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Abstracts

Objectives: While the cancer is the leading cause of death in Jeju residents, it is important social issue that
cancer incidents have to utilize medical services out of the province. The aim is to evaluate the patterns of
utilization of medical services among cancer incidents, Jejudo.

Methods: The subject was the cancer incident in 2000 who registered on the database of Jejudo Regional Cancer
Registry. The patterns of utilization of medical services were identified by the medical claim database of National
Health Insurance Cooperation.

Results: Among the 1,164 subjects, 55.9% were first diagnosed at a medical service out the province. The bone
marrow was the most primary cancer site among the subjects being diagnosed at a medical service out the province.
Among the patients who were first diagnosed at a medical service in the province, 6.8% utilized another medical
service out the province at the second visit. Thus, 59% of the subject utilized medical services out the province.

Conclusions: These results showed the dependence of the Jeju residents on medical services for cancer patients

situated out the province. It is urgently necessary to construct the total system of cancer controls in Jeju island.
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Fig. 1. The Framework of the study. (*NHIC: National
Health Insurance Corporation)
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the subjects
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Table 2. Utilization Patterns of medical services for

first diagnosis in subjects (unit: person)

In-Province Qut-Province
n column% n  column%
General Hospital 472 96.7 046 99.2

Hospital 4 0.8 2 03
Clinics 6 1.2 2 0.3
Others 6 1.2 1 02
Total 488 41.9 651 55.9
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(Unit : person)

Sex Men Women Total
Age frequency column % frequency column % frequency column %

00 - 04 1 0.2 2 0.3 3 0.3
05 - 09 5 0.8 5 0.9 10 0.9

10 - 14 3 0.5 1 0.2 4 0.3

15 - 19 2 0.3 3 0.5 5 0.4
20 - 24 1 0.2 10 1.7 11 1.0
25 - 29 6 1.0 14 24 20 1.7
30 - 34 8 1.4 35 6.1 43 3.7

35 -39 17 29 43 15 60 3.2
40 - 44 33 5.6 41 12 74 6.4
45 - 49 40 6.8 50 8.7 90 7.7
50 - 54 62 10.5 45 79 107 9.2
55 - 59 92 15.6 61 10.6 153 13.1
60 - 64 105 17.8 57 9.9 162 13.9
65 - 69 94 15.9 52 9.1 146 12.5
70 - 74 57 9.6 52 9.1 109 9.4
75 -79 38 6.4 37 6.5 75 6.4
80 - 84 20 34 32 5.6 52 4.5

85 over 7 1.2 33 5.8 40 34

Total 591 50.8 573 49.2 1,164 100.0
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Table 3. Utilization Patterns of medical services for
first diagnosis by primary sites
(Unit: person)

In-Province Out-Province

primary sites n row% n row%
Stomach 71 40.3 104 59.1
Liver 67 42.9 32 52.6
Lung 67 44.7 79 52.7

Colorectal 35 36.5 57 59.4
Uterine cervix 21 28.8 50 68.5

Breast 10 222 35 77.8
Thyroid 12 29.3 29 70.7
Biliary Tract 22 66.7 11 333
Larynx 9 31.0 20 69.0

Bone marrow 6 21.4 22 78.6
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Table 4. Utilization Patterns of medical services for
first diagnosis by gender

(Unit: person)

In-Province Out-Province
n row% n row%

Men AP 16 59.3 1 40.7
<t 45 4.1 55 539

29t 41 39.4 62 59.6

o) Aot 18 39.1 28 60.9

7Ht 40 38.1 62 59.0

e 5 217 18 78.3

Women 7+t 27 529 20 39.2
) 9t 22 458 24 50.0

<t 30 417 40 55.6

et 17 34.0 29 58.0
AZARG 21 288 50 68.5

e 10 22 35 71.8

Table 5. Patterns of the changing medical services
(MS) after first diagnosis

(Unit: person)

First diagnosed MS Secondly visiting MS

N column%  patterns N column%
No change 312 639
Other MS in
proI\If]i-nce 488 419  the province 143 293
Other MS out
. 33 6.8
the province
No change 90 13.8
Other MS out
pr?;zce 651 559 the province 104 6.0
Other MS in 457 702

the province
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