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1. H7e RN 9 25

TEAFE Ao dig J)Ee) AL HA ¥ +H
&1, A3ATA Y WPor YL viAe A2
AL st FAAZ7] Ha dAHE HEHeln
AAHRQ Aot} ZAFE 192040 2 u]=d 3t
Tdigage] Y7IHAM X3 AlztElo} 1940 ARl 2}
SwSe] [F AP, 1960 HEALe} FEAE
BHE ATE0] 1 FEE ol aElm 19803
o EMEM AEAORA N3Ae FHYEH dA3ds
2YE £2d AYAE AT H{AH TAEHea A
HQ I35 AFdor T Yo gUtiw A2FA HA
ot ek ddEE A7t go] o)FojH 1 oY F
Ae 19909744 A2HAT. 28y YA BHEg
B2 dF ZHEo] 82 2E, A, £ &
A AR & B i3] HuHa gl (Burns &
Grove, 1997).

A %L J4ET Ayt LaHaglgds ¥
T3z, VEAER ATE Fd dojn ek A4
E A5 wigdAyA] Ran e Aol & 3Y
ol oA FAo] AT (experienced or opinion-

*olFUigtm ol3oist By
*olrgiaY Ny

Fud 64 269 AHAY 79 319 AAEEY 109 108

A3t o]-g2] Aefal

AR T E

based practice)®& 3 9t} (Michel & Sneed,
1995). 7 o2 Stocks(1981)e] |ApHE o] 2fsA,
ol 2378 WYel 33 AL 64%71 BAREZ Qo] A
TEAIE #43A Rzzn oz AHYc. =3
Coyle} Sokop (1990)2] ZAo| 23k, Aol o)
Ao ZE&FAbY oI 1371ES 11399 RIA F
22%9] rsANlo] 4 ALRgTn 93 4%E MR
AHg-gickn Qi)

2922 B8 w3y A7k Y85 B9 o|& A7E
It o AR Z ol gHI: A ¥t e AHo)
Aol FaddAz WeeA =AYk (Champion
& Leach, 1989). uwlgbd <diteiy Usle TIALE
do2 ago] AZee AFAHE o4& (research
utilization) 3=l izt Sl= o] FAAQA wetet
71 A% o] A 1093t u|=, AR ~4W, 3%
% o8 delelA AAlE gl

o) AT JA= 195599 digAA, 1961
e} gt ago] MYEAMRE AlFgo] HA HE
a7e) G A SWoA AAF PHE o] Rt
(o] 2%, dddad, e, 1998). siAxt 259 =
o) s @A w3 the YatelA vehd ANA d7-a
F-o] Ao| (research-practice gap)zhe FEHQ &
ARG ¢agich P E Ben, 8§ AIAEL
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A7) ol ge] Aoy Fololgha AZsteA] ol
of tht ZAMAFI} ofF 7pA] AAlgnt it

matd B dpe 2R HJRoA BFALEC] Q3|
e AFAT o] 89 Ffjagle] AR Hetstr] ¢
olr}, E 7 Arte 2oz & o B g% 2
FAVECl #HEE Aag ZAR F§ A¥E $3
(evidence-based practice)® & JU=F 3= FAS
FEIed V1E&AE 2 Rolx, © volr) T A
Ag 7oz @ AFYezd o A849 UIE
st slo] FUNARTHE =2sted 74 sle
2 Ziddn

.

kl

&

—

Ho

A7AT o)89 Felady TAY FHE UWE
W, 19803l AQagler F2 AF=EE 43
71 ofgl g, 479 ZAAQ] FA, Aol Ui AES
S0l BuHATt (Buckwalter, 1985:. Kirchhoff,
1983: Levin, 1986: Phillips, 1986). A%}t o]
g e aglel did BHL F2 AFAEIV PHNE
9o gl & Folm AAAF EAEe] e} W
g=A ggitke d3e] v

e AT B3ANS BRES W] 8 2
Bo) QAR Foacle]l FAAIA ksl A
Funk, Champagne, Wiese % Tornquist (1991a)
= AFAM ke 3AEC] AXshe dFA o4
ot Aoje] F88AF 1) FFHHN WEAT
T 2L AT 2 A9 4 (A38Q), 2) 47
dES FTY Sol4H 2 JrLFE (L Ead)),
3) A7t AHgEE 2AAY 54 (23A49), 2
3 4) a7 Hig JR Y, Zle, QA Ze 3ALe
54 (RkzAtgQl)es B 288Boz FAY AT
o] gl g ARAET (Barriers Scale: BS)E 7N'#s}
A1, °of FAzE nF, 4T, Holdd=, 244,
33 5 o948 v AHEE R sl

Funk, Champagne. Wiese®t  Tornquist
(1991b)€ =222/ 32 1,989%8<) 13ALE dide
2 1280 AR ATET o8] Ayt FAAA
FHAx (BS)E o83 2AIATE AAsT. 2 4
% 7F3 & Fort Addn 9§ AL =AM #dEg
82 F BARNTEAAE WG U3 FF EE

NZE ofoltiol & P& AZIRF o2 Jelyc)
olg} §ALEHA Carrolish 18] EBEE (1997) & &

A= (BS)E AHEdt 3569 UIEALE ez
ZARE A 2AA Q909 B AMRE ojojtielE
FYPT AIRE 0FALgOT BHY A = EQ
Fol i AAREF  apsgaly BEE WHAE
AL A A 5 gL ol 71 & Felsdolga 3
9t} Pettengill, Gillies® Clark (1994)% 5437
9] NFALE G E AAE Aol A7AT A
Wethe Aoz ARIREE ZhEANY] AQARF 2
gln 28 A¥Y  UE AgozREle] AA
HE o] Fgfielclztn Basign.

Gl e Walsh (1997a)7F gAletglaigel A
€ e s dAPAHEe A7t He 29E 2AR Z
¥ FYEL GAAFAUAT FHE  ‘IFEFl oY
23 WEgsA 2] gA ¥ & BARME o)
3l7] oj@eY & 7P € Aojetn QyEkm AT £
% Walsh (1997b) AGAIZN dste 7879 It
A s} HYA 2ReE 6389 AIAE e
A7 dx 28T FARAE oldsly] oyt &
A 2 F2 sl m, 2 thgo]l HsiAgly] 9
gAY §F olg: ). olst Aol G LA}
L NFEPES BYPCR ZAY ATE HY, A
Aol A ol F-Fo] Follo] FEAY FLYUULRE 1}
ehtm glth IFoA AdAlg d7rEFe fAFEHA F
T BollA= k34t 1,368 € iR AT AR
23 (Parahoo, 2000) 713 & Fddoz "HgA
7171 $1% B £F olm I ool ‘BAREHA A
g ol&7} ol g’ olitim EanHAch

vl 329 kA (N = 149)§& 1E°] AA|3}
£t 4789 g Beist He 7K 8QleRe =
A8y ¢HE 2F Fo) AFEAE FYY A3}
o] BE AFeRS ¢l ARFE I F:Aedm
#AE QT did d49 ¥F & E49 (Retsas
& Nolan, 1999). ¥ Kajermo, Nordstron,
Krusebrant$} Bjorvell (1998)e] 23739 2¢dl 7t
IAE dides AAFE dFE B, dFeldel aig
F8 ooz SalaF 80y FHE ‘APz
NE 474 AT 4+ 9 zAAadn dyE A4
HQl Aol AFARE Y3 oy 28z AFA}
8297 #HE ‘AT i =g v AlgT el
Hol Uty 7t A & Fofegle Busct. ¥
3l o] AFoN AFNEL 29d AIAESY BZ)7)
Foy7t o7] mEd] Aoir} Fejgdoen FHEdTn
By 'goz 2z dF=ES o¥sh] YW
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£ 92 WM B3 290 VIANSE FoZ 2o
2 A7ANRE AARY €9 992 BT}

ol gellMish Rol ZAel Uetel whe} EAIEe] A
Ak dyolsel te Aolel w97t ok e
¢ & A T B 27 F AFAYNE $9€ A
o) nE3 ARREE ol 24 £z, I
A BA 0@ olald ojelge EUY I2n =
2oi7} odolzt ofd 24” ABANANE Folz 2
AFERo) Fh2 ekt

m. A7 Wy

2 d7E 2arbt dRshe AFHET o8] o
8ol FAYA olF FHespr] 93 AAE Hed =2
Aol

s

2 thakxt MF & BY

B a7 iz AA7EL £ AR o
Fraddor ZFsln dE HFA F EAEAIR
A A9 REA HHFE 7RAZ FFA (full-time)
o2 233 Qi EFAleIt, olg FE AA7IE
AGY BEAE e dFFF ARy 3
3 ¥33a0)& 274909

3 Xz it

AFAALNA ATFEAR 2 AFFAY A& o
¢ A9, 4327 olfd tF AR (Funk,
Champagne, Wiese & Tornquist, 1991a), Y¥HA}
ol ol ATAE WE§ AFERA o] 300%F i
&t 22z d7ddaprt gits At A&
D3la AFEFE B34 2R AR vAjE AE
A FAEL A HEFE gt B dAFe
(anonymity) 2.2 ©|FH7| wf&ol AFedo] i
FoME FEA wgoZ giAsgdch wPd F 300
Fo| AEA F wgkd JEA = 278K WEEE
92.67% °IN2u, ° F 4%& F ARYE 90%
ol4E SHIA Gm WFEAY] HEA & AP X
AR ¥kt

ez A A30d A5%

4 APER

¥ AFoM A3z o)fel Fejacio] FAUA
2357 $8 AM4% =& Funk, Champagne,
Wiese®} Tornguist (1991a)7t 71d3t Felzxz
(Barriers Scale) & AH8-8tth. A= 7HdgA]l
feid e dFAT ARl dig Adrt, AEdToL
B3AFA SPNGAHELE A8 dEVE 9ol
o8 o} FoiF 3, FAEIEE A 23 o]
FojAh, 8PN olg =EE PRz 8L 4
A A3AL (8FF), 2RAA (8YF), AT (695),
JAtAE (6FF) 89002 FAS it zzte] 8
ol & Cronbach’ s alpha® .80, .80, .72, 2@
3 6510}, Parahoo (2000)° 2j3] AAIR Aol
Ae ZRaze ¥l 7IN 899 ti¥ Cronbach’ s
alpha®l H97l .84-.9001A%, ¥ AFoM s apa
. =34, 13x89), 978209 Cronbach’s
alphate ZZ 70, .73, .72, .68% et}

AT F 288%o2 2 F4L 4% Likert &
%9} ol AgE (no opinion) & FAE & A T
At Ztzke]l 8ol Ui AFATe GAYS F&E
£ A&t HES A Bt 228 Pt 25
£ gjngic},

ol »c7 AojAxE dol L F=ZolE & o
FAIE  de 29 o8 Ag-A9Uy =HATh oY
A e AEAE AASEA e 539 Ay
& WEeR AquZALE ¢ 47 Yol2 2o dFE
Fol Aoz 4T 4 Qtim B, "oz 2o
T2 ol#Ey] gsthele ¥5& Hrbsido. &
A oE AFgas} vlway] g8 Aa Zzlel
& BT Adele THAFIRA @it

o] slo| AHEE AEAE ddRle] YukAgel] oigt
Aoz 1) A7eE BT 2) A7+7A EHog o]F
o}z ok, Q1FEA B4 ve), AY, AY, A9, 2
52X, wSAze #3 ARz FASAYR, A7
d EAL ATWHE 2 BAT £y, g3
B OEHAAA 3 %2 U, g £ 4, ol
°'2 Ha=g A=A

5. Rt A

3" AH59 ¥4 SPSS Windows (version
8.0)% ol&3lct B A9 Fojpst Uwkalgre
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MNEFAE Al X892 74 290 dig A=
A4rE 948} Cronbach’ s alpha® A3t EF
ool dutalgr BAE BA87] A3 Pearson
correlation® t-test® AH8-3lQT}.

V. g4+ &z}
1. Qukare

1) 7838 54

AFNFAE 27482 FFAHFL ¢ 27.21 (8D
= 4.53)MZ A&} 2689 (97.8%) ?# 1% (.36%)
olrt. VIAEMO AYL HFE 5309 (8D =
4.00)22 54 o137} 1699 (62.8%)22 714 Bt
3, AAZE GuEIAPE 2109 (76.6%)22 713
Btk 2% RAE W B 2% A3AL
7} 125% (45.6%)°.2 714 BUH. uSPze ME
EYel 1547 (56.2%)e=2 7 ©sim, A}
1139 (41.2%), AAF 79 (2.6%)°lAtH (& 1).

2) 9383 54

g R oSy T ATPHES £A% Hol A
€ 3k 177322 64.6%°lA2, BA%RE +7
¥ AYol e FIAhe 111822 40.5% ol
Aol A2 AR 2 Gaddd FMF NE
AHe 857 (31.0%)°1t. a8l G7EHAE A
A AT BYol e AZA= 69 (2.2%) 22 e}
Wk (E 1.

2. A3 o| ol chEl Foff

FoNAzel Zge) 89l Wi JFE B, YAk
¥890] 290 (SD = .53), A 89| 2.84
(SD = .56), A789%00] 2.69 (SD = .55), 2FA}
8900 2.30 (SD = .55) 0.2 JAAERS] HFH
F7t 1 e Aoz JEiyith Ay xze ¥
2970 ¥E o) YFHSe WHe HAA1.55 (U
Ale AF-E WA FAHRIE o) 3
3.32 (2% Tl A2& ololtolE +8& AlTlo] {1
2 Yego (F 2). £33 2zt 2% s ‘BE
oty &} ‘Bol 2Rk glm $g¥ JEAE I ol
o i3 HEEZ I NIATHE Yol A 189
€ 2F 3 A& ololtolg YT w3 Azl

gt 2 vEisd. g e 7P ezt
Hox A8 ¥E 1070 F 40 (A 2, 429 5
o A Tes)7t JAEEadd BAE Aom e
2, 3719 BE (A 5, 3, 1e9)o] 2AA A} B
® AoNn, A7 & Ao FF (A7 ¢4, A 10€

<E 1> HPOARIS YAy N = 274)
= 7E = %)
D) a7 54
21 - 254 117 (43.2)
26 - 304 114 (42.0)
31 - 354 18 (6.7)
Lto] 36 - 404 16 (4.1)
41 - 454 5 (1.8)
46 A o3 1(4)
Fost 3 (L.1)
5d o) 169 (62.8)
ZZARA S 6 - 1049 73 (27.2)
39 11 - 159 15 (5.5)
16 - 20 12 (4.4)
Fe5t 5 (.4)
YRIEFEA} 210 (76.6)
39 292154} 37 (13.5)
FTEA o 27 (9.8)
3 125 (45.6)
FE4A 59 (21.5)
2RRA *¢4 31 (11.3)
234 22 (8.0)
7% (sld, bx¥, 37 (13.5)
294 §)
e 154 (56.2)
2EHE At 113 (41.2)
At 7(2.6)
2) A7HA 54
Aok 177 (64.6)
ATPLE $7 Uk 85 (31.0)
7ot 12 (4.4)
p=s 111 (40.5)
A +7% t 146 (53.3)
7ot 17 (6.2)
CER A 85 (31.0
LIS HEE S 183 (66.8)
e 6 (2.2)
ik 6 (2.2)
%e2 ANZY gt 265 (96.7)
Fe5t 3 (LD
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<E 2> FHHE 2tzte| #20| s MEEAet MY

qets A AM308 A5E

A FB* P (SD) WMEL(%)** AE*™* AU (%)
B A7 dE a4l g 525( .97) 394 76 415
A7AE A Vi oo Hr} 2.66(1.02) 595 13 3(1.1)
a o)t THe N
g;;“qmgtjég AR TR A we 2.86( 99) 624 10 2 D)
=) 2 [ (o
Qj}?i}g AHERe=A AR clSlel = A0l 4102 5.1 17 4( 15)
AR g A9 F34L 3R gt 2.13( .98) 38.7 27 3(1.D
BAE A28 WHAY BAH 925} gk 1.55( 87)  19.0 29 7( 2.6)
A E2E olo|t]o] & A=3tAY wilayle RS
Ao 2.34(1.02) 551 17 5( 1.8)
Aol AL WG o] gluh. 2.05( 98)  38.7 27 9( 3.3)
) 2o ATAAE S 5
233 ggfﬁ"“ 3ol A7EAE SR AU 3.08( 94)  66.5 5 6(2.2)
AFE=EL 9L A7) it} 2.59(1.03) 56.6 16 3(1.1)
JTAAE WANY Ve AGE 2w YA Wk 286(11D 617 12 0
DAt A7 ABHE AU RG] 48T 4
AR 260(1.04) 543 20 1C 4
B el gAlSo S17) oFe
233'4% FAshEd AAtEcl 9ARA 28 3.03( .90)  69.0 3 7( 2.6)
gjﬁfw}% FASHER FBRAAM A BE 5 o0 98) 59 14 12( 4.4)
Q7HE A7 SR8 O J9E)
i e 2.59( 89)  55.1 17 24( 8.8)
SR G AZE ISR YT VU AL gy g . .
A7 A7t w2 A9sA gn o 208( 92)  63.9 7 8( 4.0
ATERY FIE Wojol ¥ A Balo] ok 2.44( 96)  50.7 23 5( 1.8)
8o 7S $AAE WEo| ok 2.70( .84)  52.5 21 24( 8.8)
AF=Fo] &X|d ®e] AALA ger) 2.87( .86) 62.1 11 39(14.2)
AR £28 AE8To| LAUsTh 2.46( 87)  48.2 24 26(9.5)
AEE dTER A%t wagch 255(1.09)  41.6 95 56(20.4)
AAlaE AF=EE A 7 B 4 o 3.01( .95) 67.5 4 6( 2.2)
Q7R ARsdge] gt AFol BeshA wrh. 3.24( 84) 723 2 8(2.9)
QA7ol BALHE olAT & STk 2.81( 88)  63.9 7 3( 1.1)
A7E BEUD] Bo| ot 2.43( 93) 514 22 4( 1.5)
A Edo] 3o JAH YA Yot 3.05( .91) 63.9 7 15( 5.5)
AR =Fo] g7 41 FESA 2qx YA Lot 2.83( .92) 58.0 15 3(1.1D)
71 92 2o AFEEL oJ3EHr] gEu 3.03( .98) 64.2 6 1 .4)
“a5d 9%

*ongoly s ‘Bel 2T of B W= HEE
e wpgel HdeH
R TR

fhol dFaciy zAedH AFE oA

agn B dioiA A7lE Boz 'golzm 2o
ATE olalsly] S e FEL X HAz g

st}

3. CHAMRLS| Bkl mE FojRelntel A

dgAre) A7 54 3 vol 2 AYH FAa

o] BAE B7] 93 Pearson correlation®® ¥4

g 2 rjolg) QARE R, UzALA]L, =AMLY,
A¢adae] FEvA Aee A% = .02, .06,
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T2, sl g TofF T xiol

Q.

<E 3> N9, 229M, DSYE, TYYE 2,
Q

SjAEE8<l

AR zAM 89

We/7% np M(@SD) df ¢t n M(SD) df t n M(@D) df ¢+ n M(ESD df ¢t
A9

w4+ A 247 2.90(.52) 247 2.68(54) . 247 2.28(.59) ... . .. 272 2.87(.55)

#2540 27 2.87(58) 272 28 o7 99(e3) 272 736 o7 ou3(ee) 272 7122 gy Ygn(ne) 292309
aney:

avdE 125 2.92(.51) 272 .68 125 2.74(.55) 272 1.67 125 2.33(.64) 272 .98 125 2.89(.59) 272 .67

2424 149 2.88(54) 149 2.63(54) 149 2.26(.56) 149 2.88(54)
nEFE:
ARq 154 2.93(54) 154 2.73(58) i 154 2.31(.61) o 154 2.90(.56)
garr a4 120 2.86(51) 270 48 120 256149 270 <157 150 227(59) 270 90 190 oga(syy 270 T4
EES L
7}
e 177 2.85(.53) . 177 2.63(57) v 177 2.29(.68) 177 2.63(.52)
gict 85 3.03(51) 260 2:56° “g5 og1(53) 260 2647 g5 o'an(ea) 0 T4 Tgg ogi(smy 260 41
BAGFR:
gt 111 2.84(51) 111 2.62(53) 111 2.34(57) o 111 2.87(.55)
gtk 146 2.95(.53) 222 194 146 o973(s5) 250 162 146 208(57) 255 ~72 146 oge(5e) 200 22
EERRE
sch 85 2.85(.55) 85 2.56(.55) . 85 2.34(57) 85 2.87(55)
a3 183 2.93(53) 200 109 1g3 5 74(5e) 266 2457 g3 530(59) 266 95 g3 5ge(5g) 29022

*p<.05 ** p (.01,
__ ! unequal variance

A9 QUM AANBA 28 998 AQo] A FUBAlelPe Ao Ure.
SR Qg 2RekE 1§F S5 (FRAY, £24, £33, JIBHIFOR UrRe.

ZEAE: el 471 THSR UF Fo shale] TAA AE

.07, 0592y BAHoR §o3lA] &sta, AIARE
Aol AYE oJatasadl, 7hEALRR, 2FA L, @
Fadge] #A =3 4 = 02, .07, .05, .039]
A FAHCZ fosA gt FY, TREA,
9 wEATo] WE Folglze o) AL 3 4
3 t-testE ol&-ala} ENG Ax FAAdzE f2ol5)
A &A JEGTKE 3).

tgate] dnkd Al F A7EE B4y d7En
olgo ¥t ol 82lel Ao)HFE t-testE AMR3IlA
AT (3R AAE e Adol e AsAE
69, 2.2%% YT ZAg) el sex AAde By
dA AR, 1 B FAHCE R xo|E
HQ 2e A7 EFdodRe) g3 T 79
HAeg gehgdth (3 38 BY, A7 ES 3%
ARl wEt Fojsir 290 gXAFLY (¢ =
2,56, p ¢ .05)% AF8< (L = 2.64, p { .01
Aol FARR {oF 2o} YAt} F, APWEE
£ 72 Yol ANY BEALY) SJAtAaE LA} AF
897 BAE BN}t Rauvk =P A 3R
Mo el Aoje] FRHYEN AFRA (4 =

o 253 SAH+HATEe R RS

2.45, p € .05)9) lof EAIHoZ {2F zlo)sl 9l
At oA T, 2dd o] AP EALY A
F89 FAAFT B Aoz Yeiyg)

v.= 9

1. AT} 089 Hojrel

B d7olM @783 o]gel Fofjole] HFHsE
A 2%, 2HA, AF, FIARQ 42 Jehtey|
oA Mee te yale) d7dte vms & o o}
2 08 PUE Holx Utk (E 4)oMe} o) tie
Uele] AFelNE 7} Fejady HFRSe) 247 2
A, AT, 034 978 SR 239
o F@#HETt AR wsten AdF8e FFHEEIL 7t
F e oz Jeth £ So) ¥ wa AL B ¢
F9) JAtaZ 8T AT Qe WFASEI) e A7
of vial s ¥ AR Holm g}, JER o
98 FoleolEy AP SAHNTL 57 Y3 Wl
2ot et gl

%, AAELAT BIE ANE Sol7] YHNE
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<E 4> ATO0I B0 gt Fojole) HH

HataeHA 3078 A5z

B ar Funk* Parahoo®* Kajermo™**
ol a9l
B (8D) A Hna B
L S 2.90 (.53) 2.72 2.44 2.6
ZA A 2.84 (.56) 3.00 2.73 2.1
a3 2.69 (.55) 2.29 2.26 2.1
7t A} 2.30 (.55) 2.56 2.31 2.2

* Funk, S., Champagne, M., Wiese, K., & Tornquist, E. (1991b): v}=

** Parahoo, K. (2000): &oldd=

*** Kajermo. K. N., Nordstrom, G., Krusebrant, A. & Bjorvell, H. (2000): 24l

AFeES 4A Y & AR Fo P 49 U3
gid ARFAE AL 238V LERlAAAE
Al2g S 4335 A dig 8o] o]Folzo}
g Fold}. ZEln AFAEL dF=ES 3PY 94 @
T2} ARAA ogA 2d £ e A uiF F
o (A8 aElm oldfstyl Al slgsior & Ao
=% T3aEAgel] BAY £9L TPAPIAL BB
AMEFREoZ BAYRE WE V1HE RAda A3
2 3lg d7=id #dd FANE olHE =28
& AZE Fu] AlAk gt

£3] draqlz fdiMe FFHSFrE gE E7
ujdl g4 Jeld A ooz Feolg sl mso}
g AL (X 2N Be MY s dF=E
Az At Rl g AAEA g A7
2o Zed RE3y dbie »AEAY g
Bo B 3AFEel ‘AR o &t olet
Zol AFagicl W 2o ‘oJAQYY o8 ST
Hg4e GIUN3AE dAdez  AAFE Dunn,
Crichton, Roe, Seers®} Williams(1998)2] 7l
ANx JepgEed AZEL old dig glog ARE
o] Aol didl FEF A& zta A ¢ WEolg
2 gk a8Eg B AT g2 gidAEel 4F
a4 g ‘oAglS o2 digd oJHE IAP
of thg A RFAA Z1At R F5F F St} &
AR FE AL (F DA Be AAE d7dda
2] 31.0% (857)7F d¥are] ohd @ ApbEed
e S F7E £ Aol gtn A ofF7}
A Be BEAMEel el g el ¢gldE ¢
& o "2ty fe] el x 2tad msapgelAl
Ee sEsagosy 3EAT B 2o F o
43 o2 olRojFc} & ol

(R 2)9] 2t3AE A7d T ool 71 A7l @

oo AAZ 1049 FEL HEER Vel AL B
q, ‘oz 2o ARE oldsl] YETUTL AA W
A Aoz vebgt ol Kajermo, Nordstron,
Krusebrabt$} Bjorvell (1998)°] 24 ZtZALE of
do g AAIF AFoM 29dl TFALEC] 'Fojz 2
2 A7E odEy] YEGE A 992 A} A
vlmal B o, ggdez B A = guAEL
FolE AFol el oA AP Fefz AA & Y&
< ¢ F Uk may ISRy mYgnEos
Al Folm S-S Z23He et o

AAle} kAl g M APHES
23 Aol UMY rEANY] AtaE AT d78
9] i@t Wk, Ada e FMPD BEA}
o] AFaAY FeidFrt A ekt ol2lid Ax}
£ Rizzuto, Bostrome, Suter® Chenitz (1994)
a2]3 Wells 9 Baggs(1994)7F AA1g A7l &
THHE/BAES A AIANLTE dFEnE ¥
FolA olgsie AXEE FeiAErt Ada Hag
A2} AP, w2t dEAbelA Apebde] i 7
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~Abstract-

Key Concepts Research Utilization, Barriers,

Nurse

Nurses  Perception of Barriers to
Research Utilization

‘ Lee, Eun Hyun"® - Kim, Hae Suk**

The present study is a descriptive study to
investigate nurses perception of barriers to
research utilization. A total of 274 participants
in this study consisted of registered nurses
working in a large, urban and academic medical
center. A questionnaire packet containing the
Barriers Scale, and a demographic profile was
distributed to nurses and they were asked to
return the packet to a return-box in the
Nursing Office after completion.

The greatest barrier was insufficient time on
the job to implement new ideas. Next was

‘implications for practice are not made clear’.

* Division of Nursing Science, Ajou University
** Director of Nursing, Ajou University Hospital

Also the item of the English language in
research articles was considered to be the ninth
barrier. The greatest mean score of each of the
sub-scales was the communication factor. The
were followed by the organization, research,
and nurse factors. Compared with the means
from other studies, the mean scores of the
communication and research factors were higher
in this study. Nurses who had not taken a
methods found the
communication and research factors as a higher

class of research

barrier than those who did. Also, nurses who
did not participate in a conference last year
perceived the research factor as higher than
those who did.

It is recommended that English and research
classes should be strengthened in educational
nursing programs. The researchers should also
describe the section of implication for practice
as more detail and clearer for the
understanding of nurses: Lastly journals in a
libraries or online journal systems should be
easily accessible. )
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