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WFIEE R OB R (J230) : The patient's hands become a source of infection for cross infection.
However, the report is scarce about the degree of hands contamination among patients.
Therefore, we were examined contamination of patient’s hand for care environments.
MRSA was detected in nursing home residents is 30%, postoperative patients and
outpatients are 10 %. Bacteria in the hands can be reduced by hand hygiene. But nursing
has a lower priority care about clean to patient's hands. In addition, nurse approximately
20% was recognized the hand has not been contaminated as patients with limited activity.
In the future, we should be well known that hand hygiene can hold that patients who can
be not hand washing, wipe patient's hands often with wet tissue.
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