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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this Quasi-exPerinental research
was to test the effects of supportive-educative nursing
system on quality- of life based on Orem's (1985)

theoretical fra,mweork. Sixty-eiElht head and neck caDcer
patients receiving radiation theraPy at the Division of
Radiotherapvr Ramathibodi hospitalr w€r€ selected by
purposive sa,mpling accordiug to the predetermined
criteria. The first 34 subjects were assigned to the
control group and the later 34 subjects were in the
experirnental Eiroup. Patients in both groups received
usual care provided in the settingr but patients in the
experimental group received additional supporti.ve-
educative nursing system intervention provided by a n-urse

research assistant. Quality of life was measured by
The Quality of Life Iadex developed by Padilla and Grant
(1985) at 3 tines ; before the first and the sixteenth
dose of treatment, and two 'days before the treatment
ended. Ihre to the lost of the subjecfs during the study,
there were 56 and 54 subjects responded to the
questionnaire at the sixteenth dose of treatment and two
days before the treatment endedt respectively.
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The results of this study showed that the nean

scores on quality of life for the experimental grouP

beforethe sixteenth dose of treatment and.two days before'
the treatment ended were not significantly different fron
the control group (p > .05). Eowever, .the mean score on
guality of life before the treatnent ended . of the
experimental'group tended to be highqr than that of the
control group (p = .Og).
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