Rz Re|StE ] M6 MIS(SH H36S)

59-76 ©%t=2o|Z2&2|5t5|, 20134 4E

Korean J Med Ethics 16(1) : 59-76 © The Korean Society for Medical Ethics, April 2013

pISSN 2005-8284 elSSN 2234-3598

| M2

A= FAb= 5 A9 712 AA Hrh
e At #7HAAE s AA T A
A, ARE A8 ofd WS AP AdA, o
FARE AST AQA T A l s 948 A
4% Hole A FE &9 S 98 ¢

A= Ao o|2717HA] B+ «W I
otk wehy of® ANAAE Ut 4
o 4RY9IE YN onZ GAAY Tt
) g Ak g4 e,

oste ozl 2o ex AEHoR A
23 Aol B A4 24E FxrEge) 1
Bt ofahd SN ARE ojeie A4 24 0|4
o) A3} 7142 ek A Bk 2
o} 2 2o Be TAE 5y o A2 (in-
formed medical decsion) < ¥z o AA% |

HDEDY: 20134 28 28, MAIEY: 20134 48 20

Atzl, M| 7tx]| =

A 718kE da s she, T19f 94 oF QI7te =
A Zapo] tigt I = G asieh ey ol gt
VA A A3 BT e R = BEEStY 4HH
5o 7 Aol 5HA 919, HIE, o], 7Hs
e BAsEAL olof 7| x5t SRS Qo AH
7t S £EY 4 e A AlLE
sﬂc]:u tc}.

b= o] oA ol 9fsto] 43
= 2yt Mt At diste] o
¥Rt 7l of AR A Qiok A o=
Po= AA oz SAE HEAAFTA = £
ot $A HE Yrde 2] 2 5Ho=
st 850 3+ vhd, Zys)iof sk F2-8-1)
9180l 517 ohetolch. Wat opjet o]eigt o2
AL Bk A7 SO AHAAT 18-S
gtet. o] 213k thFet A (return) o thste] 7f
Y A7t 2 7Y A A 2R tEh qE

(H=Ay
LSy

rSL'
r =l
rl?l ol

TAIRKE: 0|5, MEZ B7i0
* 57 Dziol2Y

|28, 055-970~7500, hyazhin@naver,com

1) Fineberg HV, Medical decision making and the future of medical practice, Med Decis Making 1981 ; 1(1) : 4-6,

2) Fineberg HV, €2 (1), 4.

59



gt=olaR2lsts|X| Mi6d M1S(S

59 34 5599 4% B A4 A
E(scan)®) BAZ B7E 0|93 £42 A
SN AR ofelgol i Aol it
2 WlEeE QuAd £42 Ui 2 A
oItk 14 A8 B2t ol H(interests) = o}
Fstn B3] 2ol YarE GAERE B

o) Ajeld B4T 478 & Tesobrt o
t}. o] A 9] QJA}-3A} A (physician-patient
relationship) 9| 4| &2}9] Hah2 725 Q=
+529 ol QglAT 4% Az WA,
EHPX}EH-—] T]x]7} ZH dkg oh;]. AY g4
B53 ol Bold oA12A, 248 INEH
(shared decision making) 0] £ ojo|t}.3)
2o] 7 0|9} 22 olAbAHe Brje] Bl
57} 5842 829 A0 Y3t 2359 4
2RI ANBL AT 9Tk Fe] T4
A7 Edt olefT AT ATE RAUTFOZHN
49 SNAHL 0|2} B 5 27} Ao]9
284 jolol= §43S ATt

3tH 913t4 oA EAA EE o7 OAZ
(medical decision making)2 2Hz}9] 4
ohet gj=ele] 4o A= 27 B
Aot 19979 Hefufrg Ao A AN AT
RG] A3t B0 5hA AAEA
7t oA gz Ay AEe AFY

LA BelZ A AT 94 SR F 94
Qe F W4ag wm YRFe] sus ¢

¥ O o ¥0 iy N fo 2 ozi

SEE2FA GES A A e FASHAL
o} 91 £zo AR 8= 249 gl

oAt} 2P} BBAE B A2 o3t AR

H H363) : 2013 4

B} 2 BA7} HEeA A3 B
g o192 Aol HUL FEIGD
£ 3 HRSgoY BIA £E 7
oA} BEA0) ool uhe} BEBEAA
ST HANDORH BATF A aaz,
2 o8] IR A GArAA] Bofat A
o 201, 2% RS AP AL A3
of 1elo] g WA Hoit. A% PR
71 8 o] AR A QAR Thofdt o)

Wl §45 STt T BA Y oA
A5 AT o] YalAL ol &
1% gAstelch. AAselol o8 AP e @
A ghot gello) 717ke] AW F ALY WEA
m2lo] Aehict Sheiehe ojn] We Amo) 4
ol At A ohl7] tEe] g3 9=l
3 o)z A o)A 2 4L A ol ARl
o5Ha oAAA T Belstel £ 7K s @
AT 3, o5t AR E BAjel BT
Aol Gae A B ohel MEY ANE W
BA7IE gRAYE 2B 407 Baw
agolahe Rolth B4, AR W97 o4
S A9 m AR o] Z3tehe Rolth 5 9
shA 9 AAL Al oste] AlorslA
U A we 4 glonz ged, Md desh
Slofof 3131, T3] oAb WS T Awrt
2995 ARST AN AR WA A
Q4o] Bk R ek ol

olefg ata oJAraRY 947k A
Qo] ohtt. ofaka] HAlw B HAL
of2] 744] 2ol ofstel 4%E7] nhgioln

44 9

i ﬂ- o, 2
>,

o]
HOI‘JLlﬁi

s

3) Charles C, Gafni A, Whelan T, Shared decision—making in the medical encounter: what does it mean? (or it takes at least

two to tango). Soc Sci Med 1997 ; 44 (5) : 681-692,

4) Frosch DL, Kaplan RM, Shared decision making in clinical medicine: past research and future directions, Am J Prev Med

1999 ; 17(4) : 285294,

5) MEAL OIxHZ. ARl BHX} 7H SRE TR YAAFO| SXIUEZ0| OjXl= FE olLQlatz|X] 2010 ; 43(1) : 26-34,
A
E

6) CHEH 2004, 6, 24, AT 200252995 T
7) MEX|E SRR 1998, 5. 15. M1 98759 M,

60



ok @2, 123 jAdE A Ve Al
o] gt &xte] A mof dshHA AR o
of iz Fal R FATE =&siA AL 23t
A B 4 e A7 2 EA HYS 2
ol E7otal o= w2t Hato] 93t o
& 59 ojH e AES S MU AR
FE EF A XFeEN gz2dA fd&
e 857 A71A HAAL EARL o)7F Hak
o ¥ Abd ol et

ot FH; ALY A Stof AT
€ M2 YA ey o 3 Fo] 5%
g 4 ok 22T Frole ol & ZFEA
g & = AFel Y] WA, &214 o] HF
of & o of3tuA| ghe A sfoF AT A
o2 7hA| o Al = GA] gHEtE A= S W
stof| Bj53HA H3 71ES AATHA Z A
7h @k 23 2% s ARlA o

AAHE HBAEIE A 7H Fal o5
97, A 87, A42H AX 9 Zeq 2

£33 2429 Qo goh PHEs Bl

1. OfBt OZEEC| A 27

oty GAEAS 19799 39 ool
2 (Ohio)# AlAY ¥ (Cincinnati) | A T
59| 35 3% (Lee. B. Lusted, Eugene L.
Saenger) o 93| o & &AFE A 5}3] (Society
for Medical Decision Making, SMDM)9)7}
ANZEHA AAH o2 AA 7} 52 = o)

19814 Fineberg'?)= ¢ 2 oA} 2 A 3}3] 7]
(Medical Decision Making, MDM) of| 4] 43
A S ey} A 25 AT Aol A
Hot o AAHY A &5k Aol AW
g Zo|ga At oA oAAA o I
QAL ST} Ee 8AES Eof Atk
AR, ot 2|4 o ZHFA Q] Aol Al&E Ao
gte A, 4, 54T A4 4% HEo 9t
o 7|e4 BT dest Agkd Azt A,
A, oo o|-§7tadt AAH o] wst
A A= Aok A, WA, &Y YA
oAl gz}o] dgto] HAE FohstaL Slvke A
oA Qeta] AAH E3 Fadd Aol
Bk},

o|E @AY A HoNA B ok At AA,

9
el
A

o ox o |

8) sithA, 2| d7ksdol 2Fdst axtel XS -~ A 2 HE et Azl YUY, terEEEIX| 2004 ;

33(5) : 1517,
9) O|= 2R ALATYEE, h
10) Fineberg HV, 22| Z(F1). 5-6.

ttp://www,smdm,org/history,shtml 2013 28 11 H2,

61



£l

oz zalsE|X| Mied MiIE(ESH

S, 2J517] 49 B4
]}%AJENﬂoibﬁhLJE

d nz o o

o 1o
il ol
flo
=2
I,L

AL & 5 A =30t w2t 2dze
o 7+e] Fol 24H UL, oof wht A
B A2, BEA Aol B0l
BAY7] AR A, Sz F9E =
£ AU A AfRle R Bt AA A9 i
oA Huf g = o] k. whekA Q== A
LS v O 2 753 g 598 WAAA
of Bk ThA] Wl 92 Eat AAEAL vk
7HA 2 #E] & 2JAHE A (managerial decision
making) o] a3 2| A & Aolct. UlA, A7t
ARzl what olxjet Bxke] A} Wi
WA fate] o7 Foi7l WAt 2rhehuAl Ba
o], 148 (informed) SJAFAFo] R
2515 33 gAY o dge
HEE OE 5 e T AA = FAH o
m ojzel 7j<lo] obd ol T4 4
deo] Bastn, a82 A B st o] F
of &}11, x}o] FodF ol oAFE A o]ojof
ok 8 4 Qe

8 QARBE AT 4 9 DY, B o
£ ot A1 A4S A D 2
AEAE sAshe BT EFoR MRS
Sgict. aheba] o Azt e Ayl Yz A
S A4 EZ0Z ol3) o|g KIHOE T2
4 SlE BEQ GNEAETE Baz o
= %t Ho]A|Qt £4 (Bayesian analysis) 2t
2ol £ o)4re] B4} WA ATE AFH e
2 39 5 gl AgAETe Fae ol
s

ol

=

ﬁmﬂn @l o

E
=
7

ofs

o @ ot 2 r°1'
gl

Lgi

M365) : 2013 48

2, 9f8H OIZEe| X

o SNARE AAES B 2AT
YL E&cte HHLE IA HY 9T}
A, WAH, Ave] A A A S mA oA o] FoiR
T2 5 AAL B BAS 25 9
ato] B0 H AL Zoldith. AfolA A A
L g 19 AE ek Aelo] fate] chere A
STk A H AAL 929 91 GAE 9
RSt 3 o] ALSI7F e bk Alpolet
7% % Gk o A A7 B BEEE Yot
AR S5t GAERE ozl B 4 9
= 9eb4 o3 g e of A 7 AA
b ATHE AAS BE FEsolo} it

B A9l 3 SAEAL of Al 714 A
AolA dojuh= 5ol o 99 Fgto] <
F 1>3} o] A3}, o]23 9 A3} oA
< Aot Ao whet 2po] 7F EAFt. 2pA
= YA AEA Al Tt oArEA o] F=
Aollont o= 7Y & de e 2712
Aol FAEHA JAEA Y o B|Fo| &
OFA|L Qlth. FHL 2= o] 27k Hxpe} 7HE ]
Zrol H|Fo] FotA A oata Ao 7 E

(Figure 1) Dynamics of Medical Decision Making
Medical duty, Self—determination, Order,

Professional authority
medical duty

Medical opinion

Right to know
self-determination

Arbitration
order

Law & Ethics

11) 0|, O|st™ OIAlAN =150 | ch$
12) 0|g%l, QZAMO| Jidnt 2Q

62

St 12k Bayesian analysis and ROC analysis, CH&tZtQtorHErA
M, etzol2R2|5t3|X| 2012 ; 15(3) 1 300-301,

FMSEE|X] 2006 ; 36(1) : 4.



OIEZI - 2lsta olAtzMel AH 2

T Aol A A A R FAQ A AL
ojo A 25 W& EJF FobA|1L Sith. A=
ol Z45& A A= Ae A H2
ol Aagty F&8o| gle A SR 7
A& QL MA SHol A EARTE o] e WA
#2124 SHLE Ao} BA} Ao of ZES A
sP71% ot W2 iy gEstr| e Stk &
A 9 oA QAAAL o] Al 7HA] A9 ¢
St A A2 AES T3l doldthal & = 9
ok w&hA thgoflAl= o] Al 7HAl FA19 oA
AR S o5k oA FA Y, A &4
Hh WY, WA £ HE 349 EYls
Argsteal g

3. et oA

oJeta] AN A o] FoiA= ot AET
2 98+ 2] (medical opinion)©|2t= &€l
= TAS YT Yo 9 ae 3 B 2
o7} Akt Sz AN Tiotel Wakoletn
E 5 Stk o3Hy oA g extzRE ¢
ol e, AAIE, A A, o8 9=l
A& Fitstel A7 Byl Bk <1
E 2> of2|et o3y oA g P45t AAtE
IS =ASET ot oA FAS 7
A QA ez Re Sttt ogHA oA A
7t A7 BaSAY A Aoz 7H A ol
et sieol7] ol w2ty A4S 43t
REH wA o BHH HH $o] glofof i,
ol WY, AALE, AL Ale 9 YA
T A2 oA Ldojdt. o]
THE JEe A o Y B ZAE 5
52 UE o A "o o] EES uiE oz 9
e 2

]

S~

Ao} AAE dHsta %t AAY &
oA 7HEof Y3t WAL A 2AL S Al

XL QAL ARl M| 7EX| FE Eo| dEEES BHez

(Figure 2) Decision Making Process of Medical
Opinion,

« Meaningful problem

_>| Cognition | « Physiologic finding
v
| Hierarchy | Ecl)%\t][?rﬂ?rzlg
v
[ o ]
v
| Alternatives | %imi?ggztlﬁc
v
_{ Evaluation | : gi’;fﬁt

% 93, 1 AT o] g3kg ool 8
| o oAb A58 BE A J29 o

2

59l 74 ojeke] 23 9 SAT FeES B
sjof gk of o Wrbe] @4k BAe| A% o
A7 AHAAH vl 5 71H) ZHo]A o] o]
Aok gtk & ZuolA W77t SREE Qi)
= 7hsat torES Skl A A A ok s A
LT RER PR BN N
< w7t gk 2eu SR gtk AR B2 A
g AA £ A Y THeAH L2 A 9 Higte| B
2 o] wf YAst= A% o] ATt A H A A B8
o ¥}t T3 AP 4= glojof Fhrt. EFF ¢4
oA H7te] ol2& AL =YY dRE
BHQI5taL SHA}oLO] QAtaF & FHTHA S
(feedback) & of of 3ttt

1) 2H| 014
BE o249 25H 2UHLS EAE <
Aol RMRE 2u. elmoA £4)

N o] 27 9, ATl A TASHE 87

63



cr=olzsa(sta|X| M6 MIS(S

o] Wiz} oz = | A8 & mE AF
oA doly 4 9lch. £ (problem)= $}
7t L7)3 Azbeh 74 (subjective) £}
SRS HIEe HBIL) BRI A F4] o
g 214 (objective) EA7F ok 2y &
A7k Baske BE 4 (symptom)o] EA7}

£ RS olUs, &) oA} B RE o
A A% (sign) 7k BAZ} Hh AL obeh 84
7F 7719l o|AbSHA|RE A H ol Qe FAF
| 902 % 900, oAt AT A w4
2] & ol AA+ A5 (physiologic finding) o] A1}
F4 2A9 727} gl A5 4 7] Wl
o & AARRH A& 5 = 44 31,
Apd YRL ostd o2 o] 9= A (mean-
ingful problem)o]ojolat 24| & Z (problem
is)f| EYEIA 243 % 315 b o]
o 2R ov] g EAG 19 g 4
472 st o Sl4AFolH TR s
oF 3 7|2 42 E 44t Rolth

El:ﬂ-z;}

e

ek
o

2) #1A 2

B4 559 BASL
]1_ oFL nxﬂ_g_o

1 o

25 53t FaH
Adidez Fagt A
TROA| R A= UH L, SHHY ASL F
S Ao s vd 4 Aok AtEe s Fagt
AL AP E AFSHAY AA F29 7159 H|
79 A MEE e 4 Q= FA gL o
Zl= ¥ 4 F(warning sign) o| A} 116?;“*
A3te) e gl g A% (alarm sign) 9} T

d BEAS0It Al W) a5 EA7} °1élﬂ
5 20| SN 49 AT, 5

O

& H|365) : 20134 4&

ASt €4 WS Apolo] ABA, BAS BA) A
ol9] dabgol o AYele. A% £ g2
714 S5E BRI Lol % 7Y FAS

Lo iching)ll 9 349 Aol
2 AR AREAY BEol4 Aett o]
 FRAT FE40) 95 $HHOR YA
_]

6| éﬂﬂ, T2 Hﬂ]h Za we A5 AN &
o] 959 oA EA|7F Q1A EH= &4
42 vgddo 28y 471 Holl A=t
T, JdAR0] AT L&A oA Agkchd AF
9 Al A =]ofof gt o] gt A S F3f
A B5& & A= 4 (high priority) 9 Y
2 2449 (low priority) & 2Z3}E| 1 ¢
A Q4] SA A =% 712 ARE A B
B3 4= QA Hrt

_\;

3) 7H8 4%

&y

4A

2

7HE AARE ZA A gt A4

1= Zolth. &4 YAAA 7H 4
o Sl At 93} 2| 4] Abo]&f E429] 4
ol 1, 31919 e #AE SAHE ¢
AXNAUZLEA 71 B8-S viA (exclusion)
AA Uzt F4 o2 JA | 7Hde2 9
AE B2 @5 At fET 9A 48
(impression) 2 24 o] Xt AY FH7}st
7] 13 it A2 B E 9% gl B
sttt o] 23t tigh2 Ytk 7Hd o] A EH ot
A A Y] AA NN AHLHA Uetd. & &
H SR 55 SAA EEo] FHE A
ojo] A3t A A A WELZ7}50] 24l
Aot G4 B3 ¥ (cholecystitis) &) 7Hd-& A
T 92 Aolth. o] ff FA B ol 7t
AlS-A EhE ofof gk 1 9 3 F9
£ A% gk fstx| Ao upet E5 25

S~
Y

|

=

vl 4o e
rlr

¢

—

o mx o

Lo



5o} %3 4415} £ (computed tomog-
raphy, CT)& 122 4= A € Ao, A=
A8y A ek F4, A, = EF,
FddAe 5
4) THOH EHA
7HA & 3 AR A7 7heE Ao) ot &
T2 ART 5 7] o] dgt B E4E
Uee 5 1, e Zhd e A= o
tjetol 7Hesk7] wizoll ot oatAd
oAl 753t theto] & olde] He A2 EEA
2 dolth. o & S0 AT 34 FEEY
YA A 7= FFAA O A o ELY o] &
2 e B7M5e ASde YWY ArE F
A g8} Abssih olele % W ek 3
27t Bas A ulw o3k W e »
W ohleh 849 1E S0 BeiEe]
o o8 Bo] YA 2 BT HA O 3
529 55 T4 o] gopo] A 2 gt
GPoz $27 RS AT BE A
29 7Hs A3 12 % $A g3 984S 1
Safof gk mabd oo Bl slm o) A
BolA & Aol BT W7t 93, E o)
AH 878 2537 daAAtE 2 97 o
Fojajopgt gtrt. TEUf SHHO R of 23 ti¢t
& S| 17} o] o1} AL F A A H]E S
A rgulskA] H5e ook Al 9] Eofof Firt.
EL YRE IA Hof gty A= #3t
FAZ U EE, T2 P9 et £3F AHH
(diagnostic), % &4 (therapeutic) tj¢t F+
A& UHA "ok A& &9 54 g ae
7o tiet AeA gioke BB 2 3u
CT, @9 AL 50l 911, A &4 fi¢te =

&3 vhet 2ol A, P, 5o 37

Borr }p; E
my o Hr e S

o[n

I XL QAL AREL M ZER] FE Ble| 4EEEE SHez

2 Yt 22t g A e 22 o4 A
R2 v 4 ok E3 o] 7 gigke) Al
£ B8 (multiple-choice) o] HAY A&
2o et A 2 AdEE 4 gl

2T MR

5) THet Bt

dioto] SAIEE, ojatd o AARE Sla) 2
Bhotol Al Bhel that A% ol ol Atel
A% H-§-& Bk gt

A% o]0 g Higte] koA & 4 9l
oJstA ol $5e] Fo2 T} A7 o
ol thA A% A%A, )%, Belo o]
A ol ® 5 gt A4AL o tigke] &
Aol A& A% AAY A 7lofsHe A
2ol 7152 A9 AAY £F, 42, AR
N5 5 4% 7%l st JEolw, F
£ 849 AR 9t 29 §Hof 7]elsh
L Bxolk. o|gA A% o]l o)A Bz}
ok sHz ol - 78 A% o]9) zkel= o] 3} <]
A 498 5 ) ol ol % 5
o Bat 34 Bad A
o A%, FEIALS B AR Ba
M 2 ol AT 4% T AHE 8 AT
829 AT )4 Fejg WeaA ek,
o A% B $2 T AAT A i &
7% AALS et A 4= gt

ABAA A w1 8L G dhete] BR)A o
A ARAAA G goz TAHE B
7 Beshs o =0) A8 AAA B 8L Th 4
A u 83 A H 802 teh HHA o
$& B9 RA¥GF, HFPE 5 B
YRAHAE AT WSO2H BEdol 5
AHAA B4 T guldich 7 v g
$A7h Y RANAS W Fot, 223 YR A

|
C.

65



ror
H
10
KU
HO
JT.
Toi
A
=
>
I
>
ﬂ

-0,

H| A0 Avte WAstE AR A A H]
P RIOE R E BN :

+ 7 gEel 1
w3 tjok Aelo] Aw}
gof ol z#ste
A 2Fa B E §l
th 2 A gL 0|9} o] o
A3 A BE ARSI A A v l%——e—
gt A ol A FA A BlE-2 W2e AT

olgrnt FRIHA HFH7] o] AT

Ak 75 @ 4 9o] Aol ARohe AL
FARRE o2t 1 S TAAEY A=
2 9 0|A7] R ozl AE 5
A g thRES A 1§ zH|9t 3
A v Az 7188 Gol A A=
5 Sgo] e A 4, 92uE U

go] Hz317] nfFo A v]L9 ouke
‘E%Ol A e, &5 pF0] & AFY B4
YRAH2E W 77 B R 5L T 4 G

rE mlﬂl
nLu a
2

oot o
ot Fopot

r»
>,
filo
i,

L of = of oo

>i
)
2N
>

it toh

X

ol o
tlo

1o 4n: U

=)
Eo
S

X AH o2 ALE] AR
BAol AL A FL3HA 2§t

o]t 979 HE ZHL A9} —JE*J
2] AFAME aEH2 9 B2AY wjE
A Zast ot Yekuict wgste] 753‘5°ﬂ
wpet 3A AR 29 Zol7} 9E 4 9lout
dRE BongE oo AFH ASEYS
Aoz st Q7] wiLolch £ WY oA}
AN 58 e 4ggoz @
A A FAfoF 517 wio] E&AQl AE
Q2 gt}

_4

gozn PASE A5 20| 4fdes A
A 2 88 Qhure ol W et whet
14 Hl4e 45 $20)

H H363) : 2013 4

2% 23449 44L ux Yt 9= E
A2 B4 208 Lol 2 4 o

747} O]‘?J(beneﬁt)q Ay ooutozi AT
gl2) oo s thoto] 7k 9 A3 AR
A "L (cost) = L3ty EEE 4 gl= AT
0]9) 9] AT WESHHA H|E 8] o]¢o]
& HiokE Zotof g

4.7H21H 2+

7} 914 &3 (personal needs)= 7912 A4
oA o] Rl AL JatA AEH ] UBEol
oh A &7 7o At zR Y
dati AT st g A9 FA ol A
olzolA olaHy AN Bate) ol %
A1 24 AL A2 GEo Tt 24 9
of oleigt gAe] A 1H &) Tt yreje
379 o7 $SEE ol7] A &, 8§
92 G571 Fol7l A Fashth 2yt
AAOR A 872 B £33 A
WA 3, 237t FA9 oatEA 2 o518 &
X},,] ool S onl Z9lom 1,}0}7} ;q]g] o]
S 314 4 kW et 235AY HEg
S s AUY §7E gonz TEg oo
< &5 28 AY BHE, Y2 AZst 3
A3 oj-gsfof et

18) Zl, £23M, nils S Folojst Az SOl tiet SR THAL] QA ZAHATE QIHRE SHCE, fiHR
22|83 x| 2012 ; 15(3) : 376,
14) OJ=. 2 QArZHo|A etxtel Z2nt 7HE9| 2. s=e=Z&2[82]X| 2009 ; 12(4) : 326-327



7) W] |2 18 BAE 470l T ojaa
A% WAl A £ ol 2e A4
Folut cleke] A8l AAA A EA Fsd
S 0|2 olelE AA £0] 4
Aol Aof a9les AUEY FaaA 37
stel SJsth oz, aen ABF o B 9
ABAS T 4 QLS 0B 4 glth ueA of
EhE R CE NEREERBERUERE.!
A2 ABAY QA B9k ) FA 9
NAAOR 0|8 4 o, E oA oAt
AU &7 435k 50 T
a3 BT 5

T 22k sk BIAEE Avit oA}
230 9T Fofe) 43 2ol BAL o

o) ek T2 ol
o HEL 819 o], &
5 744, 298 A% 5 28 AA 2
of wheh gebal 4 QUekS wheby oAbt ofe)
AL AU} WA =, wE WEEE,
ld-k]?_:,] 7g 9,}. 71—0] _L]-/\]_L]- ;d—o:] 7]- Z—l O]E}-
3 A4 Aol vle) Weiel 2ReES
Sfof BHTh©) whl o aldt & gl WG BT
Aol tfsl A 24 A8 Ho] as.
o|2fgt AHH &) Phat spoto] o] Rofx]
W oAbt B oapage] o) AHAE 8T
o ofat oJsty AR Aol ALt $A
oAb Sl AR ) 9= L B
AL Hmot AT} A AVA AL VAo

Tl

Al At o w) A3 A2 84 &0l

olAAel AF BY: BXL oA}, AL, M| JHR| R B0l 45XES FHo2

o B3 olsf3 4 YEE o] Foj Aok ek 1
97 gorl 48 AW BAo] FAHolA B
A 5ol9 a4E $542 4 A Bk
IAEL AAlo] FRFTHT A2 B4
Yated AAlo] olafet 4 Qi Bel2 oAt o
ELERIOLERSRES SR IECE L
512 AL Het 87} ol el 4 QL E S,
aeln Ggdon A9s] 98 grde B

M 714€ 598 4 A
R AR 38 B} of8) Ths W
z7sjok ek, 719 QA BASHE o5
o ol, ehelol, BAol, F2&Tel 5
o8] 71 FH R EAste] EEFo] 2ol
o] 9l @.—5 Joiniet Az e gzt
Sl 7] E2E 7] Ak wheby sue
3

l[‘lo_ld’
i&‘ioiHUOPOHU

r

£ ¢ AAE O HT AAE RASHE
$olg ZPelo] WAL ol 5= Ut
Tafof gt
%Kﬂli Aol H ML o B} olshE 5
orS e 3ok el Eore ey oz
24 ol A =¢toly 2YES &
= A A H T A gz elo] 2HA
A 2 9k g2l 8% 5o 4o B
9 E= S| T187] e skt EAbel diet i
Al o5 o) TAR A7| = Bt
AR PR A © o5ty A4 4

o
=
&
152
=

oo to %o
m°l' K rlr

X
ul
1
—l_
3}
=

HE FHIAE Jold. T3 AT 2EYL
g 2L 3449 B kY NS A3
F 30 OF A0 YolE ¢ Aol s
Szl ol WA S8 ATs] Atk
S ol FRY GFE Bl WA 2

15) Lipstein EA, Brinkman WB, Britto MT, What is known about parents' treatment decisions? A narrative review of pediatric

decision making, Med Decis Making 2012 ; 32(2) : 246—258,

16) Arora NK, McHorney CA. Patient preferences for medical decision making: who really wants to participate? Med Care

2000 ; 38(3) : 335—341.

17) Jadad AR, Rizo CA, Enkin MW, | am a good patient, believe it or not, BMJ 2003; 326(7402) : 12931295,

67



gt=olaR2lsts|X| Mi6d M1S(S

7 Eof ek gag ok Aol HEas
o] ohujet 9 FLA) L] o] 48 AT Yo
stel, |z alo] oldshe +:29) Ynl7 =g
ShaL o] Btk 49 A4 2k BAT o
Rlo] Ugttha Sehe A8 e £ 4o} ki
Aol B0} G|t}
UAZ B W Ae ERE AT A
8e a5 Asfet . i Aol
AT RHHOR Oxo] YRS BET ¥
ol7] thio] OJAHE sRo] ARE ATHS
Aol 7] RS oF Bt weba 0% 3
uheko.2 A8y oA BAeh W Aol
Q3th BAjole) WE A7) dolt $47H
o= gL Eolol7}l 9t AL uhAl Aol
U A%, bS] AT 1, B9 24 A%
o B Ytk YAb oleet BApe) 7] % A
BE EYE WY ALE 58 H ALE 58
202 djEafof aitt.
ChA, SAb A4 BAske B B
$7h & olRelFEA FaAsn TSusior 3
o A LAl B S 2T B 27
§ 42 THE 5 ] B B YAl
=49 oA T4 At ol A Hof
of B} 0|23t 24§88 E2AE Elwyn
=Mﬂmz§ &4 %= (OPTION scale) 7+ §
S oA} 9aE% T elA
12717 3o] Bste] 070 4

¢

O

K &2

ol i rlo & rf

H H363) : 2013 4

(Figure 3) Decision Making Process of Personal
Needs,

Understanding of
contingency

.

Proposal of
alternatives

v

Agreement
a0
\ — Normal pathway
Consensus i

- Alternative pathway

1
v
Compromise .~

T
i ~

- 5
Standstill Enforcement

e FE oS Ayshe Aol

ko

o ol

— =

= _\‘|_(,
_('J{_t‘
ctat
y o
>

ofN

drgo] o] Fo{A 1L
= %Qi AL ol 4 9=
Faoh diek AA e =9
A9 Bl BR 7} higte] =Y
e 4% ol AE, 1]
H-E-0] AT ofof 3hn, =
b= oJshy 2] aLx| s ofof gttt o
3 oJ3hA HAHo] =33t HL7t S
g oful= 2% A& 7R ol
b3 o gofste] 2T o A=F dof
ol Rt A% A tigk AAI7E o oA 1
L}Eﬂ 2T} B} Aol 9] ofate] A o]
wpet <71 3>t ol tha o] ArER IS
AR A .

o

Bl o fo fu px
Lo g

fol gy, ok o
B o my
H”JQ

>~

]_

oM,
Y
ﬁ

_I

+

Lo
oZ
N

ofr

2= 9

)

o rr

s

]

¥
R/~
< ol of mlo

—‘1 et >

18) Migongo AW, Charnigo R, Love MM, et al, Factors relating to patient visit time with a physician, Med Decis Making 2012 ;

32(1) : 93-104,

19) Elwyn G, Hutchings H, Edwards A, et al, The OPTION scale: measuring the extent that clinicians involve patients in deci—

sion—making tasks, Health Expect 2005 ; 8(1) : 34-42,

68



1) =2|(agreement)

T BT =l oA HA o e
AZhE 23 A 9] A S ek A0
ot o] Aol =l ofety Asjet HAd2
I 2 2R A =8 T4 §le st =
7] A= et ol Thset AR A
& 7Hs s QiR AL A sA o] FofAfof gt
T} 3k o] 2 et A8 I titA A o] ¢
YA AR A FHEHE F57 BB
2 ostoiof gk whekA AHAET ohobA
A, 223 Foof o2k I Sqe FHsg
th2 2 glo] B4 GAE] o] £oiA]
95 Y 79 S04 Fate Aol Fr}. ¢u
5olg 2gstel F, B, 4, BRo 2L
AL A7 obd RBA 2 el o
sto] 43" $E Srh. $AT} A A5l
A o mddRol A 7g A Ex
Aoz SRS & 5 gl A g
o] SJAHAZ o Fedsfof o] wj&olck. Tt o]
A 2l ele] Fod Aol 1tz elo] Mo
2 Bxhe] A oo g e 4 Qe A
A, B3 T8 S 7HA AFERIA] e
W3, $24 AE7h Y YE ojof gk

=]

i

2) §9|(consensus)

Tl B 929 9oty A B
CRPEREERLES FERE RS
B 4 YES 87, BIAG I EYsHE
3pgolch. el o= 2lo] A7t ofate HAl
g mat o] MEA Basitn 42 o
J8)3 el S SR A 97 L
o 32 5 otk Wk ol oata HA
2 08 Banol AtHoR Hrhd Bxje v

N
Fl_S’l_l

-

~

OJAIZEEO| AM Dl

XL QAL ARl M| 7EX| FE Eo| dEEES BHez

T o om, WEA] WagtiE A7 off
7H AT W, g2 MO g W o R 7
Y= ofof ittt Ty GA-RERFEA o A b
7} EAXE o dukg oz 71 S g ojof &
T2 Foolnh. qofdf o]27] YA E =
o] 35 dieks EANA HAdhe ol g T
5oz Aysopst gt 127 & ot
e 49) £ Asof Stk o] F o]
A ANEAS A BER D AASH o
& 9l ARHY o8 AlE ok 3t E 9
RS AAE AS AZ7P7E Hojof shA| T &
B} g2 A FAT AE2 T
52 ouolah 23 49 F8E 5 glojop &
o 287 3 o' 7t HA) of=vd &
oLt 7F o] o] Fo| A of .

3) Efgl(compromise)

BHHe oA BABAN A 9 Ah(decision) )
HAE AAND 5 ¢S W F5e 1 1S
29 4 YES A2 Gustel BoYokt Folth
BB e AZolA HHo] B £ gAY RS
g5t gAaRTgolt. BEY AR2AL
815 Afetol B AlolE BAA Bl A%

olo 2 HBFHA G AE 7Hs 3t tieto] £

she olm okt BHEore] Ao|E BAt &

Alstojop gtk AA| 2 @A BEL2 At
FEHOZ f2E A} FEHOZ WM
dojdtt. df o] BAEL oA FEo] Y3
& fle AEAY 59 FA 017 fE]
o g S0l A GRS o] Ao
A BhF 2819 o) YA A=k A Al
dastil gaEo] e dARstils W &
A7F A AR ol E AR, AR
o2 A FAA 225 WA st A7F FH T

l"



ro
Hi
10
HU
o
JT.
ol

F3|X| Mied MIE(SH M36%) :

ao.
4) Zdli(enforcement)

AW SRR A4 o] R0l A g
thel Be) Aol BAA WAL, B
=4 eAAk e AR AU E B
S22 el ARG 1 o]o] wistol W
stha BEEL 2R FUHY AR
2 AYSHES A Aolth AL Baet
BEAY GAARRAY Fol7t YA oAt
o Wsto] o] 2o} x)7] el 1 Bao] §
sjo} ki WM A7} Qlojof Fek. FAS
ste W= BAbet wBAe HelA B B
o148 gaof s, B o QI8 g 4
S o|o)at £} 1A shof Tk, Ho of
B8 309 Yol Adse] a4 & Be
o A7) 24 A0l ARAL H3HE 49 4
B2 QHIFEE s APt S0 ol %
Y AP 2L AL ARAY FaT B
A7 Hgie Seutee] SR B WS
o gFolRe| B M3} 59 IR 73
He B, 13T S0 AL oA 4
B 59 glo] YRHNE T 4 YUES 51 g
ou] 2) £ F3tA] £ ek HEA R
stoba maEE o2l 191 o|ye] 598 ¢
o YRYIS T & YEE FRDote] Y24
o 299 oo AelE Ausec. o]

¢

ofr

l

2013 48

@ WBY 4 AL B A 2o
ortet BB HAe TR YA ThE HS
o, B4, BEAe] Sao] WtelgE BR
YA S A3te] gzclo] ANBRE T 5
IS BIHS Fold Aoln, YHORL o7
BEEREELERELE DEEE )
Aolet & 5 itk Tt 4 ol AAY @
AP0 A BRo] 47123 AL FHSH: BAE
0] 3BS ABHOE HEAI|L ot B
At A ARYRANF G AeelA 9
2 87059 Ao g 1A% A 4712
ABS BT 5 gt et P DR 7}
A, A 2249 o B 404 B
L Aol HA1Y olojoleta B
3 Fgo] EHAT A
982 2Lt v 9

Aol glof ol et 4ol B
2 N2 BRI S AL YR F27

5) H & (standstill)

oF A
9z 4>

Hie T Bl o g A4S
#aL, 2 vkt A7t Sle Aol QA
I 559 A=Y AL FHEH= Aol o] fo]
= 3, #84 A7 e HET o] FolA
of 3t EFof o3t fxbe} Aol e FF=
A 5}ofof Qi

5 EX ReMHE

WA geld ARE ool BA7L A o

20) S29=0 &t HE H|
21) SZo=0f Bt HE Iac'iﬁxl HB3E(S
22) CHEH 2009.5.21, 20

—IE(HI et 49 -

70

A(23R9| MY - So|) MIJHH 201, 8. 4.
S9lo| LHE & HX}) JHY 2008, 6, 13,
09CH7417 TAEEOIH T [RON|eATRIZIRIMAS].



OlFEl - o3t olitzmel MM P

l

S~
iR

].

o] s ¢zt WAL AE A AAH
% ol AAA sk Rolek e
o = yrel akel 4Aska glout
gAaAe o2y o= e ¥
$A717] ol o4} e A
2 ofsh] Bote] opaietn T 4 ¢k ¢ B
B4 £3 38 ¥4 294 A2 glo] 9=
3} g sk Ao 9lo] 0| 5S HET 5 Yt
AAZ $5% AAolch. Tk olfat WA &
2% AE0) vulz A% 9= ATH BAL
Zglel WAL glor ABHoRE = B
N 29073 Gk wetA] GRS Al
0] WA 24 PEY FAAL thde] A
=

Nedos gL Wa gdoz §
7hsa T2k AGalok 51, Ao HojE #
gong YU Sast] oty HUL £
sjok Bhth. oLt o] THAHES B} ofah
A ot ZsH 2 i WE 294
SR} ob7) 9 FhsAo] WAt A HAE o]
sH 24lo] obd TH2 oS MO W
ASHE B9 A7 Falol B Y BA ol
o 4% B weAt 1 g A
A BT 222 YA Y= AR
Izlo] ol galsha 2ot Aol §2 7}
olch. WAL g4 WAL Alg
ojzele] ZWHS B WATE VA 271
A8 Folet o714 gL wsolek. B 2]
2] Yot AR ATE TS Ro] §L
A, & HAlolehe 3141 dto 2stg Lo E 1
2 Qiste] o714 g T RS W) AL
28 2 Aol e BAIT. 5 ojg} 2e

ol

O

|

[¢]

= oh o
O

rulm 2ol ox

ot 1o N oo

N e

o

DERL QAL AtE] Ml 7ER] FE Bl 4EEEE MLz

B9 AR £F ol
*ﬂz, A2 £A49] H5 Aol
ol EAE A1) FA
Fe) gm0 WA g2 29w AnEol

AN o)z ola 3o AR EokE
% ol AA7 B aste2

i of
o
oich
i.rl'.
:
l‘ll"
2 it

Lo N oy
2
o
+
yo 2
T 4
o °

1) YRS 23| (Hospital Ethics Commit-
tee, HEC)

SELCREEEEL
© AA2A A8 Ro| HECo|th. HECE 1
N5 BROE BAZL HE ARA el that
o 49 % ANE T 5 9x, WU 299

3L 34 4 9

& AR, d20E BEAA WH 24 B
Al g% 5 UEE 5, 42T Bl
dstol 4 2 4L Wstol oS =R

FA% 4 Utk 22U HECT o] &3t 71%
S AYE £ £ 9lozd HECY A7
17t g ol BAAZ A A A FEH S
e 4 glofof . HECY| 24 3 9
BT FA7F A=A gAY olg< Al
HE2Es FAE 4 ot gar2gol A
A4 Ao 2Ae st M &2 EA7
of7]E surel ¢l7] W2l uhebA HEC A
A7k 27 AsiA= HECS =32l 4
o lofoF atal, &2 U3 AAY B TLe
3 S Aok 8k, A4 ﬂ 71537
5 7% 27& B2t A Foista, 9
=, A8, A, F3, ¥ 2ok 5 E}‘%} 27}
=2 A AT e JAEEE U™
= Slojof shw, o] 23t A=A ] o HF

O

°HT1
oX,

of
)

il ]

23) 2GM. QuttistRe| w0 AL MY, Btxol2R2|5t5|X] 1998 ; 1(1) : 45-58.
24) BHM71 MM H2lo|2 Q2|95 @Yol ZEn nE, sHEo|aRa|5Hs|X| 1999 ; 2(1) : 79,
25) uAizd B 9lo| 3(%24), 85-86.

71



stz2o|gg2|atE| x| M6 M1S(ER M363) : 2013 42

of a4, AHA A o] Fmretof Hek2) g
HECE 24& 74317] $1814 At 02 20
o § AE0) ghe qlglo] Wasa? AEs} A
SO FAH o 8ol of A7) Y] HELH

old] 3t SwensonT Miller?®:= 9|7 A
o] &84 A AS A Hstr] Yzt 71523
AE FEEE 93, 28, HA Ao =
o] 1Fst o] F F HE Aol g HEA
o] £& AL FH3YTHD) A9&T) Uy
7} FAse AT By P R 2 9d
3 By} 7H A2 AT 2y o] A5 P
BN AAE7FER £ B 7k S 7 &
HhZ A3t} o2t A7t Rg o 77k
2T gxpet A HE87] &ols, Ala
g EAE HEAY o stk 22y A"t
Vhe £URE 1 FR2 Aajol Asl7} 3
3 s A=t B TEYHE &5
o] eFstrt= Ao P& A HE = 9t

S|
A

3) Al 12 2

ook

ot
Ho

wpekA & =3 HEC7} vhg2 1A 243}
H71 A= 42 5 AXNA 2AE HEstn
AAE A3 = Qe s 2y 3 4

(Figure 4) Decision Making Process of Law &
Ethics,

Intake

v

Subgroup
casework

v

Arbitration

1st step
: subgroup

v
Hospital ethics
committee

\ v /
Recommendation

| Legal approach |

— Normal pathway
---% Alternative pathway

5, 248 GU5S A 4~504 24T He
2 A" AS4 993 (hierarchical hospital
ethics committee, hierarchical HEC) 2 & &
Aleretth. ASH 3o = vnd 2L &
AE A AN thE fol & o] 23 A E
= o3 Aetes st A DA A £AE
2T & AU @A ERSAY AR AL

A7FE 5= Yl B fole 93] A
H8HA gkt

9] & st o3 2ok £4
Aol A 7} Y (intake) 2 A A, 2| &2, 2=}
SR Abol o FAEA B AEol YA
A, JAFEA ol Qlof 9 olsfTAA T 2
A e ArEA o] of g wetol; 24
Btz sk 7ol dofufof gt thA] T
ASA ALI7t EA9] N AU At 9

WE X

to |

&
do 84w frorn

2 fIst /=2 Mo ¢, st=2o|RBSHS|X| 2011 ;5 19(2) & 7-

34,
27) LB, HUREH MG JEo| gt Wot S A StRolRR2[5tE|X| 2003 ;5 6(1) : 40,
28) Swenson MD, Miller RB, Ethics case review in health care institution, Arch Intern Med 1992 ; 152(4) : 694—697.
29) HPE, 29| S(F27), 40-41,



T E A L&FHolA= gt Hr

SA, Gal9) Aoto] g FAIZ BFE &
At ol osf 24 AH| 2 9] (subgroup
casework) 7} Astsl 1 B @ olchy Tk %
A glo] B o5 AlYsfof gtrt.

AR, 27T ol2et 399 AatzA 9=
A3t Ao o|alg AHEIA o] B 5
ol A &8t AZFste SALS Wsotok
gttt o] W& S (arbitration) = &3} 2
2 el 748 2A Gk HekA of
2447} ol 3 29| e|ajo ek HHEhhE HEC
of EA7} A7 Eolo gk o] A Ho= &
WH FA7E A GAAHLS B 9% A
o)) A7) $13 Ao] obd & AR

A, 28 A 3o M= Azt 8
T Y= SA7F o] F| A A Gh=thd HECY| &
A7 #1718 4 ¢l o] W) HEC %4 24
ECEREE TER R U R ERE IS
T4 7hAoF gttt dejopt HECY 24
o] H WellA AAE 7H & Q7] miizoln,
gzel Al E 249 AR7 Yo abd
ol o3t d7]2] R AHULERE K5 4
907] wEo|th. wehd HECS] 242 w4l 9
24 AR Y atdrgolH, Ffelolyt 47} 9
ANER Y 71dstA] g2 Aol disf YA =
ALz HE H3siH, ozt AP AL
(recommendation) 2t= F B 2 A A E| o] oF gt
o 2y A= o gt HaLe] ffsho] L&
WA gons G5 4 gle fole Yol 24
@ 4+ Slek. 7htol HECO| 27 S8 34 of
& $Book sl 5T 44T 4+ YES W
Sol Aok e, YRR AREE Anrt 2
= 7% HECY A7} or3te]7| wfzoth.

gt dA el HuE W) dof 7heet o=
Aap g2 g B 27t safof =28 4 Sl
A7 ol/dA o]t}

oA, Aadt dz 91939 At Sz
HE AFEGH HE 4 (legal approach) &
Z gol7HA "t} o] of WA HIL7HA =gt
= BFe 7HeT ook stAT 7Rt A5
= Qioh B ARte] tiste] @YY R4 F
O 2 olsto] Hho] ofFg H¢ APH7| T &
4 ] o] gl7] WiFo| k0 o) Y &
7huigt WA e EAstARE HEC7F EA) 3t
= N2"oA 7Heet WA JEE Fojof A&
2o A2 s AT o Qo E3F o]Hg
PO RA= A3 YA ofEZo] 94
He 4$oE 4 HECO Jeta g o3
A=A B E Hsh= Aol Hig Al st
oo} To] AFA Y3 B or LAY
AAAA Y 7RI oA AE s Al
s Ao E AYZtEr). B3 HECY T 7|
Al Fol L ZFHQ ALY, 1S T
e ALE 7|t FoET
4 B35 EAAS A EA

AAAE B9 AT 5 ke

i
ot 2 op g
DU ol e ol ok
Ho Mo o 1o 3 4

2
iC)
-

4 At
I, 22 2 HA
ofatH oApARe Q2N AY L

o],
ozelo] £ 7 FaT Aol @
A7k o)zele] @A A4 Tlsie A E

[¢]

_

30) CHEH Y, o] 2(F22), M1 2009CH7417,

73



[l

oz zalsE|X| Mied MiIE(ESH

@ Aoz Ry ou] gl ARE 244 ¥

Ao ojzW9IE Y3t ol o

o7 SAOIHE oJstH ojxa%

Apolc. TEt oJshq AL A
47

10 7]
x]g‘:: 2202 kst

zw N9Ro.2 ook W
o Bt ohjel e QAL A SNER
A A aelol wet ol W B4
7] Wgo] Que olAAA e 4 (outcome)
AL oL}, ol A2 A
2o Rl o5 A Aol $7]9)
w2477 % Ak E3 AL} BEsEA o
2o B3t Y3 BAL 20T 9o, 94
Ao gt Bol WFE B Udo] AA 2
th 2 BHeIA QAL B 2ES AYE
s W, $2)4 BAlo) =257 E Bk of
Y3 e BASE oo} 43 AR T )
SEREE EEEREE ERDE

¥ eqe 393 g5y AN e
2 AL QA o] Bofste A
FA9 AR FFA, ORS0R, A8 BAY A
5242 Teetqt. Ao oz ot 7]
£o) g, 8 Aolo] 4, A8 B o) g
o A% o olth. Wby QmL Fusis
ot 2|4]9) W3} Lo|E QuE AR TR
2 JhAck 85, S o R thord B0l o F
o tjgeln 25L AL 14S ZejoF @
o g2t o4 Asele] s BE Ael
ol 250 AW & Aolth. 1F BEL

l‘ll‘

2 o
Hob n2

M365) : 2013 48

A FARR 7Ho] Ak E A7} ok e H A &
22 249 7%’“% WAskaL ek whehA 1
2%t 73$oll= HECSH 22 A A A9 At a2
0] @ a5i.

2 =00 28 2L 27t o)A A g
2 Wol5 Y 4 gl Qo) ekl AR A
Aol 2842 4 YEE 724 (structural)
o] a1 ¥ & (methodological) 91 A (guide-
line) & A|&3h= © Aot & s A2, 28

3 o= Qlo] g Aoleta At ARg] Ao
23U 5 5le YR E AEs] A% A4
A7 AA (framework) & A 53k 0]
k. 53] A2 Q] WolM e o2 72 4719
d2ttgol AFHIL AT 2} o ZAfu] A
£ AFste YmdEolA ZAA7 Y gt
Tlo] EEo A grte Aol 3] A
2 ot 3t} ol= Y&E ol&st= A 9
25 AlFste AHEo] @S oldfiste Aol A
2 t27] fgolth 354 LR HulAE o)
st AtdEo] BUES of7|dtha B 99l
of dsi A= Ar|2AlTAES £A A4S 7}
A7 Fate A97h Aok ek £ =1e
AaA A7t Aedt Al olsjBARES IF
HA % o5 tFEE e ¢ AAIE

7| et

T BHAZH a2 A
29 BN Lol &
Ho2 pst] A 4w 43 Hgom 593}
a2 EY A% ol

oA FAHA 6:1%171
£, 54 4
QA AA =

31) Ford WSZ, Snyder OJ, Customer service in dental offices: analyses of service orientations and waiting time in telephone
interactions with a potential new customer, Health Communication 2000 ; 12(2) : 149-172,

74



OIZ%I - olsta olARzAel MM BY: EX, QA ARl M K| FE Blo| 45382 A=

2 o5 AR} Aol o] Hi oaE  Alelof

BAY BT AFHoloF gt © OIMNZY, XA-2AEA, ZS, A=A
29, 22| s

75



st2o|2RalstE|X| M6 MIS(EH M363) : 59-76 ©F=e|zR2|5t3], 2013 48
Korean J Med Ethics 16(1) : 59-76 © The Korean Society for Medical Ethics, April 2013
pISSN 2005-8284 elSSN 2234-3598

The Practical Model of Medical Decision Making: Interaction
with Three Main Forces (Patient-Doctor-Society)

LEE Hyo Jean*

Abstract
Physicians come face to face with many crises concerning the medical decision making. Apart from

medical problems, they have to consider patient’s personal needs, social ethics and law. Because physi-
cian-patient relationship changed from doctor-centered to cooperation-based like shared decision mak-
ing. Meanwhile the conflicts between patients and doctors are growing all the time, since each patient
has to bear a socioeconomic factors of disease. Therefore, the approach by ethics and law is needed to
solve their problem, for example, hospital ethics committee (HEC). In conclusion, the medical decision
making process is an outcome from the interaction with three forces: medical opinion of doctor, per-
sonal needs of patient and limitation of society like law and ethics. This article shed light on these three
main forces and propose practice model. The decision making process of medical opinion model pro-
vides the doctors with how to find the problems, and make a plan for diagnostic and therapeutic pur-
poses through hierarchy and sequence. The model of personal needs also guides them through way to
narrowing the opinion distance between doctors and patients. And the law and ethics model proposes
new concept of HEC, “hierarchical HEC” that is two-step organization for protecting doctors’ decision

risk and patients’ interest.
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