8

missing 5 3.3 3 0.7
Total 151 100 424 100
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<Table 3> Frequency of Home Care Nursing Interventions for Hospice Clients according to

the NIC System

(n=151)

Level 1 Frequency Level 2 Frequency Level 3 Frequency/case Frequency
(Domain) (%) (Classes) (%) (Intervention) (%) (%)
1.Physiolosical 291 A. Activity and 3 Exercise Therapy : Joint Mobility 2(1.3) 0.08
Basic (12.23) Exercise (0.13) Exercise Therapy : Ambulation 1(0.7) 0.04
Management
B. Elimination 114 Urinary Catheterization 30(19.9) 1.26
Management (4.79)  Constipation/ Impaction Management 21(13.9) 0.88
Tube Care : Urinary 20(13.2) 0.84
Bowel Management 18(11.9) 0.76
Ostomy Care 9(6.0) 0.38
Bladder Irrigation 8(5.3) 0.34
Urinary Catheterization : Intermittent 4(2.6) 0.17
Self- Care Assistance : Toileting 4(2.6) 0.17
C. Immobility 18 Positioning 16(10.6) 0.67
Management (0.76)  Physical Restraint 2(1.3) 0.08
D. Nutrition 37 Nutrition Management 23(15.2) 0.97
Support (1.56)  Tube Care : Gastrointestinal 11(7.3) 0.46
Enteral Tube Feeding 3(2.0) 0.13
E. Physical 67 Pain Management 43(28.5) 1.81
Comfort (2.82)  Simple Massage 13(8.6) 0.55
Promotion Heat/ Cold Application 11(7.3) 0.46
F. Self-Care 52 Postmortem Care 20(13.2) 0.84
Facilitation (2.19)  Perineal Care 18(11.9) 0.76
Oral Health Maintenance/ Promotion 12(7.9) 0.50
Hair Care 1(0.7) 0.04
Eye Care 1(0.7) 0.04
2.Physiological 955 G. Electrolyte 20 Hyperglycemia & Hypoglycemia 20(13.2) 0.84
Complex (40.13) and Acid-Base (0.84) Management
Management
H. Drug 282 Medication Management 96(63.6) 4.03
Management (11.8)  Medication Administration : Intravenous 73(48.3) 3.07
Medication Administration : Oral 66(43.7) 2.77
Medication Administration : Skin 16(10.6) 0.67
Medication Administration: IM, SC, ID 12(7.9) 0.50
Patient controlled analgesia assistance 11(7.3) 0.46
Medication Administration : Rectal 8(5.3) 0.34
I. Neurological 141 Neurological Management 141(93 .4) 5.92
Management (5.92)
K. Respiratory 35 Oxygen Therapy 13(8.6) 0.55
Management (1.47)  Airway Suctioning 9(6.0) 0.38
Respiratory Monitoring 8(5.3) 0.34
Chest Physiotherapy 3(2.0) 0.13
Artificial Airway Management 2(1.3) 0.08
L. Skin/Wound 139 Wound Care (Dressing) 85(56.3) 3.57
Management (5.84) Wound Care : Closed Drainage 36(23.8) 1.52
Pressure Ulcer Care 16(10.6) 0.67
Skin Care : Topical Treatment 9(6.0) 0.38
Wound Irrigation 3(2.0) 0.13
Incision Site Care 1(0.7) 0.04
N. Tissue 338 Intravenous Therapy 113(74.8) 4.75
Perfusion (14.2)  Fluid Management 75(49.7) 3.15
Management Fluid Monitoring 65(43.0) 2.73
Phlebotomy : Venous Blood Sample 44(29.1) 1.85
Invasive Hemodynamic Monitoring 41(27.2) 1.72
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<Table 3> Frequency of Home Care Nursing Interventions for Hospice Clients according to
(n=151)

the NIC System(continued)

Level 1 Frequency Level 2 Frequency Level 3 Frequency/ case Frequency
(Domain) (%) (Classes) (%) (Intervention) (%) (%)
3. Behavioral 265 R. Coping 132 Emotional Support 84(55.6) 3.53
(11.13) Assistance (5.55) Coping Enhancement 31(20.5) 1.30
Dying Care 12(7.9) 0.50
Spiritual Support 5(3.3) 0.21
S. Patient 133 Teaching : Procedure/ Treatment 97(64.2) 4.08
Education (5.57) Teaching : Prescribed diet 36(23.8) 151
4. Safety 676 V. Risk 676 Surveillance
(28.40) Management (28.40) - Monitor vital signs 147(97.4) 6.18
- Activity Assessment 126(83.4) 5.29
- Special equipment/ apparatus 16(10.6) 0.67
- Nurse specialist service 1(0.7) 0.04
Health Screening
- Physical Assessment 147(97 .4) 6.18
- Health history Assessment 111(73.5) 4.66
- Height/ Weight/ AC Measurement 14(9.3) 0.59
Surveillance : Safety 86(57.0) 3.61
Environmental Management : Safety 25(16.6) 1.05
Infection Control 3(2.0) 0.13
5. Family 70 X. Lifespan 70 Family Support 50(33.1) 2.10
(2.94) Care (2.94) Home Maintenance Assistance 16(10.6) 0.67
Repite Care 4(2.6) 0.17
6. Health 112 Y. Health System 10 Health System Guidance 10(6.6) 0.42
System (4.62) Mediation (0.42)
a. Health System 26 Supply Management 11(7.3) 0.46
Management (1.09) Laboratory Data 11(7.3) 0.46
Interpretation (Jaundice)
Specimen Management - Culture 3(2.0) 0.13
- Urine 1(0.7) 0.04
b. Information 76 Incidence Reporting 76(50.3) 3.20
Management (3.20)
Total 2380 2380 Case=151 2380
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%)
2.
2( ) 676 (28.40%)
, 14.20%,
NIC (2000) 11.80%, 5.92%, /
6 , 19 , 75 5.84%, 5.59%, 5.55%,
2, 380 4.79%, 3.11%, 2.94%,
<Table 3>. 6 , 21 2.82%
: 93 3C )
8,725 <Table 4>, ( ) 147 (6.18%)
( ) 147 (6.18%) ,
(5.92%), (
: i ) )(5.29%),
955 (40.13%) , (4.75%) ( /
28.40%, 12.23%, ) 4.66%, / 4.08%,
11.13%, 4.03%, 3.61%, ( )
4.62%, 2.94% 3.57%, 3.53%, 3.20%
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. 3.15%, 7.82%, 7.05%, 6.54%,
3.07%, 2.77%, 6.01%, 5.74%, /
2.73%, 2.10% 4.46%, 4.31%, 2.90%,
2.65%, 2.64%
10 ) 2,710 3( )
(31.06%) , ( (422 | 4.84%),
27.70%, 22.23%, ( ) (4.80%), ( )(34.31%),
12.28%, 4.61%), ( / ) (4.45%)
2.13% (4.31%),
. / (4.06%)
2 () 2,417 (27.70%) 3.45%, 3.36%,
10.45%, 3.06%, 2.89%,

<Table 4> Frequency of Home Care Nursing Interventions for General Clients according to

the NIC System

(n=424)

Level 1 Frequency Level 2 Frequency Level 3 Frequency Frequency
(Domain) (%) (Classes) (%) (Intervention) | case(%) (%)
1.Physiolo 1939 A. Activity and 225 Exercise Therapy : Joint Mobility 188(44.3)  2.15
sical (22.23) Exercise (2.58)
Basic Management Exercise Therapy : Ambulation 37(8.7) 042
B. Elimination 615 Urinary Catheterization 154(36.3) 1.77
Management (7.05) Tube Care : Urinary 144(95.4) 1.65
Bowel Management 119(28.1) 1.36
Bladder Irrigation 75(17.7) 0.86
Constipation/ Impaction Management 69(16.2) 0.79
Urinary Bladder Training 26(6.1) 0.30
Urinary Catheterization : 17(4.0) 0.19
Intermittent
Ostomy Care 6(1.4) 0.07
Self- Care Assistance : Toileting 5(1.2) 0.06
C. Immobility 189 Positioning 175(41.3) 2.01
Management (2.17) Physical Restraint 11(2.6) 0.13
Cast Care : Maintenance 3(0.7) 0.03
D. Nutrition 525 Nutrition Management 194 (45.8) 2.22
Support (6.01) Weight Management 165(38.9) 1.89
Tube Care : Gastrointestinal 88(20.8) 1.01
Enteral Tube Feeding 78(18.4) 0.89
E. Physical 154 Simple Massage 79(18.6) 091
Comfort (1.77) Heat/Cold Application 62(14.6) 0.71
Promotion Pain Management 13(3.1) 0.15
F. Self-Care 231 Perineal Care 111(26.2) 1.27
Facilitation (2.65) Postmortem Care 54(12.7) 0.62
Oral Health Maintenance/ 23(5.4) 0.26
Promotion
Foot Care 19(4.5) 0.22
Bathing 16(3.8) 0.18
Hair Care 4(0.9) 0.05
Eye Care 4(0.9) 0.05
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<Table 4> Frequency of Home Care Nursing Interventions for General Clients according to

the NIC System(continued) (n=424)
Level 1 Frequency Level 2 Frequency Level 3 Frequency Frequency
(Domain) (%) (Classes) (%) (Intervention) | case (%) (%)
2.Physiolo 2710 G. Electrolyte 98 Hyperglycemia & Hypoglycemia 94(19.8) 0.96
gical (31.06) and Acid- (1.12) Management
Complex Base Peritoneal Dialysis Therapy 14(13.2) 0.16
Management
H. Drug 682 Medication Management 301(71.0) 3.45
Management  (7.82) Medication Administration : Oral 243(57.3) 2.79
Medication Administration : 51(12.0) 0.58
Intravenous
Medication Administration : IM, 40(9.4) 0.46
SC, ID
Medication Administration : 19(4.5) 0.22
Rectal
Medication Administration : Skin 16(3.8) 0.18
Patient controlled analgesia 10(2.4) 0.11
assistance
Chemotherapy Management 2(0.5) 0.02
I. Neurological 376 Neurological Management 376(88.7) 4.31
Management (4.31)
K. Respiratory 253  Airway Suctioning 84(19.8) 0.96
Management  (2.90) Chest Physiotherapy 80(18.9) 0.92
Artificial Airway Management 49(11.6) 0.56
Oxygen Therapy 32(7.5) 0.37
Respiratory Monitoring 8(19) 0.09
L. Skin/Wound 389 Wound Care - Dressing 172(40.6) 1.97
Management  (4.46) - Sitz Bath 2(05) 0.02
Pressure Ulcer Care 123(29.0) 141
Skin Care : Topical Treatment 33(7.8) 0.38
Incision Site Care 23(54) 0.26
Wound Care : Closed Drainage 20(4.7) 0.23
Wound Irrigation 16(3.8) 0.21
N. Tissue 912 Fluid Monitoring 267(63.0) 3.06
Perfusion (10.45) |ntravenous Therapy 212(50.0) 2.43
Management Fluid Management 172(40.6) 1.97
Phlebotomy : Venous Blood 166(39.2) 1.90
Sample
Invasive Hemodynamic Monitoring 62(14.6) 0.71
Hypervolemia Management 33(7.8) 0.38
3.Behavio 1071 R. Coping 501 Coping Enhancement 252(59.4) 2.89
ral (12.28) Assistance (5.74) Emotional Support 177(41.7) 2.03
Dying Care 64(15.1) 0.73
Spiritual Support 8(19) 0.09
S. Patient 570 Teaching : Procedure/ Treatment 354(83.5) 4.06
Education (6.54)  Teaching : Prescribed diet 216(50.9) 2.48
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<Table 4> Frequency of Home Care Nursing Interventions for General Clients according to

the NIC System(continued) (n=424)
Level 1 Frequency Level 2 Frequency Level 3 Frequency Frequency
(Domain) (%) (Classes) (%) (Intervention) | case(%) (%)
4. Safety 2417 V. Risk 2417  Surveillance
(27.70) Management (27.70) - Monitor vital signs 422(99.5) 4.84
- Activity Assessment 397(93.6) 4.55
- Spedal equipment/apparatus 98(23.1) 1.12
- Rehabilitation service 5(1.2) 0.06
- Nurse spedalist service 3(0.7) 0.03
Health Screening
- Physical Assessment 419(98.8) 4.80
- Health history Assessment 388(91.5) 4.45
- Height/Weight/AC 207(48.8) 2.37
Measurement
Surveillance : Safety 293(69.1) 3.36
Environmental Management : Safety 127(30.3) 1.46
Infection Control
- Care equipment change 49(11.6) 0.56
- Ventilator line management 1(0.7) 0.01
Seclusion 8(1.9) 0.09
5. Family 186 W. Childbearing 6 Postpartal Care
(2.13) Care (0.06) - Postpartal exercise 2(0.5) 0.02
- Massage fundus 2(0.5) 0.02
Breast Feeding Assistance 2(0.5) 0.02
Z. Childrearing 1 Infant Care(Daily care of infant) 1(0.2) 0.01
Care (0.01)
X. Lifespan 179 Family Support 142(33.5) 1.63
Care (2.06) Home Maintenance Assistance 25(5.9) 0.29
Repite Care 7(1.7) 0.08
Caregiver Support 5(1.2) 0.06
6. Health 402 Y. Health 25 Health System Guidance 25(5.9) 0.29
System (4.61) System (0.29)
Mediation
a. Health 147 Specimen Management- Urine 46(10.8) 0.53
System (1.68) - Culture 15(3.5) 0.17
Management Supply Management 42(9.9) 0.48
Laboratory Data Interpretation
- Jaundice 36(8.5) 041
- Urine protein 8(1.9) 0.09
b. Information 230 Incdidence Reporting 222(52.4) 2.54
Management (2.64) Referal 8(1.9) 0.09
Total 8725 8725 Case=424 8725
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%)
2.79%, 2.54%, V.
2.48%, 2.43% .
( , , ) (2.37%),
(2.22%), (2.15%), 70 46.8%, 49.7%
(2.01%), (1.97%) Kim & Choi(2000)
54% Suh
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& Hur(1998) 49% Kim  (1999) 49.8% NIC 7
6 2000
7
30 19
11 ( , ,
36.4%, 22.4% , , , ,
, (17.9%, 12.7%), (9.3%, , , ,
5.7%) . , ) ,
28 Kim & 21
Choi (2000) 47
: 2 )
49.0% 8 Yoo
87.6% . (1998) , Kim  (1999)
28
(36.4%) . Suh Hur
(43.7%) . (1998)

24.1 (Catholic Medical Center Annual Report,
1999)

2( )

38%
30%

93.2% ,
30.6% 26.3%

Kim & Choi(2000)
100% , Ro Kim 84.6% Lee (1998)
(1998) 87.8%
25.5% 46.5%
Kim  (1999)
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28 ,
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36.4%, 7.9% .
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2380
: : : , 1 )
40.13% ,
2( ) 28.40%
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- Abstract -

A Comparison between Home Care
Nursing Interventions for Hospice
and General Patients

Yong, Jin-Sun* Ro, You-Ja*
Han, Sung-Suk* Kim, Myung-Ja*

Purpose: The purpose of the study was to
compare home care nursing intervention
activities analyzed by the Nursing Intervention
Classification (NIC) system for hospice and
general patients. Method: For the descriptive
survey study, data was collected by reviewing
charts of 151 hospice patients and 421 general
patients who registered in the department of
home health care nursing at K Hospital .

Results: According to the NIC system
application, there were 2380 total nursing
interventions used for the hospice patients and
8725 for the general home care patients. For
both sets of patients (hospice vs. general), the
most frequently used nursing intervention in
level 1 was the Physiological: Complex domain
(40.13 vs. 31.06 percent), followed by the
Safety domain; in level 2, the Risk Management
class (28.4 vs. 27.70 percent), followed by Tissue
Perfusion Management; and in level 3, Vital
Sign  Monitoring (6.18 vs. 4.84 percent),
followed by Health Screening. Conclusion:
The study showed that there was a lack of
specialized hospice nursing interventions such
as emotional, family and spiritual support, and
care for dying hospice patients.
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