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Breast Cancer Screening Behaviors in Some Hospital Employees

Ga Young Kim, M.D.!, Jung Lim Lee, M.D.", Won Sik Lee, M.D.",
Gyung Young Kim, M.D.!, Choong Won Lee, M.D.?, Gum Rae Lee’, Jong Won Park, M.D.*

Cancer Center and Department of Internal Medicine Fatima Hospital',
Department of Preventive Medicine Keimyung University School of Mediciné?,
Department of Nursing Dongsan Hospital’, Department of Occupational Medicine Sunrin Hospital’

Abstract : Breast cancer is a preventable disease through the secondary prevention. This
study was carried out to survey breast cancer screening behaviors in some hospital female
employees. Questionnaire survey was administered to all female employees of 2 hospitals (a
university hospital and a general hospital) except medical doctors in August 2006. A modified
version of the questionnaire developed by Maxwell et al. for American Koreans was used with
drop—off survey. Response rate was 73.5% and 877 were used in the final data analysis. In 20—
39 years of age, 5.5% reported to have a screening mammography ever while 65.5% in 40—59.
Among employees who have ever had screening mammography (n=168), those who reported to
have last screening mammography within previous 2 years were 73.0% in 20—39 and 89.3% in
40—59. Those who reported to have professional breast examinations every year were 0.9% in
20-39 and 9.5% in 40—59. These results suggest that hospital employees may have relatively
good uptake rates of breast screening mammography with very low clinical examination rate.
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Table 1. Age distribution of the study population by hospital

University Hospital (N=504)

General Hospital (N=373)

Number (%) Number (%)
Age (years)*
20-29 197 (39.1) 193 (51.7)
30-39 181 (35.9) 105 (28.2)
40 - 49 113 (22.4) 64 (17.2)
50-59 13(2.6) 11(2.9)

* P < 0.05 by chi-square test



Table 2. Sociodemographic characteristics of the study population by age

23

20 - 39 (N=676)

40 - 59 (N=201)

Number (%) Number (%)

Educational attainment™

Primary school - 2( 1.0)

High school 62(9.2) 47 (23.4)

College/University 587 (86.8) 113 (56.2)

Graduate school 27 (4.0) 39 (19.4)
Marital status*

Married 271 (40.1) 176 (87.6)

Others 405 (59.9) 25(12.4)
Current job category*

Clerk 85 (12.6) 37(18.4)

Technician 51(17.5) 20 (10.0)

Registered nurse 376 (55.6) 89 (44.3)

Nurse aid 131 (19.4) 16 ( 8.0)

Other 33 (49 39(19.4)

* P < 0.05 by chi-square tests
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Table 3. Self-reports of breast cancer mammography by age

20-39 40-59
Number (%) Number (%)

Ever heard of a mammography (yes) 604 (89.3) 190 (94.5)
Ever had a mammography (yes) 55(8.1) 137 (68.2)
When was last mammography (n=192)

In past 12 months 22 (40.0) 69 (50.4)

1-2 years ago 10 (18.2) 52 (38.0)

2-5 years ago 10 (18.2) 9( 6.6)

> 5 years ago 13 (23.6) 7(5.1)
Reason for last mammography (n=192)

Screening 31 (56.4) 120 (87.6)

Diagnostic 24 (43.6) 17 (12.4)
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Table 4. Self-reports of breast cancer screening by age

20-39 40-59
Number (%) Number (%)
Ever had a screening mammography (yes) 37(5.5) 131 (65.2)
Total number of screening mammography received (n=168)
1 31(83.8) 47 (35.9)
2 1(2.7) 47 (35.9)
3 2(54) 23 (17.6)
>4 3(8.1) 14 (10.6)
Usually obtains screening mammography* (n=90)
Every year 2(33.3) 20 (23.8)
Every 2 years 2 (33.3) 47 (56.0)
Every 3-5 years 2 (33.3) 9 (10.7)
Less frequently - 8(9.9)
When was last screening mammography (years) (n=168)
In the past 12 months 17 (45.9) 64 (48.9)
1-2 years ago 10 (27.1) 53 (40.5)
2-5 years ago 5(13.5) 9(6.9)
> 5 years ago 5(13.5) 5(3.8)
Has professional breast examinations (n=877)
Every year 6(0.9) 19 ( 9.5)
Every 2 years 10( 1.5) 24 (11.9)
Every 3-5 years 8(1.2) 11( 5.5)
Only once 46 (6.8) 31(154)
Never 606 (89.6) 116 (57.7)
Does breast self-examinations (n=877)
At least once a week 177 (26.2) 36 (17.9)
At least once a month 296 (43.8) 94 (46.8)
At least 2-3 times a year 156 (23.1) 58 (28.9)
Never 47( 7.0) 13( 6.5)

* Only asked of women who had > 1 screening mammography
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