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Q-population (Concourse)
from literature reviews, in-depth interviews, questionnaires

Development of the Q-sample
from Q-population, and clarifying statements (40)

P-sample (P-set) selection
43 participants

using a Q-sort table, and forced distribution

Factor Analysis
by varimax rotation using QUANL program

Factor interpretation
labeling of the three factors

Figure 1. The Practical Steps in Q-methodology
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Figure 2. Sample of Completed Q-Sort Table
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects (N=1,000)
Z-Score
Q-Statement Type | Typell  Typell
(n=20) (n=14) (n=9)
1. It is a place for old people who can’t be cared at home. 0.32 -0.48 0.50
2. It provides housing, welfare and hospice for old people who are
uncomfortable in daily life. 1.59 0.14 1.22
3. It is a place for old people with dementia. -1.23 -1.63 -0.27
4. It provides conservative treatment than active treatment. 1.32 0.08 1.38
5. It can quickly cope with the emergency situation of old people. -0.82 -0.12 1.27
6. It is a safe place for old people with dementia. -1.13  -1.39 1.47
7. It can decrease family troubles by reducing caregiving burden of family B N
members. 1.29 0.97 0.46
8. It can improve quality of life of old people. -1.19 =171 1.37
9. It can prevent complications and worsening of disease by steady health care. 0.20 -0.96 0.77
10. It is possible for personalized care services because of skilled caregivers -0.056 -1.71 -0.25
11. Care services vary greatly depending on NH’s facility level and size. 1.85 -0.34 -0.05
12. There is a limit to caring with all sincerity as a family. 1.22 -0.56 -0.75
13. Service quality is poor because few caregivers look after a large number of ~
old people. 0.54 0.40 0.30
14. Abuse, neglect, and accidents (falls, fractures, asphyxia, aspiration, etc.) are  _ N B
more common. 0.08 0.45 1.35
15. Old people’s remaining capacity can be decreased due to caregivers’ _ _ _
excessive care. 1.07 1.07 1.43
16. NH is unsanitary and disorganized. -0.98 -1.59 -1.11
17. It is economically burdensome because of the cost of NH*. 1.18 -0.24 0.09
18. It is a place that not want to send my parents. 1.37 0.02 -1.59
19. It seems to be there is no privacy and isolated from society. 0.67 -0.90 -1.93
20. Leave their parents at a NH*, families may not care about their parents at all.  0.62  -0.61 -0.64
21. The regulations on admission to NH should be relaxed so that old people N ~
use it easily. 0.22 0.28 0.05
22. Development of diverse programs for rehabilitation and health promotion are 171 1.08 0.76
needed. ) ) ’
23. Public relations strategies for old people in blind areas are needed. 0.07 0.05 0.89
24. Thorough infection control is necessary. 0.96 0.50 0.62
25. The daily life of the old people in the NH should be shared with the family. 1.08 0.65 0.71
26. A thorough financial supervision of the NH is necessary. 0.36 0.72 0.34
27. Welfare of caregivers and work environment improvement is necessary. 0.14 1.29 1.09
28. A system should be organized so that families trust NH* with their parents. 1.05 1.84 0.67
29. The economic burden of using NH should be reduced by government’s
financial support. 0.41 0.52 1.63
30. Public needs for NH should be reflected through regular surveys. -0.93 -0.12 0.31
31. There is a need for job training and personality education of caregivers. 0.27 212 0.63
32. It is urgent to keep skilled caregivers. -0.46 1.44 0.06
33. Changes in social prejudice and negative perceptions of NH are needed. -0.48 0.50 -0.07
34. The service quality should be improved introducing an excellent institution ~ =
reward system. 0.83 0.14 0.37
35. Standardized operation guidelines for NH should be prepared. -0.31 1.19 0.34
36. It is necessary to operate a NH' that separates people with dementia and B _ _
without dementia. 1.35 1.07 1.92
37. Legal punishment should be made in the case of unauthorized operation. -0.40 1.65 -1.51
38. Benchmarking of NH' operations in other countries is needed. -1.36 0.20 -1.73
39. The restraint of imprudent NH organizations is needed. -1.76 0.39 -0.32
40. An unexpected visit by the government is necessary. -1.43 1.28 -0.96

"NH=Nursing home; " =Consensus statement of 3 Types
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ABSTRACT

Subjectivity toward Nursing Homes as Perceived by Undergraduate
Nursing Students: Q Methodology Study

Ha, Eun Ho (Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Jungwon University)

Lee, Young Mi (Associate Professor, College of Nursing, Catholic University of Pusan)

Purpose: Nursing homes are a type of residential care that provide diverse services such
as planned activities, convalescent care, skilled nursing and memory care. Nursing homes
are good facilities for old people with dementia to improve their quality of life. On the
other hand, the subjectivity toward nursing homes can vary to greater or lesser degrees. The
purpose of this study was to identify the subjective attitudes and viewpoints toward nursing
homes in undergraduate nursing students. Methods: The Q methodology, which is a
research method to study the people’s subjectivity, was used. The 40 Q-statements selected
from each of 43 participants were classified into the shape of a normal distribution. The
data collected were analyzed using the QUANL program. Results: Three types of
subjectivity toward nursing homes emerged: Typel, in terms of usage of nursing
homes-hesitative perspectives:’, Type II, in terms of running of nursing homes-progressive
perspectives:’, and Type I, in terms of admission to nursing homes-constructive
perspectives. Conclusion: The findings of this study suggest that nursing intervention
programs should be developed for the three types. The study results will lead to further

research.

Key words : Nursing students, Nursing homes, Subjectivity
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