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Abstract 327 as the highest. The higher the direct
support, the higher the indirect support (r=.663,

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to p=.000). The higher the rehabilitation motive,
analyze the relationship between rehabilitation the higher the direct (r=.282, p=.010) and
motive and social support perceived by spinal indirect support (r=.397, p=.000). Conclusion:
cord injury patients. Method: Data were collected According to this study, the social support had
by the questionnaires from 83 patients with the significant relationship with the rehabilitation
spinal cord injury in a hospital. It was analyzed motive. The social support was the key factor
using descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA and to enhance the rehabilitation motive psychologically.
Peason's correlation coefficients. Result: The Finally, there is a need to develop the nursing
social support score was 3.51 of 5 in average. intervention improve the social support for the
The connectedness of subordinate portion was spinal cord injury patients.
the highest as 3.57. The rehabilitation motive
was 2.93 of maximum 4.00 in average. Among Key words : Rehabilitation motive, Social
sub-dimensions of the rehabilitation motive, the support, Spinal cord injury

mean score of change oriented motivation was
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Table 1. General & Disease Related Characteristics of Participants (n=83)

Classification N
atient: classification Inpatle}lts 47
o Outpatients 36
<20 5
21~30 25
31~40 17
41~50 16
51~60 8
61< 12
Male 69
Female 14
Others 44
Married 39
Elementary school 7
Middle school
High school 34
College or higher 36
Yes 49
No 34
Yes 14
No 69
More than enough 4
Enough 6
Average 31
Poor 21
Very poor 21
1 9
2 12
family: member 3~4 40
o 5~6 19
7< 3
Compensation money 14
Myself 12
income - source Family subsidy 30
Government subsidy 17
Others 10
racteristics Classification N,
<1 35
S 1~< 3 18
“of illness (yrs) 3~<5 10
5~ 7 8
7< 12
Traffic accident 40
Fall down 29
Sports injury 4
Disease 6
Others 4
Cervical 40
Thoracic 35
Lumbar 8
Complete injury 46 .
Incomplete  injury 37 i
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Table 2. Direct Support of Participants  (n=83)

Connectc;dness 3i57 73

Self-confidence 3.43 .84
Faith 3.52 .66
Total 3.51 67
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Table 3. Indirect Support of Participants (n=83)

Emotional support

Informational support 3.7
Material support 3.58
Appraisal support 3.72
Total 3.71
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Table 4. Rehabilitation Motive of Participants

{n=83)

- Contents -

Task oriented motives 3.10 44
Change oriented motives 3.27 A48
Obligatory motives 2.58 .64
External motives 243 A8
Motivelessness 2.86 52
Total 2.93 35
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Table 5. The Differences on Direct and Indirect Support According to Characteristics of Participants

(n=83)
A Direct ;

Classification N MZSD tor
Inpatients 47 3.51+0.63 018
Outpatients 36 3.50+0.73 )
<20 5 3.44+0.57
21~30 25 3.43+0.66
31~40 17 3.51+£0.75
41~50 16 3.29+0.53 1.330
51~60 8 3.63+0.59
61 < 12 3.90+£0.79
Male 69 3.46+0.66 1284
Female 14 3.71£0.72
Other.s 44 3.35+0.60 2272
Married 39 3.68+0.71
Elementary school 7 3.31+0.68
Middle school 6 3.46+0.66 1443
High school 34 3.72+0.62 ’
Over college 36 3.68+0.70
Yes 49 3.64+0.66 *
No 34 3.3240.65 2193
Yes 14 3.66+0.51 958
No 69 3.47+£0.70 ’
More than enough 4 3.65+0.81
Enough 6 3.47+0.94
Average 31 3.56+0.55 179
Poor 21 3.43+0.78
Very poor 21 3.48+0.66
1 9 3.56+0.72
2 12 3.57+0.65
3~4 40 3.44+0.73 178
5~6 19 3.55+0.54
7< 3 3.67+0.90
Compensation money 14 3.2440.65
Myself 12 3.67+0.43
Family subsidy 30 3.55£0.69 1.121
Government subsidy 17 3.4140.55
Others 10 3.72+0.97

lated - characteristics

! <1 35 3.60+0.60
1~<3 18 3.02+0.65 Cond
3~<5 10 3.67+0.49 3492
5~<7 8 3.63£0.76
7< 12 3.73£0.70
Traffic accident 40 3.60+0.70
Fall down 29 3.31+0.63
Sports injury 4 3.87+0.32 1.171
Disease 6 3.61+0.81 :
Others 4 3.50+0.52
Cervical 40 3.55+0.72
Thoracic 35 3.38+0.61 1.989
Lumbar 8 3.88+0.54
Complete injury 46 3.55+0.61
Incomplete injury 237 3.45+0.74
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Table 6. The Differences on Rehabilitation Motive According to Characteristics of Participants {n=83)

T TR
R Inpatients 47 3.03+0.33
eng ~kclasmﬁcanon Outpatients 36 2.81:034 2.960
<20 5 3.06£0.39
21~30 25 2.95+0.32
31~40 17 2.78+0.39 ;
41~50 16 2.91+0.35 1.034
51~60 8 3.02+0.37
, 61 < _ 12 3.02+0.33 ;
D! Male 69 2.94+0.37 :
;- Gender Female 14 2.8740.23 740
e Others 44 2.9120.38 e
Married 39 2.96+0.32 ' :
Elementary school 7 3.03+0.43
o Middle school 6 2.94+0.34
ducation level High school 34 5 86£0.29 760
Over college 36 2.97+0.39
Yes 49 2.95+0.34 560
No 34 2.9110.36
. Yes 14 3.11+0.39
ceupation No 69 2.90+0.33 2112
More than enough 4 3.11£0.41
Enough 6 2.9840.36
Average 3 3.00+0.33 1.125
Poor 21 2.83+0.32
Very poor 21 2.88+0.40
1 9 2.82+0.41
2 12 2.99+0,26
3~4 40 2.95+0.38 507
5~6 19 2.92+0.33
7< 3 2.77+0.15
Compensation money 14 2.80+0.31
Myself 12 3.06+0.28
Family subsidy 30 2.90+0.36 1.605
Government subsidy 17 3.05+0.44
Others 10 2.87£0.23
<1 35 3.10£0.34
1~<3 18 2854033
3~<5 10 270£032 4635
5~<7 8 2.75+0.22
7< 12 2.860.32
Traffic accident 40 2.97+0.36
Fall down 29 2.85+0.29 e
Sports injury 4 296044 < 21787
Disease 6 2.76+0.28 L
Others 4 3.39+0.34
Cervical 40 2.93+£0.39 .
Thoracic 35 2.9340.33 019
Lumbar 8 2.95+0.25 =
Complete 1n‘J\{ry o 46 2.00£0.33
Incomplete injury: oo 37 o
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Direct support 1
Indirect support
Rehabilitation motive

282(.010)
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1
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