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£ gste] vdA Abare] @3 dAE FoJE v
2 H]#A2 AlarAK(critical thinker)e] E4& v}
o] 71&3k3iet. B]E AlaAK(critical  thinker)=
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Clayton, 1993).

H) A AFIg ek 7iR1A] He AAEA
EAEAY orAEE ol FU7]9lg BHow A7)
22 @ashE QA Aotk (Facione, N. C.,
Facione, P. A. & Sanchez, 1994)
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NLN(National League for Nursing)S H|&Z Alar

88 peage] Buw ANsn et B
NEoz st R o] F) TANA (Ea
FAEE AT WAL vh AT EAFEe] B
shan wed walehy] e oy E

g4 Aale] A
X]}%]’% gask 4 ANE= Ol”‘tﬂ EXE FrHHaffer
& Raingruber 1998).

ols o] 7 s_ﬂ%ou e A A

(Abegglen & Conger 1997) v]=ro] ZFEWEoAM=
H A Abarel] 3t A7) Eaka) o] Foix it

S wo] ERRA HE AlaLg FoA s A
FE R o9 ofoA] o] oo
o} =o|7b ED] o]Foix Qal 9lal wETHA

T B v Alae] @Ay X E ddysia A
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shzdl oA wim AlarsEe] tiek Aeye g
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ole] & dA7e EuKIAA] BEAY FUEE A
Al 71 Ul e AAJ] 3GA|, 4dA, 3
FA gAbske] SREAAHRN-BSN)S] sHS figom
H|AA A ERS vlaEAlste] (ke shAel HigtA A}
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D A7odate] dubs S48 AR
2) ArhgAre] vk A EE ARl ARl v
w3k},
3) AridAte] dubd S2del whe nlek A e
stetgitt.
o. o5 2
1.7 M7

A G 2Ak 1 Aelg wlastag s A
—Lo

&4 2Tl

EoAdFe A, A7IAGd 9x13 334 g4 209
o 4dA sk 1509, FEA Sabeky] EEad
(RN-BSN)SHY 11399l & 4729S tiaoz sgix

3. 80l9| Hof

- o]2A Aol Q1A Ee HiIEH gl oA &
A A J - AAGE olEoU7] S5t
3 A7) 24 3 e =
713 olE A}
(Facione, N. C., Facione, P. A. & Sanchez,
1994).
224 Aol B AgtoA=  Facione, P. AS}
Facione, N. C.(1994)o] 73l 755-3ke] u|it]
Abadd FA%H(California  Critical — Thinking
Disposition Inventory: CCTDDE A}&slo] =4
H AFE oulsh 7719] sHpgdor FdE] 9l
. P99 ezE S (truth-seeking), 7N
X (analyticity), — FAA
(systematicity), W4 Alare]  &FalzK(critical

thinking ~ self-confidence), &7]4(inquisitiveness),

*3(open—mindness),

e (maturity) &2 A=W 717 6
oA ik wwA ApadEe] sk
7} 403 o8l H|¥HA AlaAd gk
3L 507 o2 H|eHA AlarAd kol

(Facione, 1994).
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B te] 9= Facione®t Facione(1994)0] 7Rt
3 CCTDI(California Critical Thinking Disposition
Inventory)2 AIZH(1999)0] <& W<, e =
Toltk. o] AFETE HBH Aparel w3k 77FA] A

2 248k mred QAT 128 A 128,
B4 1R, AAY 118, nd Alae] A7 9
28, 5704 1088, 4% 10%don  srges
T, B ATeAE A e FEE A
stel & soRPoR ATHAACY ATYR Y
M Q45T R, A TR, 24 5E A
A TR, wwA Abe] A 98%, 5714 108

o] AZEX=  Cronbach's aE .91°| 2™ (Facione
Tol4 ] Cronbach's a: .85¢]t}.

H
©
%)
&
re
2

2 A9 s 20009 10€145E 11934

- 158 -



A em 3dA 370w, 43 470, 7t
EHIHRN-BSN) 3703 47298
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2 8.9%, 2147} 155WOoR 32.84%, 2247} 11419
oPge] 161Wo = 34.11%=

o2 24.15%, 23A

Ae1zr5es]«] A16W A1E, 2004

Efwth, BF o dolQlal wEo] 42802 90.68% 7|
o] 44 o2 9.32%30tk WEFTEE 3dA] 209 L
2 44.28%R 2 43A 15089 31.78%, twAb &
Arete] E¥IH(RN-BSN)S 1134 o2 23.94%% )
ZuE 75wt 176WoR 37.37%, HAFuE 694O
2 14.65%, EuE 61WoR 12.95%, 183l 7|Eb=
165 o2 35.03%woldth. e HES A AL
e 366HOR T7.54%RL FREA B AR
106M o2 22.46%, w3t #ES F4Pd A
27THo® 572%R3 =Y HES FAEA] FUd
AlHe 445702 94.28%=2 UEbT) wleA Ala 3}
S S Al 39HoR 826991 sk %
AFHS 433% o7 91.74%% YR o 4
o] & AR 100WoR o529 Hit Y4y
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fo o rlo Jm

ek
8 dolal 0-4dwm|vte] 327 o2 32%, 4-8d w|Rt
29O 2 29%, 8-12yn|vte] 16Wo= 16%, 129

o

J’do]l 23Wo= 23%= Yepgorn 7tEAl shalshg
EEAAHRN-BSN) tidzte] Z=7]zko|lrt.

2. ATFCHAALS B EHA At e

<Table 1> General characteristics (N=472)
Associate Baccalaureate RN-BSN Total
Variables Frequency Frequency Frequency Frequency
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
19-20 42(20.10) 0(0.00) 0(0.00) 42(8.90)
Agel(years) 21 119(56.94) 36(?4.00) 0(0.00) 155(32.84)
22 25(11.96) 81(54.00) 8(7.08) 114(24.15)
over 23 23(11.00) 33(22.00) 105(92.92) 161(34.11)
male 0(0.00) 0(0.00) 0(0.00) 0(0.00)
gender female 209(44.28) 150(31.78) 113(23.94) 472(100)
Marital status single 207(99.04) 149(99.33) 72(63.72) 428(90.68)
married 2(0.96) 1(0.67) 41(8.69) 44(9.32)
Protestant 71(34.13) 59(39.33) 46(40.71) 176(37.37)
Religion Catholic 26(12.50) 21(14.00) 22(19.47) 69(14.65)
Buddism 36(17.31) 13(8.67) 12(10.62) 61(12.95)
Others 75(36.06) 57(38.00) 33(29.20) 165(35.03)
Philosophy yes 148(70.81) 130(86.67) 88(77.88) 366(77.54)
no 61(29.19) 20(13.33) 25(22.12) 106(22.46)
Logic yes 5(2.39) 19(12.67) 3(2.65) 27(5.72)
no 204(97.61) 131(87.33) 110(97.35) 445(94.28)
Critical yes 14(6.70) 15(10.00) 10(8.85) 39(8.26)
thinking no 195(93.30) 135(90.00) 103(91.15) 433(91.74)
under 0-4 1(3.13) 32(31.31) 32(32)
Clinical Career 4-8 under 29(29.29) 29(29)
8-12 under 16(16.16) 16(16)
over 12 23(23.23) 23(23)
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<Table 2> Comparison for CCTDI scores among nursing student group

Total Associate Baccaulaureate RN-BSN
mean . mean . mean . mean . F p
SD) Min Max SD) Min Max SD) Min Max SD) Min Max
. 39.16 38.00 40.11 40.05
Truth seeking (6.28) 16 57 (5.95) 19 57 6.29) 16 57 (6.65) 21 53  6.56 .00+
. 36.78 - 36.34 _ 36.83 37.54
Open-mindness (5.70) 21 54 5.97) 21 53 (5.33) 21 54 (5.64) 24 54 162 .20
.. 41.57 40.47 - 41.63 43.54
Analyticity (5.69) 10 60 (5.98) 10 54 (5.22) 24 54 (5.22) 30 60 11.16 .00+
.. 36.15 35.29 36.43 37.37
Systematicity (5.83) 10 53 5.87) 10 51 (5.46) 23 50 6.02) 23 53 500 .01
Critical thinking 41.44 _ 40.55 41.81 42.63
self-confidence (5.39) 23 o8 (5.64) 25 o8 (5.20) 28 96 (4.88) 8T 57 60700
_ 45.50 - 44.67 45.80 46.68
Inquisitiveness (5.28) 25 59 5.29) 25 58 (5.50) 32 59 (4.86) 37 56 5.8 .00%
. . 38.44 37.27 39.62 39.04
Cognitive maturity (6.44) 15 58 (6.20) 15 55 (6.33) 16 58 (6.67) 21 54 6.64 .00%
Total critical 279.06 _ 272.59 282.21 286.86 _
thinking disposition (25.10) 170 352 (22.74) 170 337 (25.57) 230349 (25.81) 237 352 143600«
#p<.05
2z shdel HRd AnARS 7 ahe) Jeuw 3. Uk SN0 M2 BIEE Ao
SAsl] A A3 < 2> Pk AFdEAR 2
SaAe] nlwA Aladde] FHHTE 4208 v Ak EAe] wE  H|EA AT t-test,
279.0640I0a1 7hEst 3shd shel wlm AluyF ANOVAZ  BAsigor BAgoz fodt Ae
o F HFL 272 59%3.9i 71 Aol mAA Eaht Scheffe test® TAA Zpo]lE Kol w& FASIGITH
Fostat 4shd hsehe] vt Abaddkel F v <GE 3.
S 282214, {PiA} aakel S 34(RN-BSN) 2 Aol we e ARAdERS frelaE 06004 SAl
v Alal Adeke] F Wit 286.867 0.2 YRS o= fofdt apolg YERen 234 o]do] 284.55
7k S HHHSE Auw 5704 45517, H, 224 278.65%, 214 276.377, 19-204 269.10
A 41577, ¥lA Afae] ARzt 41457, JAAF d £o® YRl o]AE  Scheffe test® AM- AT
T39.16%, A4 38443, YA 36.78%, AAA G A} 234 o] E 19-204, 234 ool 1w
36.15% w0z UEt 3EAe] HwE Andgs 3 214 Z1gAtelo] frolgt Aol MSITKE 3>,

714 Aol 7P =okal Widel AIAY gkl 7

WA vekgTh
S =, 3|, 4|, EAF Spakste] S
(RN-BSN)ell w2 B34 Aladsd H48 Hlas]rd

254 sastel SEAARN-BSNe] e T aEn
o W@d Aol Be Aow Uedd. 1A 8

Abehe] SEIHRN-BSN)Sl > 286.86, 444
toska sl Hetd 282.21, 3dA tEa sHA9]
B 272599t} 0|3t shAzte] wE v)eH Al
4ol zols AFI Ay FoFE 05004 ATl

[e)
18 AR el Aol UK 25

ﬁi/ﬂ—ﬂ]oﬂ l;q-E_ B]ﬁ]—z—] /\]-_,jﬂz%kg_ _n_
A FARSE fog AeolE UrE}Mﬂ 7li4
HEH,E 200328 wE
277.9118t} v AL 8o

Fael] wE vRA AFRAES frol
Aoz  fogt ezl e
282.41, ATl st 282.07, Bl
FAEo = T
A 7ol whE HekA] Al
05014 EAHoZ Fofdt Apol7} ekl %
Ao W 280.622 HatwEs ¢
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<Table 3> Critical thinking disposition according to general characteristics (N=472)
. AR
Subject mean(S.D) torF p (Scheffe)
19-20 269.10(22.58) A
21 276.37(23.42) oo A
Agelyears) 2 278.65(26.99) 593 Q0 AB
over 23 284.55(24.86) A
. single 277.91(24.62) B
Marital Status married 990.32(27.21) 3.15 .00+
protestant 282.41(24.29) A
- catholic 282.07(24.71) A
Religion buddhism 272.27(27.80) 326 Dz A
other 277.15(24.09) A
Completion of philosophical yes 280.26(25.39) 959 01
subjects no 273.68(23.40) ) ’
completion of ves 280.52(26.21) 031 76
Logic subject no 278.98(25.06) ' ’
completion of critical yes 290.9(28.21) 310 00+
thinking subject no 278.0(24.56) ’ ’
under 0-4 286.75(24.74)
.. 4-8 under 291.24(29.09)
Clinical career (years) 8-12 under 989.88(24.50) 0.74 .53
over 12 280.96(23.83)
x p<.05
U<KE 3> WAl st WA Alagare] F e 272597

HR A ] WE v AndEe Gl
5 0504 EAAFCRE o3t xfol7l vrERRE
A ApIES 78k dao] v|ed Ala TE
a4 e SAel Btk B LerETKE 3

wels B el el e e Am
AL FAHR Fofdt Aol7t YISt

=
=
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¥
1“_4

4. AT MeH

Facione®} Facione(1994)2] CCTDI =7 <J3k
HHA AL £ Hodee 42080 Ve eE
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8} oS SR vk AlarsEe] A ATETE HHA AudEs 545 A8 2B
7b A vERd Aatel ARtk oldd S aEd (1999)°] W9, WA CCTDI=TE  AHESISIUL
o sy AR kEEAEe] A lojA ) AEA WEomE Ay 54 9®d, vjwAAla A4
A AarsEs & A e ¢ s SMER B oo FAEe] glom 2 AFtex  dojxl
= AEHeR uYIES A9 £ J=s AT Cronbach's alpha A5== .85 Ytk
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:ﬂgl AA7H41.457)9) BAHSF7E =A ERga, FAggke] Aol ANOVAER BAI516ith gubd EAd]
AFTH39.16%),  A<(38.44%),  JNA(36. 7824) wE v AL S t-test, ANOVAR 753}
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A Study on the Critical Thinking
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Purpose: This descriptive - comparison study
was conducted to investigate the critical
thinking disposition of senior nursing students
in three types of nursing program. Method: The

convenience sample was drawn from 472 nursing

* Manager of Health Promotion Center, Samsung Cheil Hospital
## Doctoral Student, School of Nursing, University of Maryland
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students. Instruments used in this study were
made California  Critical Thinking Disposition
Inventory developed by Facione & Facione
(1994). Data was analyzed by
statistics, t-test, ANOVA, Scheffe test with SAS
6.12 program. Result: 1. The total mean score
279.06.

Inquisitiveness was the highest with an mean

descriptive

of critical thinking disposition was
score 45.50, while systematicity was the lowest
with mean score of 36.15. There was a
significant  difference  in  critical
disposition(F=14.36,

to senior nursing students in three types of

statistically
thinking p=.00)according
nursing programs. 2. There was a statistically

significant difference in critical thinking
disposition(F=5.53, p=.00) according to age,
marital  status(t=-3.15, p=.00), religion(F=3.26,
p=.02) and critical thinking course taken
previously(t=3.10,  p=.00).  Conclusion: = There
statistically  significant  difference in
disposition(F=14.36, p=.00)

according to senior nursing students in three

was a
critical thinking
program. There was a

types of nursing

statistically  significant  difference in  Critical
thinking disposition according to age, marital
status, religion, logic, philosophy, critical

thinking course.

Key words : Critical thinking disposition

- 165 -



