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<Table 1= Varimax Bofaied Cormponent Mafrix

Fl F2 F3 F4 FS &

Tearn irteraction ermpattiy atteriion Opere: sersitivity pzz::scfl

Due to the roese’s care, 1 feel hetter T4
I arn cornfartable with the narse 37
1 fed secure with the rurse neae me K&
I arn happy with my oorse’s care. T
1 arn satisfied with the rorse that 1 bave T
The rarse helps me to feel calm &7
I arn able to ervlurs tmy pamn because of the GET7
tIrse:
32 1 am at ease because of my mirse 837
33 1 am confident that 1 overcome this 633
conditton with the rorse’s assistant.
28 The nurse rmakes rme feel Like T will get 623
well seo
40 The nurse lightens tmy pain.
37 The nurse gives me enctional support
13 The nurse tnderstands my threshold of
pair. X
25 1 trast oy rarse and 1 ask her for advise 741
47 The rrse tnderstands oy needs without
hawving to ask B33
47 The nurse knows what I need. 855
44 The rapse understands iy feling, 847
43 The rawrse 15 by tmy gide £33
46 The nurse treats me with respect. 520
42,
41
o)

LREmEHER

BBEZ

The rurse undergtands oy health condition. 579
. The rorse tnderstands oy suffertr 545
. The nurse has a helpful attitade. 534
4% The rarse helps frprove iy hospital stay 519
12 The rarse 15 concerned with roy cornfort. ST
4% The rurse shares rny suffering. 837
13 The rurse aways says helle to me first 543
11 The rurse answers iy guestion clearly. 535
24 The rarse answers iy guestion smeerely. 538
23 The rarse listens carefully. S24
10 When 1 guestion, she explains eastly. 451
25 The rorse has a calrn attttode 430
21 The rupse tadks to me genly and kindy. ATG
33 The rurse ftreats me with earnestiegs. A2
14 The rse assists me prorptly.
2 The marse gives me hope.
1 When I nead her, she i5 there
20, The nurse has a good sense of T,
17 The nurse shows me affection
27 The rurse freats rme with hornoe
4 The rrse savs with me ard] cornforts me
22, When the murse taks to me, she locks me
in the eye &l2
9 The ruarse tells me uplifiing stortes. 591
12 The rurse explaing oy lab. results to me el
1& The rnurse gives attention to riy health AT
cotulition
12 The rurse shows concern in oy talking and
listery t tne afftrrnattvely.
8 The rarse helps mme at table
S The rarse helps me ardd goes in company
with rne when 1 feel pain
3 The nurse takes me by the hand when 1
feel patr.
G The marse helps me when 1 change my
dress.

BERLBRS

5 8 B4

Eigen value 3356 £754 2026 3288 2994 23815
% of Varience 187 135 101 T4 &0 2.6
Cormilative %5 187 322 423 1 581 517
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- Abstract -

Development of Nurse Presence
Scale

Jo, Eae-Huwas - Cho, Young-Sujoes

this study was to
Scale and 1o test
of the instroment
verifying  the

Purposer The pupose of
develop the Nurse Presence
the relighility and  wvalidity
Method  The subjects
reliability — and  walidity — were  adult  patients
being  treated in  three artificdal lidney it in
Poagan and Taegn from August 1 to October 15
200 The data was analyzed by the SPSS/WIN
20 program Fesult A factor analysis and  was
conducted  iterns that had a factor loading mmore
than 40, and an egen  value tore than 10
were sdleclted  The factor classified a
total  of ut  the

seventh  factor COTTTT—

geale’s

analysis
factors  statistically,
was excloded  Decanse

SEVED
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nality was less than 4% Therefore, there were
dx  factors, and its  corrrmmality  was  52%. The
explanation of domain and factors based o the

conceptual  framework and  item  content are as

follows:  The first factor was ‘nteraction’ in
ermgticonal  areas,  the  second  dotnein was
‘ermpathy’ in  cognitive areas, the third was
‘attention’”  in emotional areas, the fowrth was
‘operness’  in emotional  areas, the fifth was
‘sengitivity’ in  behavipral areas, and the sixth
was  physical assist  in behavioral  areas
Crenbach’s = coeffident  to test  reliability  of
the scadle was 9766 for a total 43 items.
Conclusicn: The Scale  for  INirse  Presence

developed In the study was identified as a tool
with a high degree of relability and validity.
Therefore, thiz scale can be effectively  utilized
for the evaluation of nurse presence in clindesl
settings.

Key words : Nurse presence



