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Abstract

The purpose of this research was to
study factors affecting the intention for screen-
ing mammography of registered nurses in
Rayong province. 269 female registered nurses,
with no history of breast cancer working at
the centric hospital, community hospitals, and
private hospitals, were selected from multi-
stage random sampling. The questionnaire
guided by Ajzen (1991) was developed by the
researcher. It includes personal characteristics,
direct and indirect attitudes toward screening
mammography, direct and Gndirect subjective
norm, direct and indirect perceived ability to
control factors and the intention for screening
mammography.The reliabilities of the instrument
direct and indirect attitudes toward screening
mammography, indirect subjective norm, indi-
rect perceived ability to control factors were
to high level (0. = .71, .82, .93 and .80 respec-
tively). Data were analyzed by descriptive
statistics and stepwise multiple regression.

The results showed that means score of
intention for screening mammography scored
by the samples was in a high level (M = 68.64,
SD = 25.44); direct attitudes toward screening

mammography was in a good level (M = 0.82,

SD = 0.62); indirect attitudes toward screening
mammography was in a very good level (M =
3.42, SD = 0.79); direct and indirect subjective
norms were in a very good level (M = 1.57, SD
= 0.76; M = 6.32, SD = 3.22, respectively);
direct and indirect perceived ability to control
factors were in a doubt level (M = 0.38, SD =
1.39; M = 1.81, SD = 3.58, respectively). Com-
bination of experience of screening mammog-
raphy, indirect attitudes toward screening
mammography, indirect subjective norm, age,
education significantly association and predicted
intention for screening mammography (p < .05),
and explained 29.5 percents of the intervention
to screening, with the following equation:

7Z =0.199Z _ +0.2297 +0.2237
1 ES BE N

M
+0.1687 I,oglo;\ge +0.1277

Edu.M
The results of this study showed that
nurses had high attention to do screening
mammography. For predicting factors found
in this study, nurse practitioners could utilize
as a guide to encourage registered nurses to
build up intention for breast cancer screening
in order to decrease risk of breast cancer.
Key words: Attitude toward the screening,

subjective norm, perceived behavioral control,

intention screening, mammography
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