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<E 1> j&x 2RYHSYH A E4o| st Xio| (N=426)
=4 an ES BEX 8 34 = 2 b
N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%)
Sk 304 o5} 82( 71.9) %( 76.8) 51( 80.9) 18( 69.2) 74 T55) 522 133
314 o)A} 32( 281) 29( 23.2) 12( 19.1) 8( 30.8) 24( 245)
24" wE 71( 62.3) 93( 744) 44( 698) 19( 73.1) 720 735) 1126 187
7NE 43( 377) 32( 256) 19( 302) 7( 26.9) 26( 265)
¥y 334 75( 65.8) 82( 65.6) 37( 588) 11( 42.3) 69( 704) 2031 009+
437 25( 21.9) 34( 27.2) 21( 333) 8( 30.8) 26( 265)
tjstglo) 4 14( 12.3) 9 72 5( 79 7( 269) 3 31
=n =i 47( 412) 52( 41.6) 17( 269) 5( 19.2) 3B(3BD 2370 022+
HFn 14( 12.3) 12( 96) 9( 14.3) 4( 154) 8 82
B2y 6( 53 24( 19.2) 7( 11.1) 3(116) 170 173)
o 47( 41.2) 37( 296) 30( 47.7) 14( 538) 33( 338)
e Rk 12( 105) 17( 136) 5 79) 3(115) 3 81 2074 IR
3~5d 36( 31.6) 58( 46.4) 29( 46.1) 10( 385) 52( 53.1)
6~10d 41( 36.0) 28( 22.4) 17( 269) 9( 346) 19( 194)
11~154 14( 12.3) 8 64) 7( 112 277 8 82
16:d0)4 11( 96) 14( 11.2) 5( 79 2077 11( 112)
GRS 670 ~ 1 dm ek 21( 184) 21( 168) 14( 22.2) 9( 346) 18(184) 2469 0l6x
28749 1~3d mw 38( 333) 53( 46.4) 34( 54.0) 10( 385) 54( 55.1)
3~54 wlwk 24( 21.1) 17( 136) 4 63) 3(115) 7C 71
54 o) 31( 27.2) 29( 23.2) 11( 175) 4( 154) 19( 194)
59 Bimis) 101( 836)  112( 896) 57( 905) 22( 846) 83( 89.8) 179 937
Pmis)| 7 6.1) 7 56) 4 63) 277 5 51)
kL] 6( 53) 6( 48) 20 32 2 77 5 51)
o5 7Fs8 AL 57( 50.0) 66( 52.8) 33( 524) 18( 69.2) 45( 459) 1306 364
8717 Jksd we|avkEAg 57( 50.0) 50( 47.2) 22( 476) 8( 30.8) 53( 54.1)
g3ks7] A4 Zo golA 23( 20.2) 34( 272) 16( 25.4) 5( 19.2) 17( 17.3) 1335 647
7IERA Y ARE 36( 31.6) 29( 23.2) 16( 25.4) 7( 269) 21( 21.4)
3 =2 F oA 100 87 16( 12.8) 6( 95) 3( 11.6) 11( 11.3)
£ F #HZ o] BAT A 37( 324) 36( 28.8) 19( 302) 9( 346) 39( 39.8)
st F ol A & 71 100 80) 6( 95 2077 10( 10.2)
A 1141000)  125(100.0) 63(100.0) 26(100.0) 98(100.0) 426(100.0)
* p<0b
At ZE WA Vs o A& G 7 gukd 549 9 45, AR 2Eys AR Y A
ool SHslgen, £33 W 25 3R UFed W o]2 AuE Ay <F 2>} 2}
otk FA006 541%7F SRS HEALE €9 515 gatdSole AH(=279, p=005)3 AEHE(=
AREHE BE WA ‘&Y F FHZAo] BAEAAX 7} 356, p=029)el uwe} zel7h e RAoE JEuth AR
gol SHIGT 2FHEE gAY Unky 54% HES 2EY2e A9=273,  p=007), F(F=348, p-
H(p=009), FupE=022), Yz IYEIFAH@p= 016), ZA"EF=416, p=004), ZFHEF=7Y  p=
016 EAHc=z %ﬂf& zpol7h dRem A%, A3 000), A MAE7)(F=469, p=00Do] uwat TAHS
B, F49, 259, SF4F7E 2da 8d 5e 54 2 fg Zo7b A JEREHE ZFREF=4.10,
Aoz Holat i}om ATk p=017)% FHPXeY  BIV(F=562, p=000)] uwe} =
o7t Je ALZ Yepth
2. UE EMY A5t U5 AT AERA ¢F OE
9| Xto| 3 OF HEY dF 25, AF AEfA HF ¢E I



FAZESATA A1A AllE, 2005

<E 2> U™ EMY ASZLS, AFAER A, HF0HRS| Xi0| (N=426)
=y an a9 25 AL EY A AEuE
Mean £+ SD  torF p Mean + SD torF p Mean + SD  torF p
Sk 304 o3} 3096787 279 006+  133.26£21.66 273 007« 47544651 -39 0%
314 o] 3150715 1241142043 47794636
A nE 3095789 35% 020+« 131362176 009 012 4737647 070 494
N 3800£7.26 1317542147 48124644
HE3Y 337 3093784 200 13 130.76£2057 208 052 47944656 130 27
437 3821744 135.14+2291 46.74+6,00
gjgiglol 3881793 12532423776 47683667
& 7151 3898760 081 4%  1R58:2181 A 348 016+ 4846628 261 061
AFn RI72 12613:2412 A 48544638
g 4081643 13093:18% A 46074678
2a 30.30:804 1351842110 B 4704644
%74 3~54d 4030806 186 116 1325925 B 416 00« 47524637 091 4%
6~10d 3040743 1353642103 B 4693700
11~159 3183760 130081716 A 48004485
16303 31.234TR 1212042125 A 4817702
3do)ut R7691 1262422039 A 49004581
g 6712 ~11dm) gk 389582 034 7% 13152262 006 983 4885583 18 137
33 1~3d gt 3056726 131.83£20.90 4730654
3~ gt 40.03:853 1320442437 48284598
54 o) BRTH 131.93+2094 46704696
54 Rinas) 3067765 293 054 1329042134 B TH 000+ 47374638 B 410 017+
s 3612:9.12 130.16+2347 B 4783+7.12 B
kLl 37524730 11253+1490 A 51684592 A
A7zt 7Fsd L) 3RI1£759 120 272 18942083 212 146 4917623 105 818
7Fss we 3967790 135.7442.2%6 4600£6.29
AJMes7] A Zojof HolA RP+744 071 58 1217+1983 B 469 001+ 4833683 B 562 000%
JNEAAY AR 3043871 1204742111 B 48074653 B
%S T2 oA 4097810 12400£1793 B 495658 B
Z43 #Zo] AN 3937:7.09 13403+22.44 AB 47304617 B
A uA 3R17+760 143.03£22.44 A 43158488 A
A, AB, B : Scheffe test * p<l.0b
o5 BWEE 9% #45 AR 2EHS 4F EAEY 14393)8] AR ZE#2r} T 1263)9F EFH
pol2 AEE AT <% T 2Tk gL F3AA (BF 12910) =5 3AM Bl w8 Aoz Jeldt
DEAHET AL MY =3 $84 UEANET (F=837, p=000). =3 <IN ETFFP IF3he
B42)7F 71 w@gkoy BAFCZ fogt Aole fIdTh EANHET R43)7F 7P wL dbde] F3AA 7EEAL
AF2EY s 27HE wgt FAHSE F3 Apolrt (B 46957 73 @& Aoz Yggoy FAHe=
Aoy, o5 AFTAFT Ay FEAM ZF FEANTET frefgt ztol7h §isit
<E 3> D2FRHSY AEUF, FFAERA JFUE T (N=426)
2p ag4s AR EY 2 R hkied
= Mean=SD F p MeanSD F D MeanSD F p
uj =} 39.20+8.54 1.26 2 132.17£21.63 AB 837 000+ 47.25+6.76 6 62
9= 39.31£7.09 125331979 A 47773594
a4 41.30+8.18 143982272 B 46.95+6.57
34 3R42+7.35 137.40£22.33 AB 4724+6.73
=3 3858749 129.10£1965 A 4843+6.61
A, AB, B : Scheffe test * p<0b
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job
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according
of this
were carefully selected 426 nurses from 2 university
hospitals.  The

measurement  index,

and satisfaction

research  tool role-conflict
job

Minnesota

were  a

stress a tool, and job

satisfaction Satisfaction Questionnaire.

The data
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structured
2003.  The
SPSS

at Intensive Care

have been collected using a
from  March May

collected data have been analyzed using the
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PC 100V program. The nurses
Unit (ICU) showed highest level of job stress while
the nurses at surgical ward showed the lowest level

of job stress (F=837, p=.000). There was no
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significant  difference

satisfaction  according current
According to the results of this research, there was
a difference in stress according to the current work
posts, it tumed out that the nurses at ICU
had the highest the

nurses at other departments, and it causes a fall in
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level of stress compared to

job satisfaction.
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