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ALt . Bzt e 7Y b Ve b
FEte ¥WFe #8249 FAW EAold(Miller &
Janosik, 1980).
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THY FAzleltt. @A} e MEe A&AHoR
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BA7HES A71E0) 69%, WrlEol 27%E At
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(Tabie 1) Homegeniety test for family characteristics between cancer patient’s family and normal family

Cancer Pt's family

Normal family

{(n=95))

(n=95)

Characteristics X p
n (%) n (%)
. Nuclear 63 (66) 69 (73)
Type of family Extended 32 (34) 26 (27) 893 216
<3 16 (17 15 (16)
4 17 (18) 20 (21)
Numbers 5 25 (26) 21 (22)
of family members 6 22 (23) 24 (25) 1.246 940
7 7(N 9 (10)
=2 8 (9 6 (6)
Lower 13 (14 12 (13)
Economic state Middle 68 (71} 71 (74) 106 1948
Upper 14 (15) 203
. Yes 70 (74) 68 (72) .
Religion No 95 (26) 97 (28) 106 871
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ol g=7l 83%= 713 Bt
oto] YA glejde Aotz 68%, L717t
21%, 219A7} 11%9] ©olQqeKE 2).

(Table 2) Characteristics of cancer patient’s family

{n=95)

Chracteristics n (%)

Admission rout ER 22(23)

OPD 73(77)

first 40(42)

Frequency of se'ccsnd 19(20)

admission third 13(14)

fourth 9( 9)

over fifth 14(15)

1 week 32(34)

2 week 22(23)

Duration of 1 month 21(22)

admission 2 month 8( 9)

3 month 5( 5)

over 4month i

Gastric Cancer 20(21)

Uterus - Ovarian Cancer 15(16)

Lung Cancer 13(14)

Diagnosis Colon - Rectal Cancer 13(14)

Liver Cancer 12(13)

Breast Cancer 8( 8)

Pancreatic Cancer 747

Others €N

P . All of 37(39)
Pt's economic

burden some part of 9(10)

none of 49(51)

Attitude about Pat.ient will be better 79(83)

ot's disease no unfprovement 11(12)

1 don’t know 5( 5)

Early stage 11(11)

Cancer stage Adaptive stage 64(68)

Terminal stage 20(21)

2. FEAPIED FAViRe VIS HE vin

FEAEL F1E1ee T SRPAe] REadol
EAsd 3.24, AR 3,12, 9 1.93, FAA &
€ 2.93, BANA #Ad 3.20, YF2E 2.57, YA
15 3.202 4wty 75, BAE, ZAF Ao 99
o 71E7lse vmd &2 v o 499 sE0F
< HF W ez yeiygrh

GBS FA1E 1SS EE viad 2
# s & BIESV S8R vHHol 2.98, AN
74E0] 2,958 AR /9T Aole gt o8

>

v 7HE7s TR SRz vimA RAlsEEYel
Me g8a 71l 3.24, 71 3.018 A
2§98 AolE BY(p<.05), d¥IdlMe 3
A7H5e] 2.19, d¥AIEol 1.9302 FAAR &
g Aol HAHp<.05). & LA 7150] FA47t
FEtt 24 A 7% e B3, AW 4E8E

o] AA7IHET YSITKE 3).

3. YEAIZS| J15 BN, WHSM, of xiy
el e J1ETISHE

dEAF F1Ee Aze] B4 wet sME15EES
virsld A% 71E7% F FaAed] /@ Felg
BolAly gttt 3 sHF dgel o vimA 71EY
g, AR A, 498 59 5440 B SR ey
GG folF AlolE RATKE 47,

e BAde i g9, S, AMEAAEE,
Za0F &30, AW EddE d9As, 93k ¢
4717, A9, BAxe] EAA AQAE, e 8
2+ Aol Ui%t Hlxs} 9

A58 NEU)e F FFPETE QrEe] 2.97
A, d7kFe] 3.03322 Jshdeoy EAZes f9
T e gt =3 3 d9ER Ajo|g vmy F
7 d4g 9N FNE(2.04)0] WE(1.79) B}
FA g §43 Mol BAHp<.05).

7HESo WE JMEE & BEYSE 7Rl 69
(3.11), 39(3.04). 43(3.0009) &0l EAAL
2 #9% Ae o

NEBAREA B JEVF F HEHEre 98
A Ak Hoth(3.13), EBFEE Ale #Ho|tH2.99),
7hdg Helth(2.77)9) £& BYn SAZCLE FoF
A gigich s F9EE ¥laA YERYrT 99
A FHEAA Azt BEEARR Al B3 A
(2.62), AHUA A AL 715(2.59), 7hdE H<l
74E(2.15)9 €oR fol¥ Aold ik (p<.05).

Zad s & 4@ E £3E YE 71Eo|
3.04, 8l 7150] 29422 EAHcR {9 27}
b ei= s

e A= wE &Vl F gadse $EES
S5 493 FA 2.95%, Qs M i@
A7 2,981 BAF SR Rt 2= glolth

de Hpd mE JIEE 2 HEdseE 19
(3.05), 231(3.03), 331(2.84), 43)(2.97), 53] <l
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(Table 3) Comparison of family function scores between cancer patient’s family and normal family

Cancer Pt’s Family

group

Normal Family

Problem solving
Communication
Roles

Affective responsiveness

Affective involvement

Behavior control

General functioning

Total family function scores

(n=95) {n=95) t

Mean *£3.D Mean £8.D

3.24+0.52 3.01%0.43 11.10"
3.12%20.41 3.01%0.37 3.61
1.93%£0.52 2.19+0.43 14.02*
2.93+0.57 2.96+0.44 0.21
3.20+0.48 3.15%0.36 0.81
2.57x0.45 2.65*0.36 1.40
3.29+0.43 3.20x0.36 2.52
2.98+0.29 2.95+0.59 0.55

*p<.05

{Table 4) Family function scores according to cancer patient’s characteristics

Problem  Communi- Roles Rgﬁiﬁgjﬁ_ Affective Behavior General Total
Characteristics  Solving cation 1655 Involvement Control  Functioning scores
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean 8D Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Family type
nuclear 390 053 308 041 2.04 051 294 062 321 051 250 050 332 041 297 029
extended 342 037 3.22 040 179 041 296 044 326 042 272 033 334 041 3.03 028
t 37 1.76 466" 0.02 0.17 3.45 0.04 0.48
Economic state
Low 314 060 286 038 206 060 275 057 297 049 215 054 3.10 033 277 0.28
Middle 325 053 315 039 191 051 291 055 321 048 262 040 330 043 299 029
High 330 042 320 053 180 050 322 071 345 045 259 061 343 049 313 032
F 0.21 2.24 0.43 1.57 2.65 4.01" 1.41 2.40
Frequency of admission
first 395 052 3.17 043 200 047 299 061 337 045 275 043 333 045 3.05 032
second 3925 046 312 042 184 057 290 068 324 045 249 036 335 040 3.03 0726
third 320 056 297 036 1.82 043 282 041 305 047 216 045 326 036 28 0.7
fourth 3.57 041 297 037 19 055 293 064 294 047 237 046 338 047 297 023
over fifth 305 060 304 042 191 065 291 053 304 050 258 043 312 044 283 030
F 0.98 1.14 047 0.23 2.54* 4.58™ 0.72 111
p<.05 *p<ll

(2.83)9] ¢o2 ugovt FAANLE FodF Aol
giich et R gy vimal BAE F3e 49
A 13 Y99(3.37), 231(3.24), 3%(3.05), 58} ol
(3.04), 431(2.94)9 48 Aol BHAn(p
<.05), 524 dAdAE 13 YL(2.75), 538 o]
AH2.58), 231(2.49), 431(2.37), 33(2.168) &2
FARLRE #98 FolE BAHp<.01).

g9 77 BE JEVE F BEETE M€ o
4(3.17), 37R€(3.07), 170¥(3.0D) 2 &0l ¥
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Aol ulg 7 s & BT A83.09),
A4e(3.04),  HL(2.99), A F2(2.98), 7kt

o8

B3,

(2.97), W7 - AH2.94), #UH2.87)¢] ol
BAA LR FA8 A gth
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e T
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- Abstract -~

A Study on the Family Functioning
in the Family with the Cancer
Patient

Han Suk Jung®

This study was designed to assess the level
of family function between cancer patient’s
families and normal families, and to seek better
quality family-Mcentered nursing care,

The subjects for this study were 95 ca
patient's families who were selected from th
university hospitals and 95 normal families who
selected from 1 university hospital.

The instrument used for this study was
McMaster Family Assessment Device (FAD)
developed by Epstein, Baldwin and Bishop
(1983). The scale consisted of 53 items covering
7 areas: ‘problem solving, ‘communication’, roles’,
‘affective responsiveness’, ‘affective involvement
‘behavior control’, and ‘general functioning.

As for data analyses, descriptive statistics,
z%test, t-test, ANOVA were adopted using
SAS program.

The result of this study was as follows®

There there was no significant difference
between cancer patient's family function and
normal family function.

Also there was no significant difference on
cancer patient's family function with regard to
family characteristics. disease's characteristics,

and clinical stage of cancer.

Key words : Family Function
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