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Private
170)
90(52.9%)
80(47.1%)

(N

40.5+37.5

32.3¢ 7.0

Social welfare
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(N=109)
6( 5.6%)

77(71.3%)

31(28.7%)

94(87.0%)

8( 7.4%)

0( 0.0%)
82.4+66.9

3b.6+ 5.9

0( 0.0%)

73(34.8%)

117(55.7%)
0(0.0%)

Private
(N=210)
210(100%)
20( 9.5%)
93.946.5
31.8+8.4

Nursing

79(100%)
0( 0.0%)
35(44.3%)

39(49.4%)
5( 6.3%)

0( 0.0%)

® A HAtT 3R] A25¢ A25 @
109.2£116.1

Public
(N=79)

37.6% 10.2

Associate
Bachelor
Master
Doctor

Female
Work experiences (months)

General Characteristics of the Subjects
Male

(Mean+SD)
Age(years)
(Mean+SD)

Characteristics
Gender
Education
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Table 2. Differences of Major Factors among Groups

Nursing Social welfare
Demension Public Private Public Private F/p
(a) (b) (c) (d)
Training Cooperation 38 66 68 71 X2:33'6£?
experience” (47.4%) (31.7%) (66%) (42%) p;.OOO
N(%) counterpart’s 32 44 9 36 X°=25.056
occupation (40.5%) (21.2%) (9.2%) (22.6%) p=.000""*
Understanding of efficiency F=4.872
in cooperation 3.18+.46  3.10+.48 3.00£.50 3.21+.44 p=.002"*
(Mean+SD) c(a,d
F=5.360
Understanding of Relation 3.07£.562  3.02+.49 2.95+.49 2.84+.52 p=.001""*
the counterpart’s d{a,b
occupation F=2.445
(Mean+SD) Ability 3.50+.46 3.45+.48 3.33+.52 3.45+ .51 p=.063"
c{a
Organization’s support in cooperation F=4.794
3.26+.84 3.04+.81 2.89+.83 3.21+.82 p=.003"*
(Mean+SD)
c{a,dc
Service autonomy F=3829
3.28+.77 3.33%.69 3.40%.62 3.56+.74 p=.01**
(Mean+SD)
a(d
Service appropriateness F=10.202
2.70+.87 2.60%.75 2.23+.78 2.73%.72 p=.000""*
(Mean+SD)
c(a,b,d
F=10.135
Training Task training 3.42+.80 3.40+.70 3.01+.72 3.562+.86 p=.000"**
environment of the c(a,b,d
organization Counterpart’s F=8.785
(Mean=SD) ; 2.92+.81 2.70.71 2.37+.74 2.69+.79 p=.000"**
occupation
c(b,d{a
Level of mutual cooperation F=5.191
2.91+99 2.42+1.03 2.57+.90 2.41£1.13 p=.002"*
(Mean+SD) b ¢ d(a

“p (.10, *p<.05, **p<.01, ***p(.001
Y Rates for the subjects with training experience.
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Table 3. Factors Influencing on Cooperation
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YeRtHt=1.930, p=.055). HEg

between Nursing and Social Welfare

ARA 7% 5 5UA S0

Nurse Social worker
Classification b t/ b t/
(B) P B P
D -.408 -3.164/ -.168 -.980/
Expected duties (-.176) 002 (-.079) 328
Work experiences 001 871/ ~002 -1.521/
(0.52) .384 (-.106) .130
Understanding Relation -.056 -.379/ .136 861/
of counterpart’s - (-.025) .705 (.065) .396
Personal occupation Ability .459 3.329/ 292 1.930/
factors (.220) .007*** (.145) .065+
Understanding of efficiency in .036 277/ .318 1.912/
cooperation (.016) 782 (.136) 057+
Cooperation 137 1.071/ .193 1.299/
Training (.083) .285 (.093) .195
experience? counterpart’s .021 151/ -.017 -.087/
occupation (.012) .880 (-.006) 1931
Service autonomy 1.44 1.657/ -.047 -.459/
(0.98) .099+ (-.032) 647
Service appropriateness ~.308 _4'”*9{ =219 _2'399/
Organization’s R . (-.232) .000 (-.164) .018
environmental Orgamzayon s support in .075 961/ -.054 -.692/
factors cooperation (.060) .337 (-.043) .bb4
Training Task training -.174 -1.849/ -.073 -.756/
environment of (-.122) .066+ (-.081) 451
the counterpart’s .264 2.919/ .284 2.716/
organization occupation (.189) .004** (.221) .007**
Constant 2.834(p=.005"*) 1.322(p=.187)
R square .200 .168
Adjusted R square .165 120
F 5.745(p=.000***) 3.545(p=.000***)
“p (.10, *p¢.05, **p¢.01, ***p<.001

Y The dummy variable was 0 in the private field and was 1 in the public field.
2 The dummy variable was 0 for without training experience and was 1 for with training experience.
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ABSTRACT

Factors Influencing Cooperation between Nurses
and Social Workers

Kim, Hee Jeong(Clinical Instructor, Division of Nursing Science, Ewha Womans University)
Bae, Jin Hee(Assistant Professor, Department of Social Welfare, Jesus University)

Park, Sun Young(Full time Lecture, Department of Nursing, Baekseok University)

Purpose: The study investigated the level of mutual cooperation among those engaged in
public and private nursing and social welfare to understand contributing factors. Method:
The subjects were 289 nurses and 279 social workers. The level of mutual cooperation
between nurses and social workers was evaluated. taking into account related personal
factors and organizational environmental factors. Results: The level of mutual cooperation
between nursing and social welfare organizations showed the following sequence, in
decreasing order:; public nursing, public social welfare, private nursing and private social
welfare personnel. The factors affecting nurses’ cooperation with social welfare personnel
were expected duties, understanding of social workers’ service, service autonomy, service
appropriateness, and the training environment of the organization. Factors influencing the
level of cooperation of social workers with nurses included understanding of nursing service,
understanding of the efficiency gained by cooperation, service appropriateness and the
training environment of the organization. Conclusion: The development of training programs
to increase the level of cooperation between the nursing and social welfare fields is strongly

recommended.

Key words : Nurses, Social welfare, Cooperative Behavior
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