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£2 40.8%A3, & @22 AdyAdel) d& we A
ety Bzele 71E0] 63.3% 2, ddsiA govl
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6. 97 EoiXiof LS Re|H 12 3 sk Aotk 2.5%F viehith
ggxle] duty Efoze= Ay A¥, £33
24 AAE g R el T4 F o 4, &g, WA #-F F4, 229 sRgulieiMg
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of FARelA AFEZHE FE3] AHetn & & Z7= (Table 2)9F 2o}, o @A AHE 614 ]
(Table 1) General characteristics of cancer surgical patient’s family members (n=120)
Characteristics Category N( %) Mean*SD
Age(years) < 30 18(15.0) 41.63+10.13
31- 40 44(36.7)
41- 50 35(29.2
> 51 23(19.2)
Gender Male 49(40.8)
Female 71(59.2)
Religion Yes 75(62.5)
No 45(37.5)
Job Yes 63(52.5)
No 57(47.5)
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{Table 1) General characteristics of cancer surgical patient’s family members (n=120)
Characteristics Category N( %) Mean+SD
Education Middle school 6(5.0)

High School 43(35.8)
e College TU59.2)
Marital staus Married 102(85.6}
Monthly income < 100 R7(47.5)
(10.000won) 100 ~ 200 24(20.0)
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, S200 39325
Relationship with patient Parent 2(1.70
Children 58(48.3)
Spouse 50(41.7)
......... Others 1083
Experience of waiting for Yes 49(40.8)
operation _ Noo 9.2
Perceived patient’s illness Serious 76(63.3)

Lostate . Neither dangerous nor mild A436.7)
Perceived patient’s Recoverable 71(59.2)
prognosis ontrollable 32(26.7)

Aggravating 3(2.5)
Don't know 14(11.7)

{Table 2) General characteristics of cancer surgical patients (n=120)
Characteristics Category N(%) Mean*SD
Age(years) < 40 13(10.8} 56.14+12.20

41-50 27(22.5)

51-60 29(24.2)
Bl 51425)

Sex Male 50(41.7)

...................................... Female o TOGBB)
Religion Yes 84(69.7)

___________________________________________________________________________ Noo o 03680.3)
Job Yes 51(42.5)

________________________ No 6975
Education Middle school 46(38.3)
High school 53(44.2)

........................................................................... College i 20AT5)
Spouse Yes 96(80.0)

........................................................................... No R0
Monthly income < 100 71(59.2)

(10.000won) 100 ~ 200 20(16.7)

............................................................................ =200 oo9amy
Responsibility for Wholly 31(25.8)
supporting Partially 30(25.0)

B None ... 59(49.2)
Diagnosis Stomach cancer 51(42.5)
Breast cancer 31(25.8)
Rectal cancer 17(14.2)
Colon cancer 12(10.0)
Liver cancer 504.2)
Pancreas cancer 4(3.3)
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(Table 3) Intra~operative anxiety level by general characteristics of cancer surgical patient’s

family members

(n=120)

Intra-operative anxiety

Characteristics Category N Mean(SD) tor F b Scheffa
Age(years) < 30 18 58.22( 8.71) 2.45 .06

31 ~ 40 44  62.20( 8.91)

41 ~ 50 35 61.54( 7.40)

> 51 23 65.13( 7.34)
Gender Male 49 59.92( 7.61) -2.28 .02

Female 71 63.39( 8.55)
Religion Yes 75 62.72(7.78) -1.26 .20

No 45  60.73( 9.15)
Job Yes 63 60.49(9.04) -2.08 .04

No 57 .63e61(7.18y oo
Education Middle schootl 6 64.17( 5.95) 1.19 .30

High school

43 63.26( 8.27)

iliness state

Neither dangerous nor mild

College 71 61.01( 8.47)

Marital state Married 102 62.62( 8.08) -2.11 .03
Single 17 58.06( 9.20)

Monthly income < 100 57 63.47( 7.67) 2.88 .06
(10.000won) 100 ~ 200 24  62.54( 9.32)
,,,,,, > 200 39 59.44( 8.21)

Relationship with Parent 2 67.00( 9.90) 1.50 21
patient Children 58  60.95( 8.36)
Spouse 50  63.52( 7.80)
Others 10 59.20( 9.87)

Experience of waiting Yes 49  61.29(7.23) -.752 45
for operation No 71 62.45(9.02)

Perceived patient’s Serious 76 64.63( 7.07) 5.04 .00

44  57.39( 8.40)

Perceived patient’s Recoverable
prognosis Controllable
Aggravating
Don't know

71 59.38( 8.38) 7.07 .00 A
32 65.16( 6.69) B
3 62.33(11.85) AB
14  67.79( 5.39) B
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k. F£EU7] S e 484 1S F Adol ozl
AS BMASE 63.308 08 JAQl A¢ 5992388
tk fostA BUn(p=.02), Fe] gE Ao B
gHFE 63.61422 A]de] e F4YU 60.49W 1
ok foEA Bgeni{p=.04), 71&€9 H37} 62.62
Hog mEQ A$ 58.064WHT} Boto] HolsiA &
Seh(p=.03).

galel AMguE e HetA PolEole &
o] BoHS4E 64.63W0 2, 985kA] gort spHA
= gtz Azsle 71 57.398 Bk Bete] Yt
oA wtoevl(p=.00), B2 dIE zahd
9% 7159 A4 B 67.798 28, 3E
g Aoz HE 7129 B M4 59.38" Eo 9
A 2dhp=.00). 39 93, Fm, ", 54,
alelel #/A, $Edy] A wet B 1Eol
Azshe eyl F B ARdME ol Alolst
ek,

3. Extel ubN S4ol| mE &AL 71ES

FEU7| 5 =

gaate drd EAe] wWE diA s1Ee] A FGst
= FEU7] F BUAE AR Z3= (Table £ 2
o gsizte] AvkA BAjo] uhE ¢hgka sl £
7} & Eeke Ada gxel AdwolMY f9g 3}
of7t Uk, w¥Ale]l Aol FalY w] spEFe] Azt
st BokdeE 6398402 @A) oAl AR
605498} foaA ERem(p=.02), 89
gio] FAYd W sFe] Aske Eehdre
67.008 02 7M w%a, 1YY " 56.25FHe=
71 Gkt (p=.04). 3H FEur] £ dgA 7
Zo B se 98xe 43, Zw, AY, 99, 9
LA f - F, Y, R RN R wel /e
g 2ol d Holx @it

{Table 4) Intra-operative anxiety level of cancer surgical patient’s family members by general

characteristics of cancer patient (n=120)
Characteristics Category N Moan( Sér)xtrao;ze:‘cge anXIDety Scheffe
Age < 40 13 61.85(8.24) 0.22 88
41 ~ 50 27 61.44(7.57)
51 ~ 60 29 63.07(8.64)
........ z 61 01 61.67(8,72) .
Gender Male 50 63.98(8.91) 2.26 .02
_Female 70 6054(762)
Religion Yes 84 61.85(8.20) 0.26 .79
______ No 36 62.28(8.72)
Job Yes 51 62.76(8.65) 0.89 .37
No 63 §139(808)
Education Middle school 46 61.83(8.21) 0.32 12
High shcool 53 61.58(8.00}
College 21 6329958
Spouse Yes 96 61.51(8.48) 1.22 22
No o4 6383(155)
Monthly income < 100 71 61.96(8.29) 2.24 A1
(10.000won) 100 ~ 200 20 59.00(6.94)
> 200 29 B40TBO0)
Responsibility Wholly 31 64.35(8.19) 2.12 12
Partially 30 60.07(8.81)
Nope . 59 61.69(7.98)
Diagnosis Stomach cancer 51 63.69(8.33) 2.39 .04 AB
Breast cancer 31 58.55(7.18) A
Rrectal cancer 17 62.94(9.93) AB
Colon cancer 12 62.23(7.32) AB
Liver cancer 5 56.25(7.37) A
Panereas cancer 4 67.00(5.20) B
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4. QHBX} 7450| RjZsts SaL7| E 29,
28AM Y ofZol X|x|eke| Almiemil

B8k}l 71Eo] x|zEle BT Bete §9%
3 BARAES BHA(r=.47, p=.00), BB
9|gQle] AAe ¥e 9 AHBAE BHHr=-.22,
p=.01) 28y 959 Ax|g} Beke #AY gle
Aoz Jelgth(r=.10, p=.25)(Table 5).

(Table 5 Relationship between intra-operative
anxiety, uncertainty, & medical
staff’s support of cancer surgical
patient’s family members (n=120)

Medical staff’s

Variables Anxiety Uncertainty
support
Anxiety 1.00
Uncertainty 47 1.00
(p=.00)
Medlcal 10 -22 1.00
(p=.25) (p=.01)
support
5. ¢ExIEe sat?7] & St HEE ojx|e
el

GBA7 Ee] Bt 9% WAE F8 WIS T
BH3}7] 93] stepwise multiple regressiong &
A3 (Table 6)3 2tk ALY Ao oig =¥
AP=E HAFET 27 FAHz fFo3lov(F=
24.20, p=.00), 7V I sle WAUL 7HEo] A
43 2844(3=0.37)°1¥x, 2 thgo| &xie A
BHdeo] gk A (P=-0.27)°I4t}. F, ¢FA} JE
o] Azt LUVl T BUL BEFHA] 5EFE,
aEn #xte] ARGzt Azsitkn AAEgrE =3
on, 7l&ol| Az B 84 AR Y ¢
A} 7HEol aulr] Fol Aete Bte] AN AP
o il 29.3%<) AH=ES Vet
(Table 6) Stepwise multiple regression about

intra-operative anxiety of cancer
surgical patient’s family members

Variable b B R? t D
Constant 41.25 7.28 4.58 .00
Uncertainty 0.43 0.37 0.233 4.37 .00
Perceived patient's 4 51 ( o7 -0 293 -3.14 .00
iliness state

v.= 9

2 A3 ¢8x HFo| Adse Ul F ¥
=S FolRm AWYF FEd i EF8HAZT 9
9 ARG BAE dolrual ARHYT AF
A FEd7] Fo e HEES F4o2 § dFd

& AA FEo] ofd UM F£&E TE FAL
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A7 g 4 A -5 -39 BUE Fao ¥
ZgHoz =233 AT7(Lee, 2003)7 glo} B
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e 2208 A A dreke AdA 297) Qoa
k1=
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61.924 22 Leske(1992)9] A7old FHH &
W= Mx71E 508 S e R F&o] 7 AR A
PHUL W, E d79 g £72 2P Hoky4
50.06F R} wsith, o]#ldt Aol Leske(1992)9
oM e SFFeolt HYTYE AANE S
AAg olu|QFE, HEAT, HA¥, <t vlmrin
o $£% e J1EEE e R §597] i g
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et

T3 MEFES U 4B NES Qe £%
W7ol AFT FHel Ane FPHoz zAG
Park(2002)9] d7aM= AejE<t A7t 49,513
o2 2 dAxEtt @A Uedom, Lee(2003)9 &
TAME & F 2~494 He 29 ¢ F EUS
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Uncertainty, Medical Staff’s
Support, and Anxiety Perceived by
Family Members with Patients
Undergoing Surgery for Cancer

Shin, Sun-Mi"’ - Lee, Eun-Nam?
Kang, Ji-Yeon®

Key words : Family, Anxiety, Uncertainty, Support

Address reprint requests to : Lee, Eun Nam
Department of Nursing, Dong-A University

3 Ga-1, Tongdaesin-Dong, Seo-Gu, Busan 602-103, Korea

Tel: +82-51-240-2864 E-mail: enlee@donga.ac.kr

1) RN, Department of Nursing, Dong-A Medical
Center
2) Associate Professor, Department of Nursing,
Dong-A University
3) Clinical Faculty, Department of Nursing, Saint
John Fisher College,

Purpose: This study was to assess
relationships among the uncertainty, medical
staff’s support, and anxiety perceived by
family members with cancer patients while the
family members were waiting for their patients
undergoing surgery. Method: The data were
collected from the family members of cancer
patients who were undergoing surgery in D
University Hospital at B city from February 1
to April 12, 2005. The used instruments were
the State Anxiety Scale of Spielberger's(1975)
STAI, Mishel’s Uncertainty in Illness Scale
(MUIS)(1981), and Relationship Questionnaires
(Lee, 1978). The collected data was analyzed
by using t-test, ANOVA, Pearson’s coefficients,
and stepwise multiple regression. Results: As
the result, the most influential variable
explaining anxiety of family members was
uncertainty (3=0.37), followed by perceived
illness state (8=-0.27). These two variables
simultaneously explained 29.3% of the variance
in anxiety. Conclusion: We suggest to develop
a nursing intervention program to reduce the
uncertainty through the medical staff’s support

and to test its effects.
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