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1. g7l €24

$elvehe 201099 AA Aol 11%7} 654 ©f
A Qo] A ALE F4E:, 202034 14%7}
4g Aog AN uHAEE A Job =2
7Y AuA ve 94 Adsz F43) T A
22 ogri(Korean National Statistical Office,
2006). x9 A79 ddsrt Fridche A BIEF
o] Zojxn uHAfe] fHge] i ouiE
FFstn JcHHawes, 1999). &, TAAEE /I &=
olo] golal, A& RZE Wolof 3k WA} Wel
Az gegby Ariagaure a7t 74 AR 4
29t} 20089 795E U718 URY AxIt AHA
He =9 8RMAE AFse vigd ¥ 2
dstel Mu]xe] Ag BelsAY i 87 P
Al ag AFshe Ao AEEY EAZ UF B o
tHPark, 2002).

=9 8dMulad glojA] =B Aty FAou
o] Fert ol 83 AR gRHI i o)
L9zt ARE A e AdFAAE didds
o] BAlo MRSt 4 FoleA] ohH FElA
AZAQ 48 HolgeAld w} Hu|28 Fejgol ¢
the 247} 93 Urk(Palley, 2003). £¥A4e ¢
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AT, ABAY WAL &8 Yol & =
AL /EET W slax e 289 874 Uig
w2zt gicke Fol EAlHoz AAHD YUcHLee, T.
E. D, 1997). o]Z& xR1E0] Aol 48 el B4
of did ol& glole As] oz g EAelth Lee,
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dlo] el o] diY dPAES] 8o 180 A
ol Adel EAo] 9L Zuin YT &, 8YA|
298 A& A AsiME ddREe] Aok AY
o £4& pejsioio} githe F& AlAlgta 3ot

=T g FMuAE ASEY XEGE 24T 8
%ol Hog xRIEE FHHes BI% £ dE 3
3 AZI7E g o4 A7t g 2y s
5 Algshe AlAdA ofn] ARFAA A7l HAD
33 Aojd] mE mdRIEe] Mula 879 AolE W
4% Muj2ot Fojek I RAojrh

23 ¥=4 AT nFsn e &% A
uz} Alg) @70l WE =2 A7 sl Jla gl

o

-

* 2 ad7E 200395 B EAYS] Aed7A dPHRIL] il dPHAS.
* grgoddta 158 235 (2AAR E-mail: leehi57@hanmail.net)

Fud: 20084 49 219 AAleRY: 20089 64 149

- 260 -



Sl whe} w=01Ee] 878Hs Sl Av} ThE Ao
o BA A9 dgigle] M o4 7 Al
A2 sl 7159 Fzel rlgd] Bag 23
2489 gas 49 ABRER sl grEs o
190 Aol 7 S7HEEA 7iEPg4le]l g =9l
¥ 7% 44 938w AckKim, 2000). 28y
& A49e AFAY /ETEY i E a9
o 7153 FUBAE $A dVln, ¥R d¥ 4y
o Ry g Zzsn i 58 &9 xUge A
Fol Al AeA oj2o 2R A3 XYL ARz 3
i, B ol 43 gl k9ol %3, 444 7%
o] ol Sl BUL FAE AAY LS dH(Yoo,
% Che, 2003). &, BARIME 3549 x9 397t
Agol A dsisln AEG ke xYe dad
e SRRl gl BRU A ©E 7 A
A zrien da, 2 AddMe g4 siEo] Ba
HETALY] R x91E FEI U FE 529 o
AEL 71539 BUFe] glolete §Fo] /15 Wy
el A 2EER= Y glol HAKE dln 9ok 28y
HZ e AREY ol Aol HY ZUkshEA k2
E xfl 9E/FM EARY W] goldm flm,
AHALze] AdH 24 ARHA) B2l =009
FA7E Al v GHoR MY oz AxHn
Ak,

Al wde] AU, ARNHA 59 Holg uy
Bl dlgAlel 87 B 8YMEAsl 57 AdMe
TAS BE xUEY SUA4 ol % dalg B Y
880 RoQIAE weld] & Hart it

B9 0% AE AT Aed dE dud
Br1Eg B Mulad HavE Fdxsin YoiM
AA7)%% A AEEF Q¥AA Y49 7lEe] ")
(Palley, 2003). Z7371% dd7} HB4E ayAd2
o 877 gol 894 o4} B & Aoz 45
l=

xQ18 B7isgAu] 29 87 44E w2
cg2e 44, 9%, 54 §F =99 AT B4
@ d7(Branch & Jette, 1982: Nocks, Leamer,
Blackman, & Brown, 1986: Jaracz, Gustafsson,
& Hamrin, 2004)9k AF8H Ax] Aze] dg A7
(Greens & Ondrich, 1990; Hanley, Alecxih,
Wiener, & Kennell, 1990)7} £2 =o] gt} 1 9
= x=9& Eded 8% 33riee AE4(Kim,

AqagagEal 41949 A2%

Lee. & Park, 2005). x=91¢] 4448859 =,
7159 97, AAA Aol(Lee. M., 2005), AE
o AEHQ By B P& % (Sung, 1991) §
AEY ofAElad) FTE MAE AW 2909 g
dFE o AFse Ady Aolg mE d7e
& dFoltt. ol RIS} FEd AFse w9 o
BE 54 9 Apls AdE dedsia 89 o4
2lAtst o] sl 8UES Hotstaal g
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£ d79 =7 dEe gl 459 w99 d
% BeiEH=F2A Gurlandt Wilder(1984)7F g
CARE(Comprehensive Assessment and Referral)
=79 Lawton, Ward, Yaffe(1982)7} 713 Kim
(1994)°] A8 MAI(Multiple Assessment Inventory)
=78 Fusld 654 o) xR 50FA JulZALE
@ ¥, ouzAr AE wEoR B AT 3¢ oA
APt #3 - Rgslo] AMgsigi.

A48 e 44 2 2201%, 4348 9 74,
U Y, 94 B8, A A Ul
o ot dYoR AT WA 27EE 8%
Aulze] BoA, QPN ol BojrtE zAbEgLh MR
A Y BA4E Be 114 §9, 44 7%
2 A2 Jlge £ 35E B 64 ¥, 94e
155 $E& 22 9 Y, 494 44948 +9
THE B BY 5, OA T A BN &
g A1 A9 JlT UE B 140 29, 99AH
29 94, ol §eAE B 37 Bg& 2T ¥ 50
I R o =

D) Q#7152 Z0ls

AArlE B A%e o, 48 o A8 A, A
of ddl, &d &% 48 ¥ AR9 54 259 3G
BeE g91o0, b A7t gty 13, A9 8o1%
) 48 & Fo] F 24408 W4yl BERE 4 A
B¢ vehdd, 2 d70A9 42=E Chronbach
a=.817 oi3it}.

2) 9448E 59 Hx

By 58, 334 A8, B QA o 2
A4 o], A, Wi 71T § 9N Bez FASA
on], ‘98 Yo spwairt 13, @HE 2do] o
L3} 53& ol F 45 oR HeUl wEFE FA
I vepdch, & d7oiMe A5 EE Chronbach o
=,939 o3},

3) 24 4348 +9%9

T G FATHS AR, A, A
g %, FU% 5 ¥ €8 ¥ YL 222 @ 4
Ak 17, A8 ¢ 5 gdof 3HeE Hse & 167
o8 Povh REFE A g Yol wohe A
< uj@d. £ d7dMe] AF=E Chronbach a

=.823 o|%Art.

4) YA
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FEE 2 Addstn e A 14, A AR & £
e A 432 F 8dee 2sigon A4t @
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5) A1y AelA 7%

ArE] AElE 715 ool U BEAT g8 te
Aol @A, 297 AR @A, 1% 5¢ Bw
1478 oz wig a3t 13, ‘W 184 g 4
HOE F 563 oz &gsigan F47t BEFE A1
AEA 7150l F55 duidd. £ dFdAe] ddx
€ Chronbach a=.712 °]%t}.
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o FAE Ao 3l FlE T ARFE ez 24
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Rk Sdel h8Fe A 9F 40% ok F
1,500% & #E 2A152Y, o F $do] FEEAY
FTHEEAG] AT ARE A9 140589 AaE
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AEAE B8l £39 A8E SPSS Win 14.08
ol g3l EAdgion], A A7 BAY WL o
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3) 7t ¥t g4 AFe X7 AR ttest2 B4
stick. A7 AEiEE BAda ggAule 27
Aol X AR A%z, A4 2 Zls, 94
g ¢4 Az, s ¢ Al ey s §e
482 ttestR ST

4) Bd ¥eE U9 FBAHL Spearman’s tho
correlation coefficient® ©]&3t%ch

m. oA+ &
1. CHARLS] QIFAE S BN
*MEI B d¥E BAl AF xQlol 7185

(5.90)4), & AF o] 72.18(x5.89)42 ¥
9 1r4§} ?‘}°]\: gatHt=-1.02,p=.304).

Aoz rEetsla 4194 A2%

2% ozrt YA B Ba, 2 M k9ol 69%
ololgl, ERFEL 1E vkl 86% olAoldid.
L7t gl x9lo] 52% Amoln, EA Aty =9l
o] 29% A% Hth Furke EAAF k9ot F&
AF 29 BFAA 70% o] #EA7} At &

sigen, T g 7F f93 Aele Eojx g
{Table 1).
ae} 39 $563=14.37, p(.01), AASExA

=9.31.p=.025), AF2x2=19.37, p(.01), 98
BA(*=15.84, p(.01), F¥4 B4AY(x*=8.03,
p=.018)dME g Fol& Rt FYE A o
A7 BAE 20.4%, BEE 20.2%2 ¥E o)A
o @stn, A e F g $EE wilo] AL
35.5%, F&o| 41.5%2 ¥& xo| o Wit @A
AFAM 109 ol AFE At BA xRl

Sl i 5 E xolg) ARASEE SHIA

813

A

2 29 4%, 2% 7, g4 §8, B0 o
=)
)

P R CLELE

(Table 1) General Characteristics and Differences Between Urban and Rural Subjects

Hola g9l ® AW

46.0%, ¥2 Qo] 5B.9%3 LA R F&o| H

o}, 9guge p&ol ANRY 71YA 70.0%2

9t
ug

3, BEA7Y o8RE S8R 40.4%R $E QBT B

Urban

Rural

Total

Characteristics Category %) %) o) (1) p
AgelYear) . 71.85:590  72.1845,89 71.99:5.80 102 304
Sex Male 344 (41, 232 (40.3) 576 (41.0) 21 648
Female ..485 (58.5) 344 (59.7) 829(890) T T
- Yes 583 (70.3) 399 (69.3) 982 (69.9)
Religion No 246 (291  177.(30.7) o3y B
. . Below high school 718 (86.8) 500 (86.8) 1,218 (86.7)
Education level 0 hool and above 111 (13.4) 6032  17azy O 96
Spouse Yes 388 (47.1) 274 (47.7) 662 (47.4) 04 898
B No 435 (52.9) 300 (52.3) 735 (8260 . . R
Live alone Yes 239 (29.3) 177 (30.9) 416 (29.9)
o __With family members 578 (70.7) 395 (69.1) 973 (70.1)
Job Yes 169 (20 4) 168 (29.2) 337 (24.0)
No ‘_660 (79.6) 408 (70.8) 1,068 (76.0)
High 3 (4.0 28 { 4.9) 61 (4.3)
Economic status  Middle 491 (59.2) 296 (51.4) 787 (56.0) 931 .02
Low o 294 (35.5) 239 41.9) 533 (37.9) .
. . Below 10 years 440 (53.1) 237 (41.1) 677 (48.2) -
Dustion o hins UL 0T meuse)  meces  miele 90 .4,,;°°°
C National health ins. 494 (59.6) 403 (70.0) 897 (63.8) e
_,Me(%lf.aj_,_f,rf‘f?ﬂiu...Na?zgzzﬁl,ﬁw@;{.&QS;,, 3380y 173 (30.0) 508 (362) 84_ 000
Care giver Yes 645 (77.8) 461 (80.0) 1,106 (78.7) 101 315
Hea thy 389 (46.9) 273 (47.4) 662 (47.1)
Health awareness  Average 341 (41.1) 260 (45.1) 601 (42.8) 8.03 018*
Unhealthy 99 (1.9 43 (3.1 412 (10.1)

(.05, **p.01

- 263 -



St Aol dEA dcn Adshe Ate ¥Rl
3.1%04 vl =A7F 11.9%2 H4A w3keKTable 1).

2. 4% 7

olr

e

WdAe 2% 7% e JA7s £ A% ¢
3488 79 79 3=, IA 59 2 A2 da 59
o2 Wyl 23T 27 (Table 2>¢ #sth WA=
29 AA7E & A, 98T F9%Y, 94
AT F9%Y 9 YA vlee vE w0
EA ke Hld L Ao vridn, dASYEL =
Al Qo] FE =l vjg) F& oz veht A9y
2 #of@ Aol7}t UK Table 2).

AA7Ies} e &3 =g 64 99er 7Es
of ofF BAZF Qe A% et 64, A Ebsd
A7t 24802 FEUNE W, =N AF ddRe
9.23(:2.73)4, ¥& AF d¥Ae 8.59(2.48)3 2
2 fAE Aol& EHArHt=4.53, p=(.01). 44%
4 58 =A =0 15.60(:7.1D A, ¥& =l
14.35(:5.79)422 #F Holg HArHt=3.61,
p={.01). 93 d4E FYFHL A =99
6.72(22.23), & =%9] 6.44(x1.99)422 #J¥
Aol g Bel & x90] =A =91 wj3] Ftct.

AATYL 2A xQlo] 2.52(20.86)H02 & &=
91(2.6410.85) 2o} foldkA Fm(t=-2.63, p=
.024), A¥3} AEE 71eE =A] xRlo] 28.59(x5.50)

. FE xUo] 27.49(25.43) HOB ¥E =) F
& AR Jetht=3.69, p(.01).

3. QUMHIA HRT QUMY 0|84}

A k9l & 2%t gestn $9E Ade
80.2%, & =% ¥ 89Auavt dasidsn g9
BE4E 16.4%2 UER} BA] k9lo] F& 0l B} 8
ofMul 27t dasich S99 B97 foeA 2
(x?=2.96, p=.015). A4 o]% AT BA] 9
ol ¥& xuT FaA BA e =10.14,
p=.001). 84 Ee Ago] A& A$ SYAEL o
28 2 tslde EAl x93 $& 290 BF
o] &8} ke oALE BYrKTable 3).

4. duby Mo ME QUMY 0[82f4

LGN ol &AL AT B, a4 A%
A4 e} AVPL Tohv) s X AR ¢ 2
. SPAA ol gejile] FelF BEA] Y WeR
e A4, 2% 3%, v, BA R, 1794 Fol
Atk SPAA ojfeAle AL AalE) fodiA
B%om (xX*=13.92' p(.01), &Yol L Ale] ol %
AL wtHxE=44.19, p(.01). WAL g
AFRED SlE AR 4, BASE 7180l e A
Boe gle A 34 8gA4EE o848 it o

(Table 2> Differences of Physio-sensory, ADL, |ADL, Cognition and Psycosocial Function

Variables Urban Rural 1 P

Physio-sensory function 9.23 £2.73 8.59 +2.48 4.53 .000**
Activities of daily living 15.60 £7.17 14.35 £5.79 3.61 .000**
Instrumental activities of daily living 6.72 £2.23 6.44 1,99 245 014"
Cognitive function 2.52 0.86 2.64 £0.85 -2.63 .024*
Psychosocial function 28.59 5.51 27.49 £5.43 3.69 .000*

(.01

(Table 3) Differences of Long Term Care Service Needs between Two Groups

. Urban Rural 2
Variables (%) (%) X p
. Yes 665 (80.2) 440 (76.4) .

Needs of long term care service No 411 (53.0) 956 (44 4) 2.96 015

. . . Yes 302 (36.4) 163 (28.3) "
Use intention of long term care facility No 597 (63.6) 413 (T1.7) 10.14 001
If supported by government, do you use  Yes 707 (85.3) 482 (83.7) 0.73 693
a long term care facility? No 105 (12.7) 82 (14.2) ) ’

*p{.05, **p{.01
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i e Aol W BRtHp(.01). AAFEel B
A, @ oA ARG 71Te] o HE AR, 27
g date Algel olgdAbt o A Jebdd
(p.01). 18l 8N ol ggdAbe Aol FiL T"r
2 A %, AL $3dE 4] fe A
YEPdrK Table 4.

3~°ob‘] ol4 gAlsl A77iF dele B5E 219

A4S Yoty fsle] FUEAE & 24 AH &

71:‘47} (r=-.066, p=.007), B4E +3 %9
(r=-.056, p=.017)¢] 8YAH o|8oAis HZE H9
g #ude BUn, £9F 44T s9%YT 9N

7%, A8 A4 7152 Aol girKTable 5).

V.= 9

Az tagsa 4199 A28

EA FEo AT 654 ol =9 AT
Besk 2R ol BejAte] GFE DA e 2L nﬂ
s BAY 27 AN /Y B5E 42
Y O 2

AP EAGME 49, 8, T2 &% &
g, A #5754 A%, FE4 £F SlMe x}ol
£ 2oA %akzvr, A B4, AF 71z, dsEAd
FHME Aolg BT & xUo] B4 AH7t o
W, @ F2elM 10d ol 28 71 AFE =2
of Witk 2Fel diF AL FE xo] =A x2
of Hla) o Azeiria A4sta YAt A7 3
€ 992 M 23 ZE 9o Aojg B
gk, AR, 434 s4%d, £y I
¥ F5HL & 0] 2 = BT foEA £
K2, A S, A A 15 EA xqlo] 5&

(Table 4) Differences of Long Term Care Facility Utilization According to Variables

L. Use Not use 2
Characteristics Category (%) %) X p
Young-old 345 (34.6) 652 (65.4)
Age Middle-old 104 (29.1) 254 (70.9) 369 157
Old-old 6 (32.0) 4 (68.0)
Male 223 (38.7) 353 (61.3) .
Sex Female 2 (29.9) 567 (0 188200
y Yes 335 (34.1) 647 (65.9)
Religion No 130 (30.7) 293 (69.3) 1oz T
) Below high school 276 (27.7) 719 (72.3) .
) Edj)catmﬂ fevel High school and above 189 (46.1) 221 (53.9) “19 .00
Yes 247 (37.3) 415 (62.7) .
 Spouse No 216 (29.1) 525 (0.9) 098 001
. Yes 108 (26.0) 308 (74.0) .
Live alone With family members 355 (36.5) 618 (635) 1402 000
Yes 116 (34.4) 921 (65.6)
o No 349 (32.7) o (67.3) 58
High 36 (59.0) 2 (41.0)
Economic status Middle 320 (40.9) 367 (59.1) 9444 000"
o Low 7(18.2) 43 (81.8)
. .. Below 10 years 5 (36.2) 432 (63.8) .
Duration of living Above 10 years "zzo (30.2) 508 (69.8) 64 018
- National health ins. 348 (38.8) 549 (61.2) -
Medical insurance National security ins, 116 (22.9) 391 (qr.y 108 000
) Yes 357 (33.9) 695 (66.1)
Care giver No 108 (36.1) 191 (63.9) L8 M
Healthy 250 (37.8) 4127(62.2)
Health awareness Average 177 (29.5) 424 {70.5) 12.69  .002*
Unhealthy 38 (26.8) 104 (73.2)

Use: Utilization of long-term care facility, **p{.01

* (.05, ** p{.01



(Table 5) Correlation Between Physical Function and Use Intention of Long-Term Care Facility

Variables Utilization L sical ADL IADL  Cognition ©ovehosocial ~ Urban or
status status rural
Use intention 1
Physio-sensory 066" 1
function 007 .
-.056 431 1
ADL 017 000 .
.024 507 .606** 1
1ADL .189 .000 {000 .
Cognitio -.037 .361** 408" .506** 1
gnion 083 000 000 000 .
Psychosocial -.066 264" 283" .291** .238** 1
function 057 .000 000 .000 000

Utilization: Utilization of long-term care service, correlation’s coefficient : Spearman’s rho

* p(.05, ** p(.01

welo] wia) foiahl FUvh adMulae] Hasd)
Ud 943 29N ol Eelike & wdo] BA =
el wlaf WA ekt

# Aadd oA 77 AR =L ofolke ¥R
AR AXNAAE WD Yz, A5HA B3l IS
@A wethBranch & Jette, 1982), & &F7dA &
& o] A xQlo ulg] 2PAulae] oA 8
G o8t BA Uit Ae £ Qo) Hla
AAgle] 13AE ANAAL TR P ¥ =
o] SYMHAE olf3mA e JAt FA Jehd
Lee(1998)¢] ¢ Aol £98 2348 By},

A A 2A% &9 Ad9Foz 498 Aolg
BolHA EF QYA olgoiAle] B4l & 8
dojt}, & xEo] 2YAY 042 A ¥od
E ofe AAA olgg wWolzke 339 ssEn
2 a7 AFA Age] g A%e 2P 9|
S} BA8 & 2% 2 deht #907 Aols
Bolx gsich. AFA Aol UL AT BE =U%
4] xQlo] 2% olgoaz} EA ueht i@ Aol
E Holx ¥gogH BAY ¥E TF 8P4 o
o 2RFolR & + Yk, ole AFHY 7HERY
2 FAEE @2 xQo] agAHAE AR 4
Sung(1991)8) AT Zzks} Aol ARE B Aoz
FRANE ola] AAA ozo] Uopdokd edAEE
ol&% 2A} gold Fm UeS At BA

A7)s e AA 2 As SHEE, 934
g 59 59, 494 93N sB5He F& xo|

AR, AR AE dEF U1 AhE =A
wQlo] £& ZoE ZAEY FE k912 JHFHLR
27280 24 2012 UA, A efHes A3E &
A& By, ole Vittengl, White, McGovern®
Morton(2006)9} Q¢ $U& AFE By}

ArEA B SGAA ol felale] dRAY d
24 As A, d7elde] g agld) wg @y
Aol A Jehden, AZsF B YA ol &
oAty BEAd glolde AT s dA4E &+
P5Fo] gdMuAet HAYE Holn YAT FHA
F7} ggith. ol uvjEg £ @54 vlEdS g
E A7 23 8P4 olgoAlel wdAle] 7R,
AAA Aozt &g vjAle Aoz Hug MY dF
(Branch & Jette, 1982: Greene & Ondrich,
1990: Lee, 1998)% T2 Jehkdch A7sid Al
e $uArl gAY QAF g AEE x99
S AGAsld Ages) di e ogE Bl =
o xUEE FER} AAF Fo] Erke AAHCR
olg & AFy AArlEe] Hoix AAAH d48E +
g gYo] 2 H4rt AGALB oM A&7} oY
dx e gie dgdTe O 298 Rda
ek,

AN AN E Bl Aok A4 wet
g9 4g g nEste o] ot F88THLee,
1997: Lee, Woo, & Mackenzie, 2002). S3A4&
ojgslial & o Wd 890 sle AE EAlRIH ¥
&xlo] wet d2A Jegt 2A x0E8e #33
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BAE welo} 3 A, ALAe] FE9 A AME L
7 ¢ HE R Fol Welsdeldet, FENEE F
8A] AL %i%zﬁ"‘ & 8L ol8d g 34
A Bzol e} goloz Jeigor, ol #AF §
A B wEagie] ofd AeR JERrHKrout &
Wethington, 2003). £ d7oiMe AQelA AFsln
A xUES R 478 HARAT daxd
B deR a9 olgelAld iE dTE AY
082 Axdl olgold] P wAE 990E HHY
ozx Hol oM ulae] AFo] FAE ViUE + A&
dejgln Br}, ¥& xQEol aYANHEE olEslEE
At B Re AAAQ FHol F olf2 uEAT
gog wagu o] AAEEAN LFALE o8t
2 ghe ko] 718 AOE o&Ho YaXES 4
4o gl 8 ol 8o Ald disie ASH o
F7} A Esjojol & Aelu).

£ d7ola vehd agald olgejale #d 8L
=4 wlT FE xlel AR mEl fold Aol
2ol dFAlElgy BAd agEn dA¢c we
2 =07 B4 002 AFAY ma) Felrt e &
AES 1T SPABlx Do) WAT RoR 443
o gro 3 A8 RAv|edRde X4y 24
& nAsd AgER e Feo] M¥art A4FEHE
o] uighalg ok, AAAls] AAHAN Bi, AA
Hog HIZF AoQ] FdoME AGAFREA LY
A7PE| A7 Qlaaful 280 A2 Sold & UEE Al
AR}

<
N
i

a
22
e

¥ 97 BA 20 wEedle] dTEEE B4
QI Zojeh SGAA ol gojAte Ao] % FH 4200] 7
AAA sttt gtk 24 xdH FE =L ¢
%‘. B, FuAE 99, 5A o4F % Hﬂ*rz} f5-
€ Aolg Bolx] ggti, AA A, AFVL Y &
-‘?~ 2 dary, F43 AR de Aol Bt 4l
2 #4715, 9388 sy, £0d e £
Ué‘ s8, AA7le, A8 AEd siede 2% Aolg B
[k AA 3 A7 s, e sYEE, U d
348 FYEYL ¥F nUol %ol FE RoE Y
B, A7, A HEA 7iee A xgle] B2
Aoz veiE

A tagsa 4198 A2z

apxrl2e] dags gl olgate B4 &
o] Etm, AFA Aol 4 ZF 8FAA o8]
A =AY BE xgle] ZF Etth 294 o8
Aol B gQleles A, &R, WA, A A,
A% 44 ol

4 29E EdE 2 7 Ade stax g A
A, & A7 At BRoiFe ANF B4 =03 B2
eQlo] AFABEE E43 A77)% AH Aolg B
AFR 7] wd gog AYd xAPlagAslx
E 2A% F29 B0 W dE /39 MHjaE A
Fojojop & Rolth AH|ze] W43 FHE GAA
E49& 12 Rololof & Aot 84, 894 ol %
ofalel ZA AEl7h 2 #ULE 2o} SR ol
Al AFH Ado] LAz glojof sy, 53] A4

RAEE AT SPAHIA FHo] sidsolof & A

01‘3} AR, A 848 pes pEeMe A4 M
& o A7tMelad 338 Fe A0 § ZRY
olghe A& ALY

B d7e ot 22 $ARE /Y. 4% A9
g5l ZARIN7] g AA xUoE Fosld &
goted @AAE MY ded g Age] x9
& ez HEAT dasht 8% ol i
g A AAd Sladte RAFe Aolrt gemz 2F
LA 428 =S e 24 87t .

(27
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- Abstract -

Health Status and Utilization of
Long-term Care Facility in the
Urban and Rural Aged

Lee, Hung Sa*

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
identify differences in health status and the
utilization of long-term care service between
urban and rural aged residents in Korea.
Methods: Through convenience sampling, 1,405
elders (829 from urban areas and 576 from
rural areas) were selected during March 1 to
May 31 in 2004. All the subjects agreed to
participate and filled out the survey questionnaire
after signing the consent form. The instruments
utilized in this study were the impairment of
physio-sensory function, ADL IADL, cognitive
function, and psycho-social function scale. This
instrument was developed by medifying the scale

* Department of Nursing, Daegu Haany University

A EgEHA 4198 A28

developed by Gurland & Wilder (1984). Data
was analyzed using the SPSS Win program.
Results: There were significant differences in
economic status, duration of living and type of
medical insurance between rural and urban
elderly(p{.05). Physio-sensory functions (t=4.53,
p{.001), ADL (t=3.61, p{.001), IADL {(t=2.45,
p=.014), cognitive functions (t=-2.63, p=.024)
and psycho-social functions (t=3.69, p<{.001)
were significantly different between the two
groups. The utilization of long-term care facility
in the urban elderly was significantly higher
than that in the rural elderly (x*=10.14,
p{.001). Conclusion: Considering these findings,
the need for long-term care should be assessed
by residence characteristics. Because of different
utilization of long term care facility according to
the elderly’s needs, long-term care services

should be considered the residence characteristics.

Key words : Aged, Residence Characteristics,
Health Status, Long-Term Care
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