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o] Agke. uje- 293l 7tedT

Aol i 9 EjEe) W3t soR SuxlselA 24 7wt

AT (evidence-based practice) G73J0] 72T 11 I THMuir-Gray,
1997). <7 7INF 5= 1980t SR FHE SAH0E
AlZEo], SatE 9 AR AAEA T 7N As
(evidence-based medicine)’?] 7@ o2 TWAUEY] AJZERe] o]
A o] A SPEEeA Wk oz B fhelel] Bolah
RE ou AEAel gl A8H7]el o=tk olHd A
o] thal Muir-Gray(1997)7} ‘evidence-based everything’© 2 3
A3k 50], 27 7IHke] ARE= olge] A A ul H|E &
£ St o] Al gijke® A HEA RzlE
Z =AY HEe AAkeRSith webd ofedt A=

s AL A gl AR trtea 9o
oo thgk thekgt th@o] whd oo Fro] AA &t

<7 7 AR o mlo] uiidAke] AAEAlel digh <
A2 @7‘4(chmcal decision-making)& 3] QlojA] A A
l ArEyE = HAMY F8E dF A ZA(best
available external clinical evidence)E 2|57 719 AN &
wAd(individual clinical expertise)¥} E3gslo] AFsle= A
olu] FHrh(Sackett et al, 1996). o]9} & Weltox o]a)E
u, A9 7S (evidence-based nursing)# 7+ A} EAF 7F
Sofl digk A AP el loiA] F8&5 A delA
7P HA9 AT Adel 59 Y sEA a8a $k
WEE $2 e (o U B3 o o
(DiCenso et al., 1998). =778k AFo] oo AEE =
Hd(best) ol&F M 2719 AEA SHelA 1EsE &
B 3 AEA Qe ATETE olEY dE F Qe =
AR A7 A =

A} 218 o 9(randomized controlled clinical trial)Sof o3t A

=

L ARoR SFo] wE F29 BA

jale

AA ol 31 1 Z(systematic reviews)2] A¥E 2Jw|3te, 7]E}
WA BA AT NRAY I AT, 4B od 5

& guHow ol wal A9 ey Sdelas ok 2
o7 Hr7lgojx]a1 ¢JtHThompson, 2003). whebx LA7|HE
Awe) ARe HzEd Begel ¥e ATANE ok
47 #el 2 Agsh=rlel gtk & 4 ok
85 JAF AXH(decision making)T FH O] ARE-
(information-use)¥}2] #AIE A3 Covell 5(1985)2] X1

F20|: 28U, HRFY HE, 2A I8, Yy BY, 2
* 3 QI 003 E Qs el Adow 9 R
) Ak kaujel 2 2) Ak st A7

e JO('
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UM ZSAISS| o7 2 &S AR 9 AN &80 Fof 29I

oahd, AES A Xsgl A A AR HAlg A Fol dis] st 3 kL YA T 13 ARE
TAAZRE 2EE ZEs A 7 Rt e Fesh=tl lolA Aofalo]l FalQlAe] tigtk 7% A7t
Aotz o)A #4F WE AY GOl oEste A9t m-g- Fe Aotk wEbA 27 7k AR asFoR
o, AFelxe] AilEe] apaA el vigt edds €}l EiE 3 FgE7) fEiE ole did 7% AREE Ed
%4 Qe ARE G0 Ado] REATh AXE Aow = Cekd thalo] shaslelof @ ot
Uehdth EALE e olola MBATY AT o
9 wlsd Aol W HolAth BEAEE AATA o170| 25
w34 e 7] S QAACE APA A4E A8t
W zFal9] x]21S- ¥}Al(overconfidence)dt U # ZH(hindsight) 2 AT TAVINE AR FEl st teAbEe] 1A U
st 57901 3lal(Thompson, 2003), H¥Fet & s & THAE, ATHEIY FEo Fojedl T& TRt orHA 1S
A7t ode 7P 7HA Al o7l AeE Hi Hn A e 2 B3 ks 44 SRS s FAde
(Thompson et al, 2001). 7 QI A3 o) 75 A%e] 7% AzS Agsh] 99 Awdgdon FAZe 2ae
Ag HA Eapal A spetst AF-EelA FEAHOE A Uk ok
Al ol @91 AIRE FFolut ARe] Zhof thgh 14 & o ANBARES AT S-S Fetdith
= 7 FE T AR AR AR el #AF oA g o TAVINE AN Sl Oigt teAbES] 14 W FIFE
(AL AL 5 ole digh 24 Rk ¥ § £ sjetsitt
o] 7 S9e] @9l A9 A7 Suy W EA hgelA o ISAREY A AARA] BEEE AR S otttk
o A7rexl, I8l A7 dggov {844 Sl o A7ETY] AL o 2”1E Tttt
SJAAE 29l Fo|(Funk et al, 1991-a; Kajermo et al, o G E A7 QQle wE AR AE e a9l
1998; Muir-Gray, 1997; Sitzia, 2002 Retsas, 2000), ©]<} ¥ 2 leotsic}.
¥ golozi ANulE A (Coyle & Sokop, 1990), Aol
gzt HE A3, uS5EE, JdFHE o9 (Lacey, 1994; E__rl I:II'I:I-I
Rizzuto et al, 1994)50] ®il HQich =9]o] 3¢ A4+4z}
£ B8ate 277N A 2A3tE QAF thekst AR A A
Aol o]FoX ] gtk 9P=9] A& Cochrane
Collaboration =4 &% W3} Center for Dissemination and E A= 2A 7)HE AR S=o] ok <1 9l =8 e
Reviews, W|=2] 79+ 5 A& 3stel] &Y== Agency of Al 9 A7EH A8 el QRIS otelr] Qg A
Healthcare Research and  Qualitylt} National —Guideline A, HqeA ZAATo]t
Clearinghouse 5= g3t AAZA Edvzz A&

ASES o vkt JRAAE F53lo] «LE’. AZoA ol& O LAt
Ao zn 7P Jde 271 7t A% SRS A 98
HE9 I A B T ]E}(Dunn et al., 1997). E A= o 32 o) e TeAE EAdo R
U] A T 7|8t A% (evidence-based practice) 2= shlom, idat AAPS A8l A= 500087 o4 8271 e
NAL rE Ao HE ANE7] ARE T oR, Ay T WS 9 AT S g el ek sAE 9
o oA A3l HX 92 @A Qith ATAne] A 2 24 mdow 9o AAste] ¢H A U 4l Ao
9] Holecls detstr] fall 5 7 B ASAES % Wl o8 FES FRI Ay, B oo TIhE I
Uz AAE F A Bil(Lee & Kim, 2000)01] olshd, 9 T oA g= 4377 olqlrk
= AAT Adst vluwste] JAkAEe SHolA ] A
o AFAA SHeNAY FA &, AT ALAE A9 =S
AR Agg ST A FF, FAEHC dE ols = 5
o] FAIZE o A7 Ao®m vkl olgs A gy o AT BF 0 2 ATeNE AR AR S
g 71 AelA e 2 7Nk A SR8 ofzdo] g=e] w < getaby] flE dAgdTEs EdE 2 AR o
# o& S F S ARt & 5 Qlok ey of I 22 FES st SASTE S Ui, ke
A 5 AN AFelA rEAREo] o= AR 27 7N A i3] A 9 o3g A, =2AA, B AT Fo, 1%
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e AR AF 9 AFEEhE JE AA(e]AAT A,
A=, AH, ek st w w22, SJAL
B T& EFsIglon 7t e SAEE Ad ke WE
T2 ST

o A7Ay AL Aol 2]l Funk 5(1991-a)0] 7dst A+
Ay} AL Hof A (Barriers to Research Utilization
Scale-US version)E ©]g&3lo] A3 LE o] == A
Azpe] AR Ag Aol a]le] st 59 H=E S35
= AeEHN, 419 sEE, & HEAF 2JRBFE), =
A 28T, AT (6T, AkrE 26T
B)oR FAE F 8O T o]Fojxglom 7+ w3
gt Fo AEe 47 HAL(1=338 34 otk 4=v¢-
Tgth 9 9A 9 FHoE FHHECE B AFeA e
Fo7k Bxoi7} ohd kel 1sAle] A9 Joi7k el
221 F9 shvr vehd A3E 7Rbstod(Kajermo et al,
1998; Lee & Kim, 2000) 17]¢] ¥a} Ao}z ¥ =8O o]
alet7 17t oldthe F7He s F 29719 2&<=
SO, B Atete] wlmE Q] Qi F Aol
A Aol A4 ekadth Ao Wl 9
FEAISE el gt T3S sk AgT =TS ol
7b E5E ulgity =) sl AF %= Cronbach's
alpha 0.65(2JAFA% Q9N - 0.80(TF3AF 291, F2 Q9
o] al(Funk et al, 1991-a), APFATo|H= BE QQlo
A HA 0.800]H(Kajermo et al., 1998; Parahoo, 2000), =
v AATe] AFE AlgE 0.68(ATF 2] - 0.73(24
gonoZ e om(Lee & Kim, 2000), 2 Ao
AHE AFeE F 297 350 A9 0892 ek 7}
sHEQl MR kEAF 291 075, 27 291 0.84, 1HE
AT 291 0.72, JAATE 291 0.712 YERT.
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T 54 9 gEE Jeke 94 9 A8 BFE T
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A3 S (volunteer)oll A 544 F=o] FR TS AR
Z

A8 e des WA Hel
A

A AAo] o] g5+ AX A9 (informational sources),
Ql 52 737} Hixel wiEs Hot dl

o] MeEAE A&t #4800, I4E 54
9WoAdTEd 2Qle wE A7AY AL Aol Q) mpoke
Z}7e] W4 EAYEE Jlo|7A, t-test, ANOVA, Pearson
o FEEA 7IMe &8st EASIYE =

°] A% Cronbachs alphas 3l omH, ZAA AL

A%t foEE= 057 At

a7 Zil
CHeRie| €eby A s 54

el 2o A i o1 m=434)0131 1L,
g2 W3t 338HEA(SD=735) °F 68%=7} 26-404]°
shglom, wHYEE A& =161)2 SAKn=188)7} 7t
7t oF A% YT AAEISlaL HAKn=85) k9] AAAME of
20%5 A tdARz o] Bt AR AEE 106
(SD=7.54) 02X, i 37§EFE Hu 31d7kx] o] FHEE
= YERITE didake] @ A9l 68% Frh AREESAL
ol Ao vepon 3teAbg ol welxt 59
A o 31%EEE uehsth e oiidAEe ddkss
(60%, n=255)= Uut Wgol|l ek Zow IetHlaL, &
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oI5t ZIBAISS| 91T TP B AlE 3 ATEY w8l Hoj 9l
(Table 1) General and clinical characteristics of subjects (N=437)
Variables Variables
Classification Number Percent Classification Number Percent
(M4SD) (M=SD)
Gender Women 434 99.3 Clinical less than 3 years 57 13.2
Men 3 0.7 experience 3-5 years 87 20.2
(10.617.54) 6-10years 102 23.7
10-20years 131 304
Age (year) 21-25 42 97 more than 21years 54 12.5
(33.8£7.35) 26-30 157 36.2 No response 6
31-35 66 152 Professional Staff nurse 238 55.9
36-40 71 164 Status Charge nurse 55 12.9
41-45 60 13.8 Head nurse/ 133 312
460]A¢ 38 8.8 Supervisor/Director
No response 11
Education Junior College 161 37.1 Clinical setting  General ward 255 59.6
Bachelor Degree 188 433 Intensive Care Unit 63 14.7
Masters Degree 85 19.6 Emergency Unit 15 35
No response 3 Special Care Unit/outpatients 27 6.1
Others 68 15.9
No response 9
A, BEE, A U Ve B 2Reks gAE 2 ool TRY A AT BES sk 2
Uk Egd 2o et glti<Table 1> = <Table 2>l AA =AY WEAE2] 42%7F thekzts st
9] slgom gsiglon, s2%e] ks A2 2d o
A &3 st o Zlow SRelgla ShElele] Ui A
(Table 2) Research- related activities of subjects (N=437)
Variables Classification N Percent
. . » Yes 154 42.0
Membership of Nursing Academy (n=367) No 13 580
Attendance of Academic Conference in recent 2 years Yes 221 51.8
(n=427) No 206 48.2
Publication of research article or presentation in Yes 59 13.8
academic conferences (n=427) No 368 86.2
Journal club or academic meeting in working unit Yes 288 67.8
(n=425) No 137 322
T .o Yes 228 53.3
Research participation in clinical unit (n=428) No 200 467
. _ Yes 258 60.7
Taken Nursing Research course (n=425) No 167 193
Taken clinical specialist education program in the Yes 37 227
hospital (n=428) No 331 773
Weekly 42 9.6
Biweekly 19 44
Frequency of reading research articles (n=416) Monthly 88 20.2
several times/ a year 205 47.0
Never 62 14.2
one week ago 139 32.8
One month ago 74 17.5
Recent experience of reading research (n=424) tshifemr:;r}lltshsa;fo 2; g;
One years ago 42 9.9
Don't know 64 15.1
Yes 183 143.3
Support of nurse manager to use research (n=423) No 240 567
CHetZts 83| X| 34(5), 2004 8€ 841



14%2] tdAtell AN Yebgth 68%°] At 2% e (3%) Btk w2 Zlo® yesth 4] YA F7 0|88
W agti Aol AHE glvkar SHekglaL, ke © AR AoRE WEvliTd/dEgAH38.5%), s
HE0(53%) A= WEATel FofsE 2ol lslon, AdHH(26.8%), =RA/AT=T(122%)0] £Oo2 YERon, o]
61%2] WAL e ATIEE olRt Ao] vk SHEt A AEBA(%), AL Sl e A4 Fo AR A
Ak A= TESITY] B 34%0] ti Ak e o A A ow vk EoR yedth @9, 7P AlEshe dRE
ZN1Ho®m, 47% WA ddel 2 3] Ak o stk & = E T/ A H@2%), ER/AT=E(34%), e e
HollaL, 14% tidaks de A @kl Qe Zlow uekt ZH10%) 2] o= UEstt<Table 4>.
ok 3HE ke wejRph b ANl AT ARS AdEshks
Aol theliM = 43%2] Al Al 1Eva SEsksith Hrzdn Mg Al 0l
ZHI[EE 21S M0 CHEE Q1A W AT o A7 AE Aol =
A7 AE Aold=e 4] sh aclel gk Fdtdt
SAZINE b5 ARl digk Q1A 9 3 Y= <Table FEAAE 24T A<Table 5>, BE 290olM o] Aol A
3>of AAESGITE QA ol g 2 g3 vk F7h B 200178 (R 2ET ofh o vEhtow, %4
SHE AR oF 5%E dEstor i) vidh A 21" (M=2.45) 9l OAkeE Q91T (M=244)949] o] =
3 EEAU203%) R oli=(40%) 30 vhetE gl 7b AR Q1 AT Q1 efA o] el AE (M=2.0)°
o FRALE oA, e F Rk ok SEE Hg) =2 Ao Yepkith
tdahs B 108(23%)Q1 Zo= YAl 58%2] /gt AAn A Aol 219 S dtetahr] Sl 7
oM s s Y P ARERE Fdsk gl FEER 33 ol (TS 1, v 1Y) SHE g
Ao gekakslck A g BAT A3 AP 2 geleclom vend gEme
Q7o) ARA go] 5] ANF] 9l rHE06%)0] 0.
(Table 3) Level of recognition and performance for w, AFANE ALsprle] AHE Aol HFHIIH(55.8%),
evidence- based nursing practice (N=437) ‘o7 ¥ =RL o]d|alr] 7t o)HUH(55.4%), UshHA A2
- pnber et & ololtol ST Wik Azle] FEA ArHS29%), W
never known . =R 9 T o o) &)1 0/\0] 2= 0O )
Recosmition a little known 173 39.9 Emi?':?jao] ?l' /\oﬂ J_O:] MX] 161;}—(5()‘8/0)‘/] T’:——E "}’E}’/\/\
gt moderately known 152 35.0 U<Table 5> 8 ATAzE L3k A2 Ul AR
Very well known 21 48 FolshA drH645%), Aol d@ A7l g =714
never perform 38 8.7 FHTS5.1%), AT FeAE T REAT(549%) T &
Perf a little perform 215 493 e Y ol= s A olilim o
SECIANCY moderately perform 173 397 = ]H’C o‘—ﬂL u‘l‘7}‘ 1.5 ]O}E}Ha 1_5% 12‘:‘]] %E}E o
very well perform 10 23 @$et oAt 7 B2 B0 R YERTH
OIME| o|Ab AHI BT YEXIY 0| A QAN 9 TR Q010 [ME HTH Fof 29
odAEe] JuE e Feclome sty A4 B o AV 25 QA 9 S Are] wE A A
3ol (65.4%)7F 7be FAd wA'E 2916Le%) 2 VR & el
(Table 4) Availability and credibility of informational sources for clinical decision making (N=437)
Sources Availability Credibility
Rank N % Rank N %
Ward manual/clinical guidelines 1 168 38.5 1 183 42.1
Ward manager/senior 2 117 26.8 3 45 10.3
Literature and research articles 3 53 12.2 2 146 33.6
Computer search 4 34 7.8 5 17 39
Previous experience 5 22 5.0 6 9 2.1
Doctors 6 10 2.3 4 19 4.4
Knowledge learned in nursing school 7 5 1.1 7 5 1.1
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AN ZHEAISO| 9T TR WS MR W HPHW WSO Hoj 29I
(Table 5) Rank order of great or moderate barriers to using research findings
’I\:Aa;gtg)r Barrier item Item M(SD) Nx* (%) Rank No N(?;J)mon
The literature reports conflicting results. 1.79(.76) 40( 9.2) 28 39 (9.0)
The research has methodological inadequacies. 2.05(.74) 88(20.1) 23 26 (5.9)
Research The research has not been replicated. 2.35(.89) 177(40.5) 13 13 (3.0)
2.00 (.52) The conclusions drawn from the research are not justifies. 1.82(.80) 62(14.2) 24 24 (5.5)
Research reports are not published fast enough. 2.22(.94) 153(35.0) 20 29 (6.6)
The nurse is uncertain whether to believe the results of the research. 1.80(.75) 55(12.6) 25 5 (1.1)
The nurse is unwilling to change/try new ideas. 2.50(.90) 201(46.0) 8 2 (0.5)
The nurse feels the benefits of changing practice will be minimal. 2.32(.89) 160(36.6) 17 1 (0.2)
The nurse does not see the value of research for practice. 1.56(.73) 46(10.5) 26 3 (0.7)
Al The nurse sees little benefit for self. 1.40(.67) 26( 5.9) 29 7 (1.6)
202 (50) There is not a documented need to change practice. 2.46(.97) 208(47.6) 7 10 (2.3)
The nurse is unaware of the research. 1.54(.69) 42( 9.6) 27 2 (0.5)
The nurse is isolated from knowledgeable colleagues with whom to discuss  2.06(.96) 125(28.6) 22 8 (1.8)
research
The nurse does not feel capable of evaluating the quality of the research. 2.30(.79) 161(36.8) 16 3 (0.7)
The research is not reported cleary and readably. 2.36(.83) 168(38.4) 15 4 (0.9)
The relevant literature is not compiled in one place. 2.57(.94) 222(50.5) 5 10 (2.3)
Communication Implication for practice are not made clear. 2.74(.90) 262(60.6) 8 (1.8)
244 (57) Statistical analyses are not understandable. 2.28(.85) 148(33.9) 21 8 (1.8)
Y The research is not relevant to the nurse's practice. 2.36(.87) 170(38.9) 14 3 (0.7)
Research reports/articles are not available. 2.36(.92) 177(40.5) 12 3 (0.7)
Research reports are written in English thus constituting a barrier. 2.74(.90) 242(55.4) 3 5 (1.1)
The nurse feels that the results are not generalizable to own setting. 2.37(.90) 182(41.6) 11 6 (1.4)
The nurse does not feel she/he has enough authority to change patient care  2.44(.95) 190(43.5) 10 2 (0.5)
procedures
Administration The nurse does not have time to read research. 2.58(.93) 220(50.3) 6 3 (0.7)
245 (64) The facilities are inadequate for implementation. 2.68(.84) 244(55.8) 2 4 (0.9)
There is insufficient time on the job to implement new ideas. 2.66(.88) 231(52.9) 4 2 (0.5)
Administration will not allow implementation. 2.19(.97) 156(35.7) 19 13 (3.0)
Physicians will not co-operate with implementation. 2.42(.97) 192(43.9) 9 11 (2.5)
Other staff are not supportive of implementation. 2.23(.94) 160(36.6) 18 14 (3.2)

** reporting item as a moderate or great barrier

A g AFAA QRle] wE AFAT FLe] AAE Aol AFdz A Aol 221¥e] TAAME, AXH =
sfelst Aal, AN AR QA BRAow FPFE: we} OJARAE(F=3.98, p= .019)% ATLQI(F=4.50, p= .012)
AHow A7Ast 4g FoPEs} £ WAF s oM FA# Folsk Sl 2o Uehutk Duncan AFF
Ao® YUelWT<Table 6> =, ZAZRE AR st Q14 Z A¥, 27 7NE 2 ARE A BREG T S o
(Table 6) Relations between recognition/performance and research barriers (N=437)

Factor Mean (SD)
Recognition Performance
Not at all  a little M\(/’Sreyra;/ee”to . 5 Notatal alitle M\(/’Sreyra;/ee”to . .
(n=88) (n=170) (n=172) (n=38) (n=214) (n=181)
2.1 2.1 2.0 2.4 2.1 2.0
Adopter (53) () (50) 1.92 .15 (41) (48) (54) 11.0 .00
. 2.6 25 24 2.8 25 2.4
Communication (60) (57) (52) 3.98 .019 (52) (56) (56) 7.45 .001
. 2.6 25 2.6 2.8 25 2.4
Administrator (70) (62) (70) 1.57 21 (59) (62) (67) 5.46 .005
24 23 22 25 23 22

Research (76) (54) (53) 4.50 .012 (74 (59) (54) 4.66 010

CHetZhs 53| K| 34(5), 20041 82 843



22 Z 2

A ol ol AR ~ Wi g3 Qvkar’ 3 ek o wol7l apglo SAH O Fogh Aol yEhA] ekttt
of vlal SJAkAE QQl(Mean difference = - .20, p= .016) Y (P >.05). F& ATEY 9 HE AT 3ol ofFete] dA
QT Qe(Mean difference = - 23, p= OIS B A4 A% WE v ATl g} BE ATl Fols] 4o
7} 8 =& Aow Yehgth 23 ZA7NE AR S e UTHE SR OEAbel A Hat el WGt =A YEh=
upe} o @91 K= st el Felgh zol7t yEbdth Aol Qo FAXCRE frogt alol= §le Zlow &
TAAOZE A 7R 3% AFE A s dert 215 1
I SEEE oA o] ol= Ar ~ w2 St 1 A A9 AAa ARolx o] Agefele] A= Unt
S el s BE sHE Q”lelA e Bt W5 dER SAE Aol FREEAL o] e] wEAF Fo At el HlE
Ok AL Mean difference= .35, p= .00; ©JARAE: Mean ARl o w Fatdel A7t A vERstew olgh 2L At
Difference= .28, p= .00; %Z): Mean Difference= .29, p= .03; ol E3] ALAE (=242, p= .02) ¥ FA(=1.20, p= .04)2
15" Mean Difference= .32, p= .01), & FaapA] d=t}’ Qo AR Fode Ath 2FTAEEE S
B gHE Fol R SAETHI S Fol vl A7 & & ELW S4WE DU Fol owk BE SRASe] u]s
Qs ALgk =] 37] a<lel tigt B A5t =2 A0 of dAHoRE HHErt & AFE Hlo A
2 UERstt AL 7FFANE=-245, p= .02) B FA (=226, p= .02) 23]
ol debskth =5 ek SAVIRE A% 8 A
o A 4 AT QRle] mE ATA 289 Aol o gl ARA e A7AN AL ol Amst At
A el W AFFE Qcle] mE AFAY g AE Aew FAEAY & A% e dApE 277N
of Hof tja] #AIsh A¥<Table 7>, 87 WE AT EY AFE FYEE Az gt 9t gy, A
o, AT Fo T ATEF AR Felel wigde] vEhd HEETF S oAbl A5 AellAe] Aol JErt
Al got & A9, A, AR RS, Heneatd F A0 YETHE p < .05).
TAZNE AR Az o T2 A7AY 4§ Gl
g WA} = Ao B4R = 9
steln} ATAY Fogmele] EA A, gheEo

O

DBARAE B4 A% 2, {4, 31 5ol A

(Table 7) Relationships between clinical and research- related variables and research barriers (N=437)
. . M(SD) F/t (P)

Variabl | f N — —

anaies sty [ Adopter Communication Administrator Research

Education Junior college 161 2.09(.55) .946( .389) 2.57(.59) 2.43(0.09) 2.52(.69) 1.39(0.25 ) 2.34(.73) 2.57(0.08)
Bachelor 188 2.07(.52) 2.51(.51) 2.58(.62) 2.20(.53)
Masters 85 1.20(.49) 2.40(.60) 2.43(.65) 2.20(.45)

Professional status Staff/charge 293 2.07(.51)  .36(0.72 ) 2.55(.55) 2.42(0.02) 2.56(.64) 1.20(0.04 ) 2.29(.64) 1.35(0.18)
Manager 133 2.05(.53) 2.41(.57) 2.42(.63) 2.20(.51)

Clinical setting General ward 255 2.02(.52) -2.45( .02 ) 2.48(.57) -1.24(0.21) 2.47(.64) -2.26(0.02 ) 2.27(.63) 0.52( .60)
Special unit 173 2.14(.51) 2.55(.58) 2.61(.65) 2.24(.55)

Clinical experience (yrs) < 10 236 2.09 (.51) .95( .34 ) 2.58(.53) 2.62(.01) 2.58(.64) 1.92( .06 ) 2.31(.61) 1.82( .07)
>10 185 2.04(.52) 2.43(.59) 2.46(.63) 2.20(.57)

Attendance of conference Yes 221 2.06(48) -.16(0.88 ) 2.51(.53) -29(0.77) 2.53(.63) -.16(0.87 ) 2.27(.56)  .20(0.84)
No 206 2.07(.54) 2.53(.60) 2.54(.65) 2.25(.64)

Research participation Yes 228 2.03(.52) -1.54(0.12 ) 2.47(.60) -1.88(0.06) 2.49(.66) -1.54(0.13 ) 2.02(.55) -1.57(0.19)
No 200 2.11(.50) 2.57(.55) 2.59(.62) 2.31(.65)

Professional satisfaction ~ Not satisfied 99 2.19(.54) 6.75(0.001) 2.63(.56) 4.12(0.02) 2.72(.60) 7.44(0.001) 2.32(.62) 3.11(0.04)
Moderate 138 2.17(.54) 2.52(.58) 2.53(.66) 2.32(.65)
Satisfied 197 1.97(48) 2.43(.55) 2.42(.64) 2.18(.54)

Recommendation of Yes 183 1.92(49) -5.19(0.00 ) 2.45(.54) -2.11(0.03) 2.38(.64) -4.42(0.00 ) 2.20(.56) -2.05(0.04)

manager No 240 2.18(.50) 2.56(.58) 2.65(.63) 2.32(.62)

1 excluded no response
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Nurses' Research Activities and Barriers of Research Utilization*
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Purpose: This study was to describe nurses' research activities, perceptions and performances of evidence-based
practice and barriers to the use of research evidence in nursing practice in Korea. Method: A cross-sectional
survey design was used. A questionnaire, except for Barriers Scale, was developed for the study. Data was
collected from a convenient sample of 437 registered nurses working at research and education oriented university
hospitals. Result: Nurses' research-related activities were relatively low compared to previous studies. Also
perceptions and performances of evidence based nursing practice were low. Preferred informational resources for
clinical decision making were identified as ward manuals/clinical guidelines, manager/senior nurses, and
literature/research. The major barriers to research utilization were a lack of implication for practice along with
inadequate facilitation to implement research evidence and difficulty understanding research written in English.
Priorities of barriers factor were Administrator, Communication, Adopter, and Research. Conclusion: The findings
provide directions for future training, education, and managerial policy to achieve successful evidence based
nursing practice.
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