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ABSTRACT

This descriptive research study examined needs and factors related to needs of
caregivers with AIDS patients in families. The subjects were 50 family caregivers who
cared for AIDS patients admitted in Srinagarind Hospital and Khon Kaen Hospital, Khon
Kaen Province during October 1997 to February 1998. The instruments used for data
collection included interview forms consisting of demographic variables @ age, sex,
occupation, educational level, family income, family types, relationships of caregiver to
AIDS patients, duration of care and timing since patients’ HIV status was revealed to family
caregivers. The Caregiver’s Need Assessment Form (CNAF) based on Urwin’s concepts
(1988) which consisted of six components : Cognitive ; Emotional ; Physical ; Financial ;
Social ; Spiritual and Religious needs. Content validity was determinated using eight
experts. Chronbach’s alpha coefficient was applied with reliability score of 0.90. The data
were analysed using frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation, Chi-Square test
Contingency Coefficient and Pearson’s product moment coefficient as means of statistical

analyses.



The result are as follow :

1. The total score for the needs of family caregivers was at the high level in which
the highest score were on financial, cognitive, emotional, social, physical and spiritual and
religious needs respectively. :

9. According to families types (nuclear and extended family) there were significant
positive relationships between the total CNAF score for AIDS patients (X2 = 4.428, ¢ =
0.385; p < 0.05).

3. According to the relationships of caregiver to AIDS patients (spouse and
nonspouse) these were related significantly to the social, spiritual and religious needs of
family caregivers respectively ()'(2 = 4,023, ¢ = 0.270, X’ = 9.043, ¢ = 0.391 ; p <
0.05).

4. According to family caregivers occupation ; there were significant relationships
between the spiritual and religious needs (X2 = 4.,023,¢=0.27 ; p< 0.05)

5. There was a significant positive relationships between spiritual and religious
needs and age of the family caregivers (r = 0.394 ; p < 0.05).

6. There was a significant negative relationships between the spiritual and religious
needs and educational level of the family caregivers (r = =0.281 ; p < 0.05).

7. There were no significant relationships between sex, age, occupation,
educational level, family income, relationships of caregiver to AIDS patients, duration of
care and timing since patient’s HIV status was revealed to family caregivers and the total
CNAF score.

Limitation of the study and recommendations for further studies were discussed.



