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I.M &

FH-?—%QI 3 ol A Y7 o) Foll 7hedo] E3] LA
3jed, °l§13¥ 117 A2 AA A AR FE R
AN = ffl-C-H AAE, 1988). A7 e] AL e
9|59 %-r‘ﬂ] =3 53 e WUz gl 5~6%0
o ( 7“;}%’] 1986 ; Weinstein, AJ 1981), 1977+ =] =¢]
’%“"J*EH@-TL*(CDC He fHol =l 1.0%%E
10.8 /6’4%7‘] ul Al §-o] D}'“o}f%_x_ B3 3ty (Malasa-
nos, 19@7) obzl $ejvelole WUAREEE HEY
s Z}.ﬁ{— ol 19851 17H o &g ol A 2AFE wle]
eshad. (g Qg 10.000% 2 WU ZE ARG
577 o| R WA A4 64071 ol RLeH( 04 2, 1986).

UL BAT AN E B BT 22790

7h ‘L’%"} A HAdztdel 1/3~1/28 A5 gle
= (Mary Castle, 1980), $2 79 ¢ dosle A&
o ] 7}7121 ARt FAERr b B 489,
1981 ; 73’.‘1‘3‘, 1977 : # %4, 1981 ; Schaberg, 1980 :
Haley, 1981 Hooton, 1981 : Finley, 1977) 2.2 o=
A=t ﬁLp—"‘ ez 8529wl /35% R ETE Fol
‘&-’?‘5}1 AE F 7| wi-Fol Catheter S Abg] &l ol
".}%“Hi 44 F4= 4 3lemd(Helmholz, HF., 195
0), Catheter} 4els]w Catheters} o] %3 (foreign
body) $£4 S50 2AF& Fo] 25 Fu]Eo] Frly

-~ 249—

w, o] Fu] &g Eotod Fo] AR Eeprte AR
#4353 lch(Kass, EH,, 1957), 2.2 7kdoll ol 3 o9}

& 2%9 925, Catheters} v 2¥ho] A Y wlx
o] Akt 5o AR Bl AFAYL Honzs
o]Foid 4 glow, 44l vj2§7](Open drainage
system) .ot A4 4} &} (Closed drainage systemn)
% AHgsteed LR W8 BA(FY,
1982)sl € Aoz deiA ok 940 de Do
& ol olahd gdiedel 1/32 aaql A4l
H& T oAbE (A AT, 1988) 3L gt ofel
£ dFolAd FARLR od 82798 244
A8k #el YHes JOET 71EE AAE F, ol
WE 227 FLgd £ vlado, ol EdjE
FARE AAstnaA g2zt Fas AT Ao
AA Al s ekE B ste] YU E ghaol
lolotazat et
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1. ZALCHA

1987'd 949 1 ¥ 1989 49 17 7#] < 2004
7ol AR 14 FY el #27} 44T 24 25715
B 2SSl 823 Fabel vehvtA| gt
B A, U F F4 Catheter & A & &5 A
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2 sholeh 22k AAHQ B F Aol UM, B4
A, ulm A FA Qe S Aoz, BE
5%

ko sldd W@ e] shie w4z 283
22,9 Z3le] AlgtE ] 87 o] vl

HEF Aol U A5 oz A%
stAch 2Ea £ 24 di4ztE 19 13 KMnO,
Solution (1 : 10,0003 4 &-<l) o g v} A2 & JA4HH o
Eoaby 9l 3 1}1//«] Open drainage system¢] §x] %
& 83 A%tk F AL RPez AHUE 16
2T 169 ol oich.

2. ZALEHY

£ zAbollAl £3] ALg5 3 ¢l Open drainage
systeme} f-%| CatheterE 49l gt @=18 iAoz &
of, JoET 73E AN AYTH YrETF T E
AABA B 2oz rgich £ Aol A A7
e =T 7k% ek 10% Betadineo] &4l #Acha}t Cotton
ball 3~54 2 9| S 579 35S Z2]e] $u] L Catheter
ZFoo HulEg AAGE AAE 15 E g}
Betadine (Povidone—iodine)€ lodine® Polymer
povidoned] E-3ha] 24, 10 %2 Betadine solutionei]+=
1%9] iodineo] Z3tsle] glom Fi#E-¢ 3l 22
A R RFE Aol A A 2] A7) 7] AS fAE 3 4
A Aol 7] 249 7 AHRoutine Urinalysis) & A A s}5d o
o, FAEE AYF 4717kl dE B EE 1)
Ad FA=ut AYF 48, 7TH, 14H, 210 2F
-‘?*7'1""“‘ ez A ohe] ATeldH FPAlol 3 e

AE A E ek AG T, 2T AL SR
EFA el 77 Qlste #AE AR AYE,
ZFo

k]
oj 2 Astedch

£l ok AL Trypticase Soy Agarol] #oll 5%&
#7141 7] Blood Agar Plate(BAP) 2} MacConkey Agar
% Ah&8ho] 24~484] 7} i oFA] A Colony counts} )

S 25 skl on, 14714 Aol HFE 244 A A
£ AAskch

w5 o R e e 2} -‘?—34‘% w S17hd ol e g 7]-’1"
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L2z Al E 4 Imld
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o) AEEAl A¥F 22edow Aelahsich

oo
e
2
-4
3
Ar
P
%
5
o
—
<L

1. EAICHAKRLS] S

218 2 Ak Y, A, ARy, 455
g, GAA Aol T FEelH, YT A= F 27
X*AARAH 5% wolaFold AT {9
25 Wolz] 9k glo], T F7ke] A, o1y, Akn), 4
FF, PAA Aol R BTE 9128 Aoz hebuch
gz, AEEEE B ATl oA, dz2Tol
3 3

AL B A wol 3 9w, -

lo,

2
2 56.5%. 63.1 %% =5k gm q]/ll-z} ol
ﬂi*“’i ol 3 ﬁw%sw zelslo] A%

£ /Lo} a4 5 ‘“z 757k 560 %5 AR SR
Ape] ol FAAE AL&ska ‘}}213'@4 3%(9.5%)
srol G A ALESha glAl ekgket

CBY) HElF, xTe| MY, Hgy, ZoY, SSAYRRY, S4X Al8oisd BX

o A4+ AQE EE=S
we T £(%) +(%) X3k Pt
j 3 7(43.8) 10(62.5) 05020 04786
° o 9(56.3) 6(37.5)
204 =]z 1(63) 1(6.3)
20~294) 3(18.8) 2(125)
o9 30~394) 3(18.8) 2(125) 6.400 0.2692
40~494) 3(18.8) 1(6,3)
50~ 594 5(31.3) 3(188)
604 ol 4+ 1(63) 7(438)

—250—



Hékzh & et sl 2 #1939 A3E

T a4 497 P
» . X2k I
e 4(%) 4(%) © P
i e 0(56.3) 8(50.0)
=] 74 A 2(12.5)
ke RS 4(25.0) 3(188) 22017 0.6987
: A kot 1(6.3) 1(6.3)
7} 2(12.5) 2(125)
v | SEY 9(563) 9(56.3)
FEAdelt P 7(437) 7(437)
N Ag 14(87.5) 15(93.8)
4l A y ) . 1.0000
BAEAE e 2(125) 1(6.3) 00000 0
LA 16(100.0) 16(100.0)

2% AHE 2P Yoz e eArui A7k Q14 244 7F ool o dE AFalahol AdT L
At el 717kl g ¥ TAu AWE dETre 93.8%, HNEZFE 750%7}F U247 ol ufol, Mol
XAREA, 5% folsFeld BAH R S 245 214 59 olvell #4 Exe Alehgic
o] ALkl 2H(XP=5.3818, pat=0.3711). o} F-3-=) o4}

(EZ) UET Hxrel YR 25 Tol MK 7|21 £x

T A4 49z EES2 o )

_Yezte §H s AN AT (%) +0%) X P

24K)7} o) 15(938) 12(75.0)
2H 1(6.3)
36 1(63) 5.3818 03711
46 1(6.3)
58 2(125)
A 16(100.0) 16(100.0)
3¢ AT, A2z 4 Ex F5y XA 5% Fo)5FolA FAGezE Fol57)
EEolEl, A8l Zo] ol 2F ol )4 Silastic Catheter ¥} B3 eH(X*=1.2000, pt =0.2/33).
Rubbet Catheter& © o] 4bqldt Aoz velgtor}
(H3Y) MBP, (IETO| Tue| 2y wx
o)A qgF z7 o )
D447l 49D e 2ud BF +(%) (%) ¥ r@
Ruliber 12(75.0) 8(50.0)
Silstic 4(25.0) 8(50.0) L2000 02733
A 16(100.0) 16(100.0)

44 AHT, d2TY FAZwT A7) 7HE ek T& 98 °olglom 4P, 2T 8 £ua AlqE
A A F F7ke] X2 A A 3 5 %99 4 2ol 4] A T AT AAD Ao A me} 62.5%0)
Hoz o3 A& Mol Wheh(X*=04762, pat=0 o, AA oAb Abe] 94 %abo] Ex 3 AHYE 219 Hix
9214). A”TY HF FAERD 4Y7)17L 8H, 2 BAE + Uy



(EAY METD, IET FRIZ® 49712

= g PEEs s - i
AT S A 253 AU +(%) &%)
I 1(%50) 3(188)
7H 10(62.5) 10(62.5)
up 163) 163) 04762 09241
28 1(63) 2(125)
A 16(100.0) 16(100.0)
A Ewd AT 8a o

F5e AYE, 2Ty A== AdAd 712
AMAA Al F F2he) X AN, 5% F5
Folly ARz Folq 2 Holx wgieh 2t
ARE, 2T 72 LA 23S vlas] 1y,
= Fo| Al v]&d AL wolh, 2T vl&) A
Zo|Glucouse, Blood 9} ] AHel 747} of B A=
Hol Foiek &AL §5¥ 2 s 1w, vlF, pH,

Bilirubin, Urobilinogen-& 2.5 ZA} dlAkl7F & 4ol gl
o0}, Ketone, Nitrate, RBC % Epithelial - cell-& 5%
o zAl AR 7E A Aol gk, WBCE A#EF, 2T
2E u|A A A4rt 1984 o, WBC & 104
njatolo} ], Hlw7|Al 7ei& JAANAE Bkt
Albumin, Glucouse, Blood& R & th4-2k9] | /2] 4ol
o] A Abo] 9 e},

(E5) MET, ERS RAZLL MYAXM 7| ZLHHAL H2

ax PEE: P

UL (%) (%) X pu
8| 449 16(100.0) 16(100.0)
PH A3 16(100.0) 16(100.0)
Albami A 10(625) 10(625)
) )44 9 6(375) 6(37.5)

A3 9(56.3) 13(81.3) ,

Glucouse ] 0 A 9] 20437 3(188) 13091  0.2596
A g 15(93.8) 16(100.0)

Ketone PR 163) e
Rilinibin EEE 16(100.0) 16(100.0)

AA 9 9(56.3) 12(75.0) ,

Blood A 7437) 4(250) 0.5541 04566
Urobilinogen A4 16(100.0) 16(100.0)
. A4 16(100.0) 15(938)

Nitrate A9 163) 0.0000 10000
HEBC A9 13(813) 13(813)
SEETE 3(1838) 3(18.8)
AApae] 15(9338) 15(938)
WEC EETE 163) 1(63)
o AP 9] 14(875) 14(875)
Epithelial cell o4 4 9 2(125) 2(125)
A 16(1000) 16(1000)

2. M8 T REUHHE

E6L ART, HE2T FAERD A2l
827t ¢S vebdl =¥ olvh AYTY s 2AEL

50.0%, 9l 2+& 438%0lolel, Z—testE & A,
5% 4947l A EAA 02 F-98 aF BolAl sk
cH(Z=03521, P 3=0.7248). A g7, N2 F =F FA =
w23 A7 2be] Ao A4E a2 td g o AEE
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thakzk3 ek s) A A19A A3E

Bolch S AR E AYFTH| YT 2T 92 selei e Aghudo] FAELBL 4B o4 AT
%fé%d! 747k 41.7%, 462 %2 w158 HEE voiFa A 2o A A e g AYE, 2T B A
gl SHEEe vlmels] 98 Z=testtt A, 5% 7} 2~ 3vg ojoled SRNAEL 0% otk FHEn
4ol BAR 2L folg AE volA ket L 218 7R ARl AR A$E =g, 4
(Z=0.2567, Pat=07974). #3£x3 43z g am—w A4k 1~27 o] g, L2kl &S
mz;ogcal Bk el Ao} mzE]o] Qo] A7 ZHE Ha 247+ 100%, 50 % ol gieh.
(E6) AP, UETol SXER del7|nY puds
T AdF o7 A,
%ilim%}%—?/bﬂ% (22798 %) A /A (EE%) AR /das  (9279iE %)
40 2/16 (125) 0/ 16 (0.0) 2/32 {6.3)
. 7TH 5/12 (41.7) 6/13 (46.2) /2 (44.0)
3;148 0/2 (0.0) 0/3 (00 (/5 (0.0)
218 1/1 (1000) 1/2 (500) 2/3 67 .
A 8/16 (50.0) 7/16 (43.8) 15/32 469

ol
ES

EF’:M(—E—E!_ o5 3 ol thEt Z2a)

A ‘%i:l‘, 2ol amulofoz R Reld TFE
49 941 (E7 22), dEFAAE 100% Bacteriash
w5 S’% ], 4 8¢l A1 Bacteria 50 %, Fungus 50 %2+
7 ?4154 olch A& FollAl Gram—negative Enteric

bacterla ql E—coli, Serratia marcescens, Proteus

Fungus Foll & 8.2 Ao £4) o] 9]+ Candida Albicans,
Candida Tropicals 7} ¥&l= oo}t | z2FolAd Gram—
positive ¢l Staphylococcus coagulase negative 37,
Enteric bacteriaZol| 3= E —coli7} 27, Serratia marces-
cens 17, Citrobacter freundii 1710] z+z B2]= 9o},
Tol $eld A¥E, Hadd 1598 45wy Staph-

ylococcus coagulase negative 37, E—coli 34 2.2 ¢} &

mirabilis, Enterobarteriaceae S0 174 %259l o, ol ulaf gol Ralggah
CEDAED, 2ol 201M 28I 7F
A CL T ES 3 A
#AFF & + +
Bacteria
Gram —positive ; Staphy lococcus 3 3
Coagulase negative
Gram —negative enteric bacteria ;
i Enterobacteriaceae 1 1
Eschierictia coli 1 2 3
. Serratia marcescens 1 1 2
Proteus mirabilis 1 1
Citrobacter freundii 1 1
Furﬁgus
| Yeast like fungus 2 2
Candida Albicans 1 1
Candida. Tropicals 1 1
A 8 7 15




FeiE gl gt ofA WA F A AL A
£ 273 Zeh AAd o2 39, Norfloxacillinel] = 3
P27l

SEds dezd L A5 AFde] 't

(H#8) Fe|Fe| B 3t LM 2l

Ampicillin, Chloramphenicol, Kanamyin, Tetracycline,
Erythromycinel] sl cl Al 2oz WAlo] A3t e
vhebsl et

TF

A A B C C C D D E F
Amikacin R R S S S R R S R
*Ampicillin R R R R R R R R
Cephalothin R S S S R R S R
Gentamicin R R R S S R R S R
*Chloramphenicol R R R R R R S R R
*Kanamycin R R R R R R S R
Vancomycin S
*Tetracycline R R R R R
Tobramycin R S S R R S R
Carbenicillin R S S R R R
Fosfocin R S S R S
*Erythromycin R R R R
**Norfloxacillin S S S S S S
Claforan S R
Colistin S S
Azactam S S

*; Almost Resistant
= . Almost Sensitive
A ; Staphylococcus coagulase negative
B ; Enterobacteriaceae
C; E-coli
D : Serratia marcescens
E ; Proteus mirabilis
F ; Citrobacter freundii

.
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WAZEF 74 g 85 AAse L2709
Aalo] A X wolehw AHA o] w3 A ch Fol A3
TAZE YL ET AL 2 u0 o le], = u gz
%17 2 (drainage tube) 2} Abo|v} A wvd(urine bag) o &
Eol7t Fo] 2xdo] | 7-& E5le] whdeo m Sojsl:
Aoz ¥3xln glek(Kass, EH,, 1957). ool i &k ol v}
Aol o2 7}x] FolM AMAE L 9l=ul, A, Open
drainage system ¥.t}+ Closed drainage systemo] 7+<3
& Faol EobAolrh, B Eraldd, 1983) e o Tl o
=1 Open drainage systemoll4l £ 4F]] 72417} 39|
2279 8] 50 %<] 8H4d, Closed drainage system 3}o|
A 15 %2 vebytet B4 0.25 % acetic acidv} Neomycin

—254~

polymyxing-oi o 2 tFAH & loaq Adnd: Fd
 h(Kass, EH, 1959 ; 53], 1978). A+, 28
-5 Benzalkonium chloride v} lodine €<} 0 2 4 %3}
© Aol 85 v 874 Foz Qg 827 E
24 A1A Fch(Kass, EH., 1959 : 48 3,1978) = 3
2 g

2 od 7oAl Catheterz Qlgk 22 71¢] 7+&2 94
KMnO,(1 : 10000 3] 4 <f)&odo g wl3A2g stgle
v], Open drainage systemo 2 x| 2 x34& 3}3 Q&
A5 Ao 2 Betadineo 2 9] 2 =+ 7155 A A8
of 2 33E E43 A JoETF U3 E P AYF
A gk glxFe gzl gel oatdE e
77} 50.0 %, 43.8 %% M 2 wiszatet ol At o2
8273 4 E A8 HLET 257 Fol At



951.9.4(%"?"’&, 1982 : sl of, 1983 : 432 1978) 2.9
# Betadineo) %79li wlEEqk 817311 o)-4d bacterios-
activity 4¢-¢ %] Z3led Betadine dexf
AEF 223G S AT a9l o)
ob#tz x4 4 Burke(John, 1981)%¢] ATFAH =
Betadinee 2 9J2x 7 715 & A AT g7
BE16.0% 2ol 227038 124 %0} 2 o 77 )
7hulged Aoz viebdo

Aol vla] o xhe 2 £ o)s) o] gond u)yy A 2]
HYHEE €3 Yos Gram-—negative bacilish
entergeoccit o} 9.8 B Fof WAty e} of zhol 4} t] Bro)
24 $}(colonization) 5] o} 917] wlFofl b7} 827
el H 2 2] 7] 4cH(Mervyn Shapiro, 1984) 2} oy,
Shapifo( 7} 2 A 2], 1982) A0l 4 £ 27} Yxjol u] 8
Catheter® 91t 2.2 2h4i 8] 1791 o ¥3boh. Stlastic
Cathefer 49l 8k3 9l &= 7 %o ©] &) Rubber Catheter
7 {7 2t =)ol whsesd shxbo} A Abolol) u)4) g
7heAdel o gt 2a3idl 2 od Tl A E, o 2F o
b S4lol A9 wlssle EAHozE Sojaly
bkl Az vl ATl ol Bl o} o xp
427k o ghgto o, Silastic .o} Rubber Catheter
AU A" A zbsh of ke Catheter
A adu Glucousert w25 & 3 $So| mioiry
ool 4T 22798S A4Av: 20log
28ehal gkt A 7hsiolalch,

FAERZ Y7 dol HE 2273982 Setele)
& QAT FA, 1977 1 ZEE, 1081 ; vk
1982) 9 vl £5hod 4] 2 A FAAE £ L1 4127170
o) dolH4 5 S gol 2o ARE wol e
& A7 HE FAEx B 447 7ko] 8~9HAld, 2 8
HEER 40~50%F debi ek S2vietel 4 e 7a)
Cathetgr. 213 2 27+edo] that o1 (o] e, 1977 :
TAIY82 | 25E, 1981 ) ol A = 8 2749 G0l o Bk S
B2 el A Aol gk o] o] 9 %7
HEol A wwslrle o)zl ), Open drainage
system; o} §-%] Catheter2 <@t §27todq) gk e}
T FAERDE 30 A AL 0%(2%
) 4~TH AR AR 75%(B40, 1982) 9
Hetdle] 2 oi7e gzzedigo] o
Hebdeh 22lu g Fol 4 B3 53 9= 84
E»2 Rl £27H4¢ 10~30 %(Mervyn shapiro, 1
984) Bt £ ATt vlwA BA e

TElvtel 30 A el A2 mng segge

tatic

chabzkdehs) 1) 194 W3

ol FFe ¥ 25 2, E—coli 27~70 %, Klebsiella
22~50 %, ‘Staphylococcus 2~20 %, Pseudomonas 4.2
~19.7 %, Proteus 38~56.3 %5 4 4ol wheh o9 chopal
SR EE, 1988 1 7ldo], 1986). £ Zalol A 720
ATAzs} bR 2 $ 1579 B FFF E—coli
2} Staphylococcus coagulase negatives} 74 wgkc.
Staphylococcus cuagulase negative {— HHgAe 58
& elite g oreiA 9o i (Mervyn Shapiro, 1984),
g el osiml T ko2 Qg AlFne 145%(AR
¥, 1980), 19 %(Mervyn Shapiro, 1984) 2 b= 3} 9]
& el Bolg He JREF 5 E WA o
o) 2 Foll = 100 % Bacteriath 2] 5] =), 44 Fof 4
Bacteria 50 %, Funigus 50 %4 %-2]% 71 o]t} Candida
© el A AHtolzlut 8.2 Ao A Candida Albicans,
Candida Tropicals 2.5 4 $1410] glem 7112 Qo3
& shebar &eb(Dorland, 1980). 273el] o 41 4ol 4 2t
Fungus7t #-2lsjol a4 dhoz dfaol & o)

7l 37} Norfloxacillinell =jalk1- 100 % 744 o]
21} Ampicillin, Chloramphenicol, Kanamycin,
Tetracycline, Erythromycine] cf 3 41 v 4 o] 78 Ao
2ovbebskel 2o Ao 2UAE Ale g Ygoz
el AlE obA WA o] Fohbete ko] glom u
ARl wWE 49 Htgo) waA Yo 7l
Gram - negative bacilioll |8} 414 7edo)oz 2z
of B EA 4ol glch(Miller, A, 1960). 22z
Catheter2 Q13 2 2 zhofoll gt A4 H o]z Tahalql
AgAE 8] 227 g olubshi Aol Toluct

Hel R e obAlol NG 4 A, B2l
L
o

V.2 8

19871 99 190 4 1989+ 49 179 71%] o} 2044
ol A 1 ZPH AN § AR T FAE chab e
2 10% Betadine 2.2 9257 71358 & V4 F(16
BIHASET VEE G N2 E(165)9) L 270g
Sulaetglon Bal g Foll et A WA @ pa
A AN g e ARG o,

L A% 227942 500% 272 438%
W23t AaE Hod 2oio)

tu

100 % bacteria=t
%2 50 %+ Bac-

32
i

£
il
o
il
2
=
o

hd
2
o



teria, Y| ®] 50 %+ Funguse]ich.

A FYH T 15FF /M3 w2 4 o] Staphylococcus
coagulase negative 371(20 %), E—coli 371(20 %) 1%}
o},

3. Aol et A o Fpal AAA S, £ Tl A
8 87tdL o o7l #3 7} Norfloxacillinol] s &l Al 7
A o] 7ebgl e v}, Ampicillin, Chlorampenicol, Kanam
yein, Tetracycline, Erythromycinol] t 84 W4 o] 733}
Aoz vebye

L ATAAE JOET 2B g2 o] £
7l g Aoz BAAc e Yelgtoh oz o B2
A+ 22, o ZREz gzloio] JFe
oA & 89S &) BAS ] ATE A3, 8 x
+ 75 WS AR AF-F do, Catheter®
Qg 8. 27+ed ofjubl & A &alA| shopshe o] uphA
A e

i

al
2.
=
[+]
3

BFog2d

A2 F, 5 mof 283 Foley —catheter®] A w59 w|oF
AR, o gy x| 9eh 8], 1980, 21(4), 347~35
5.

7144, %2174 (Hospitalism) ol oF~1, 24, 1977, 9
(1), 27~33.

o], £RAE B Felvhet Hddde] o

E ol #at o7, g5 ehalx|, 1986, 8(1), 127

~146.

&, 5z

B 4z
133~142.

7 A, kA, %% Catheter® Closed systemo 2
e me] g2yl Aol A A4 A, A
u] 3 7] 88 2] 1982, 23(6), 745~748.

g4uk Tu GA A Sazbddel B A7, A
o] 3k, 1982, 19(3), 371~376.

4387, 7t e A BAol g 7 Fof delst o,

g32) 78}, 1978, 10(4), 5~7.
A%, %A Catheterst 8274, Qzb748, 1983, 7
(3), 189~191.

ol F& 9 4o, x et g2k, 2H4d, 1971, 3(1), 87~
91.

o} el 9 1¢l, $H Exs} k7l ohe Aol N A4
A 24, sl A, 1977, 20(2), 117~122.

Z}

3

A3

o, £E41, 1988.

o] 2414, =49 1, 1977, 4(5),

2
7 5

Al
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olde A% Mg A 17 o g ol 4 2] Nosoc-
omnial Tufectionsl] g 334 47, 934 3] =),
1986, 8(1), 147~173.

A8, 9, 2, 1981, 13(1), 67~74.

2E%9] 19], & Catheterz lgh S 27t = Aldx
o & A Fodol Bt YA, g7 Hatal
=], 1981, 22(1), 56~61.

B34 paid el 22gdel A A4H 22, A
u) 3z 7| #8+5] %, 1981, 22(4), 377~383.

A7, a4 Ag-FAA N -, YR A 2R
A 2SR, AT, YdAT4, 1987,
279, eajval Wadgadgeld FAA Wi

2], W43, 1984
wha| <, Catheter $x 8o 227odel B AT,
Akl o], 1983, 20(2), 389~394.
Breitenbucher R.B., Bacterial changes in the urine

4

samples of patients with long term indwelling
catheters, Arch Intern Med., 1984, Aug, 144(8),
1585~ 1588.

Davies A.J., et al, When should catheter urine speci-
mens be examined? (letter), Lancet, 1984, Oct.
27, 2(8409), 982~983.

Davies A.], et al, Catheter —associated urinary tract
infections(letter), Lancet, 1984, Jan. 7, 1(8367),
44,
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—Abstract —

The Control of Catheter —associated
Urinary Tract Infection : An
Experimental Nursing Study

—This study examined the effect of daily
meatal care on the urinary tract
infection rate of an experimental group.—

Palk, Young Chu*-Yang, Sook Ja*
Mo, Kyung Bin*-Choi, Young Hee*

The purpose of study was to confum theory about
the effectiveness of routine meatal caré on the redu-
ction of catheter-associated urinary tract infection.

The study was carried out at a university hospital
from September 1, 1987 to April 17, 1989 : 32 patients
with a foley -catheter were studied. The study comp-
ared the uninary tract infection rate of an experimental

* College of Nursing, Ewha Womans Univ.



group with that of a co;_:trol group and tested the
antibiotic susceptibility jof the isolated bacteria. The
experimental group(16 patients) was given daily
meatal care with 10% Betadine for periods ranging
from 4 to 21 days. The control group(16 patients) was
not given that care,

The results obtained were as follows :

1. The urinary tract infection rate of the expenm-
ental group was 50.0 %, and that of the control group
438%. There was no significant difference between
the groups.

2. Organisms isolated in ‘the control group were
bacteria 100 %, and in the experimental group bacteria
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50 % and fungus 50 %. The most common organisms
of the 15 strains isolated in the total group were Sta-
phylococcus coagulase negative (3 patients), and E-coli
(3 patients).

3. Most of bacteria isolated in this study were sen-
sitive to Norfloxacillin, but resistant to ‘Ampicillin,
Chloramphenicol, Kanamycin, Tetracycline, and Ery-
thromycin, Hence the importance of controling cath-
eter-associated urinary tract infections.

Findings suggest the need to search for other sources
of infection, further experimentation controling various
sources of urinary tract infection and larger groups
of subjects.



