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HoZ 2 A9R(035%)7) B4 E Yk

38 Az SPSS/WIN program 80% ]3]
4 whe} 23 22 FATHO R FAEA
D tidae) gz %"é% Aot Wlfg s BAsgoh
2) A 34 oAl e Ho T} FEHARE B4 O}S‘l"/}
3 wdAe 4wty A4 w2 ks
ANOVASH t-test® #AISIAL AR 241 Sl

}us)

{Table 1) General Characteristics of Subjects
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Scheffe 71%S AME314TH
4) QA5 TY ddGT ks
t-test® E-A3199th

o[ A]e] Ao H] =

V. o7 21}

I

1. CHATGS] et S4

Wagatel oA E4e Auuw st 2Table 1),
YAl shde 1shde] 208%, 28hdo] 331%, 38hdo]

R1%o 2 HEd BIXE Hyrk 2ol o AL 254%

Characteristics Number of criteria(%)

1 134(29.8)
Grade 2 171(38.1)
3 144(32.1)
Exper ¢ Hospitalization (self) Yes 114(25.4)
xperience of Hospitalization (sel No S5(746)
Fxcoged ¢ Hospitalization (Family) Yes 336(74.8)
xperience of Hospitalization (Family No 13%52)
Aptitude 60(134)
Persuasion of Teachers or Parents 148(33.0)
Applicative Motivation A Call and Nursing Spirit 53(11.8)
Grade 15( 3.3)
To Adopt a Profession 173(385)
. . Very Good 97(21.6)

Inte al Relationshi
Hierpersonat Featonsip Not Bad (T84)
Local 61(174)
Types of Hospital on Admission General Hospital 196(56.0)
University Hospital 93(26.6)
. . Yes 151(33.6)

Ni Famil

Hrses 1 ey No 298(66.4)
TV 116(25.8)
Novels and Literature 53(12.9)
Image Forming Factor Visiting Hospital or Admission 170(37.9)
Nurses in Family 3271
Others 73(16.3)
Y 315(70.2
Practice Experience NZS 1 34E29‘ 8;




7} ok S, 746%7) Yo SHE Atk 7159 o
ohar

Ae dval $93 290t 336%93L, 664%7F §lokal
4 gole ol =Wy v

H
ol d, 25.2%7) Sk S
Ade rH H 3T, %%z‘ﬂ Hé%

7} 379% = 71 WAL, TVS| o)

A7
A mgrel] e YA S AR 258%, 71K

2. oty Edof mE 7t At o|o|X|e] B

A el LS4 b2 2kEAl oA A
2w EE ot 2ok(Table 2). Shd 42 187d0] 8677
7V =91 28 83,0, 38 8272 el @ Aol
o7 Scheffe 774 A3} 133t 2, 33d0] Aol7} 3l A
= vek e vu o F¥E $HE A7t
8622 ‘A g Bhal e 49 835HT frojeH =
Al e B3 QY @% o] ZFEA} ofFIAE 8297 u]
Aol 8685 W et FAHCR frol@ Aol E
At

il

=

g
o 38

(Table 2) Difference of Nurse's Image according to General Characteristics(continues)

Characteristi Nurse’s Image o) Mean Scheffe
ar; stics
« ¢ Mean+SD P Difference(I-]) )]
1 and 2
1 86.76+9.20 9.382(0.000)** 36969**
( ) (0.001)
Grade 2 83.00+8.87
1 and 3
3 82734786 40320** a
(0.001)
Experience of Yes 8354+8.64 -0.678(0.498)
hospitalization(self) No 84.19+8.87
Experience of Yes 34.09+867 0.127(0.899)
hospitalization (family) No 83.96+9.31
Aptitude 620840 2.744(0.028)*
Persuasion of Teachers, Parents 83.9049.36
Applicative motivation A call and Nursing spirit 86.08£8.94
Grade 80.40£8.9
To Adopt a Profession 83.1448.25
.. Very Good 6214977 2.729(0.007)**
Interpersonal Relationship Not Bad ROATERE
Local 8.30+9.69 1.539(0.216
Types of Hospital . ( )
L. General Hospital 83451897
on Admission . . .
University Hospital 85.00+8.74
Nurses in Femil Yes 84.32+854 0.453(0.651)
n
v No 921890

*p< 05, **p<01
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(Table 2) Difference of Nurse's Image according to General Characteristics

Nurse’s Image

Mean Scheffe

Characteristi t
aractensties Mean+SD (®) Difference(I-]) (p)

TV 8B.35+8.83 2.396(0.050)*
Novels or Literature 86.75+10.83
Image Forming Factor Visiting Hospital 84.31+8.62
Nurses in Family 83.09+6.22
Others 82.10+801

Clinical Exoeti Yes 914840 4.319(0.000)**
ical Bxpenence No 86.76:9.20

*p< 05, **p<01

7e3 A9 EAE o ANSE ‘M’o] oAbzl %al AYE A% 307 /4 =9k et Wl W
ke A] 861, Aol B AU 39 A & B9 A% 85 /% Fo A2 B9 49 02 78
2ol 81, 4 804 207 o5 i}o]% nglow 28A (A% ﬁfﬂ S 8142 7 Wi dekto B4
omAZ B4 2dle] B olnA AfdNE A4 D A 2 folaA] STk HAsEe Adoll BHS 56 948
o] 868, QI9loL} Y WEo] 843, TV W2 mgol 7499 olrlA v} B5E M B} TVE 58 4%
810, AEAAF 7184} Bl 831, RS A8 5 812 W9 HRoll} 9ele BE AS 866 15 Tl 1Al
212 Felaon Scheffe A4 A3 mF fold Aok 2 B9 490 A 8422 74 ) dehgon BAAe
$191ck % 9% Hol2 WO Scheffe 74 AFeIAE ek
A2 Q19 AR, TSR] 49T, AEF EAL - A SATHTable 3).
Aol Y15k BAFHINE EAGCR gt Fol7t ¢l
A, 4. SMAEAl o222 7 Ciolaol mat 2R
2t551M| 7k A} ofo|x|
3. ANAAH | - 2ol mE 7hEA} o|n|x| HARQolY
2k5A} oojx| E4 PIALEA e 4 LE YQBAG net 2RE e
sh4e] 7kl oM A2 AT B3t PrHTable 4). ‘B4
QAT Al olFlA) Wit s Adol} BHS 9 waAl oAd golRea Sue estye e

(Table 3) Difference of Nurse's Image perceived by Image Forming Factors according to Clinical

Experience
Non-Clinical Experience Clinical Experience F Total
Characteristics Scale (n=134) o (n=315) o (met)
Mean(SD) b Mean(SD) b

TV 87.21( 9.73) 81.56(7.51)

Novels or Literature 95.50(11.87) 85.34(9.97)
Im Formi 2589 2133 2744
a8¢ MOMME  Visiting Hospital or Admission 8661 843) . 3465 .
Factor . . (0.040) (0.077) (0.028)

Nurses in Family 84.21( 7.51) 82.22(5.06)

Others 84.21( 7.97) 81.37(7.98)

*p<.06
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(Table 4> Comparison on Nurse's Image Perceived by Clinical Nursing Students according to the Most

Difficult Interpersonal Relationship during Clinical Experience (n=315)
Characteristics Nurse's Image to F
Mean+SD )

Nurses 82.35¢ 7.31 0.406

Docto 82.28+ 934 0.804

Difficult Interpersonal Relationship during O 084
Clinical Experi Nurse aids 81.10+11.33
ical Bxpenence Patients and Farmily 8377+ 643
Other department 82.85+10.39

onlA7} 8382 71g =A AZEAN, HEAHL $H
Sk ke she] 7EEAL olm A &9, TheAPE L SHe 7
TS 824, AP SR 7HE IS 82302 Ve
H% &%fﬁ #A7} o2l ehal 3Es ke s 7t
© 8L1= 71 v A7 E Qe o] A BAA

=

5. QAR 7 - 2ol KE dold 2k5A} ofo[x| 8T

6. QAMAL Y 7 - Zof| 2 22 715 A} o|o]X| H| 2

AEA OUIAS) BE BHE PPAEAT # - ol ek
ZHEH <Table 6>3 2t
271622

g A B WP 20, PPAGTE
% Aue] B0 feld Aolz
0.000)

ARG A FoIA AT olvlA
ol BN AR B, TN el W

[e]

rg,
o
>
>,
ml)

HEAL olmAe] g9 Ha HHL YL Te] nAdG 2 sty Ak de} A5 3 A Algolty ‘7h
oo va 25 WA e BAAHS R fog ZolE B EAF a2l 94L& 4 olllela AT hEAE 3
HTable 5). AT} AR oz 15&5} FsAE el Ao w=EA
G 95 AvEm nAdgio]l WEH oujA|(321), Lo U ATV Ealul Alg)F o|u])A] gl THaAL
54 olv] 1(293> ALl A 01u17<1<275> AN omAQRT) & oruet T HEL df, 2T HEA ofn|A] Y9
o7 e AT AEA onA(R01), AEd  TLIAYE she €2 KA Sle dolf TeAks RS AR
IR, A1 omARE), A9 SPIAR SR A A4S 25 QeF DAk el SalE e AT
Vb, kel BN dldgrdl va el o W ges
ekt w3 A4 ojnlA gele] FaAke 917H0lA]
B33 AR TBARE ol 71 Hol Ty TsAR: DA sy
(Table by Differences of Dimensions of Nurse's Image according to Clinical Experience
. . Non-Clinical Experience Clinical Experience
Dimensions t(p)
Mean+SD MeantSD
Traditional Image 2.93+0.36 2.7640.34 4,628(0.000)**
Social Image 2158042 2.65+0.36 2.317(0.021)*
Professional Image 321+0.39 308+0.37 3.363(0.001)**
Personal Image 2.71+0.28 2.59+0.29 4.603(0.000)**
Total 2.80+0.31 2.7640.28 4.319(0.000)**

*p< 05, **p<01



(Table 6) Difference of Items of Nurse's Image according to Clinical Experience
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Non-Clinical Clinical
Iterms Experience Rank  Experience  Rank to)
Mean+SD Mean+SD
Traditional image
Nurses ares clean and decent 3224061 3 3.02+053 6 3.231(0.00D)**
Nurses are honest 2.18+0.71 20 2.69+0.55 20 1.475(0.141)
Nurses have a strong responsibility towards work 3164063 6 3.08+0.554 4 1.393(0.164)
Nurses can be called an angel in white uniform 305+0.68 9 2.84+0.69 13 3.051(0.003)**
Nurses are comfortable women whom one depends on 2.71+066 27 2424061 27 4552(0.000)**
Nurses understand and support towards the patients 2781054 20 2.54+0.61 25 4.269(0.000)**
Nurses devote their sacrifice and service on nursing 2.12+0.64 5 254+0.62 5 2.805(0.005)**
Nurses respect others 2.72+0.62 25 2.711+056 18 0.214(0.831)
Nurses can be trusted by the patients 2.96+0.53 11 2.82+052 15 2.593(0.010)*
Nurses are rational and logical 296047 1 2.80+0.62 16 2.943(0.003)**
Nurses are cooperative and good with co-workers 2914049 15 2.84+047 12 1.421(0.156)
Social image
The intelligence of the nurse is high level 2.87+0.53 17 2.87+053 11 -0.076(0939)
Nurses are good counsellors towards patients 2.73+062 24 257061 23 2.469(0.014)*
Nurses are rung of the ladder in society 2.92+060 14 2.89+0.58 10 0.478(0.633)
Nurses are roles of mothers 2.78+0.62 20 2.59+0.64 21 2.825(0.005)**
Nurses care of patients independently 2.38+0.63 29 2.30+0.60 29 1.353(0.177)
Nurses work with doctor with equal footing 2.56+0.81 28 2.40+0.74 28 1.353(0.177)
Nurses are health educators 300+0.52 10 2.94+0.46 9 1.123(0.226)
Professional image
Nurses are worthwhile workers 3.69+0.46 1 348+053 1 4.3127(0.000)**
Nurses pride in nursing 315+0.71 8 2.97+058 8 2,605(0.010)**
Nurses have a bountiful professional knowledge 3184068 5 2.98+059 7 2.886(0.004)**
Nurses are professional 321+055 4 3.17+050 3 0.823(0.411)
Nurses have a high technical skill 316+0.54 6 3.06+0.52 5 2.091(0.037)*
Nurses have a leadership 2.89+0.60 16 2.85+057 13 0.566(0.572)
Personal image
Nurses are too mechanical 2.96+0.60 11 2.72+056 17 3.836(0.000)**
Nurses are self-centered 2.87+053 17 2.71+056 18 2.946(0.004)**
Nurses always work hard 328060 2 3.30+0.70 2 -0.214(0.830)
Nurses are kind 2.76+0.59 23 2.56+0.56 24 346%(0.001)**
Nurses are tough 1.52+053 30 1.60+0.57 30 -1.211(0226)
Nurses are simple and passive 2.84+067 19 2.64+0.64 21 3.080(0.002)**
Total 280+0.31 276+0.28 4.319(0.000)**

*p< 05, **p<01
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- Abstract

Key concept: Nurse’s Image, Nursing college students

A Study on the Nurse’'s Image Perceived by Nursing
College Students

Pavk, Mi Hwa* - Yang, Jin Ju™*

The purpose of this study was to identify how nurse’s
image was perceived by nursing college students.

The subjects included were 315 students experienced
clinical practice during 20~22 weeks and 134 students not
with a total of 449 nursing students in Gwangju and
Chormam.

The data were collected from November 21 to December
5, 2001 by the structured questionmaires.

The research tool was measured by 30 items divided into
four dimensions; traditional, professional, social and personal
image of nurse.

Cronbach « for the tool of nurse’s image was 0.8960.
The data were analysed by SPSS 80 for Windows program

using frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation,
t-test, ANOVA and scheffe.

* Department of Nursing, Chunnam Techno College
** Department of Nursing, Kwangju Health College



The results of this study were as follows;

1. In the nurse’s image related to general characteristics,
there were significant differences for school graduation,
applicative motivation, interpersonal relationship and image
forming factor.

2. In the Image forming factors, nursing college students
perceived the mnurse’s image by visiting hospital or
admission(37.9%), watching TV(25.8) and others; nurses’
appearance during clinical experience(16.3).

3. The mean score for nurse’s image of clinical experience
group (2761028) was lower than that of non-clinical
experience  group(28910.31) in  significance  (t=4.319,
p=0.000).

4. In the nurse’s image according to clinical experience,
there were significant differences for  traditional,
professional, social, personal image between two groups and
the lower mean scores were found in the clinical experience
group in all dimensions. The ranks of dimensions were
professional  image(3.08), traditional image(2.76), social
image(2.65), the personal image(2.59) in clinical experience
group, Wwhereas professional image(3.21), traditional
image(2.93), social image(2.75), personal image(2.71) for
non-clinical experience group.

5. The high score items of murse’s image were
‘worthwhile work(348)’, ‘always working hard(3.30),
‘profession(3.17), ‘strong responsibility toward work(3.08),
‘have a high technical skill(3.05)" in clinical experience group
and ‘worthwhile work(3.69)", ‘always working hard(3.28),
‘clean and decent(3.22), ‘profession(3.21), ‘have a bountiful
professional  knowledge(3.18) in mnon-clinical experience
group.

6. The highest mean score for nurse’s image related to
the image forming factors was 86.8 by novels or literature
and the second highest was 84.3 by visiting hospital or
admission. And others(mean=82.1)was the most negative
nurse’s image by clinical experience.

In conclusion, murse’s image perceived by nursing college
students will be the mirror of themselves. And clinical
experience will be the important opportunity to form

the professional image with white uniformed nurses in

s Agd Ale 121

future. Therefore it is important for clinical nurses to
play professional roles rightly so that nursing students

could form positive nurse’s image.





