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<Table 1> General characteristics of the subjects(N=281)

Characteristics ltem N(%)
Sex Male 32(11.4)
Female 249(88.6)
Grade First 61(21.7)
Second 114(40.6)
Third 106(37.7)
Religion Christian 98(34.9)
Catholic 17( 6.0)
Buddhism 41(14.6)
Others 3( 1.1)
No religion 122(43.4)
Family economic Upper 2( 0.7)
status Middle 253(90.0)
Low 26( 9.3)
Pocket money less than 10 82(29.2)
(10,000 won) 11-30 171(60.9)
more than 31 28(10.0)
Satisfaction of Satisfied 60(21.4)
pocket money Moderate 168(59.8)
Dissatisfied 53(18.9)
Side job Yes 35(12.5)
No 246(87.5)
Supply of school Parents 214(76.2)
expenses Oneself 31(11.0)
Relation 6( 2.1)
Others 30(10.7)
Motivation of Family admonition 58(20.6)
entrance Aptitude 128(45.6)
Employment 63(22.4)
Nurse image 17( 6.0)
Other‘s admonition 15( 5.3)
Difficulty of Friend relation 31( 9.6)
major Major course 187(57.7)
Hospital training 39(12.0)
People's eye 8( 2.5)
Professor relation 16( 4.9)
Major atmosphere 25( 71.7)
Others 18( 5.6)
Satisfaction of Satisfied 97(34.5)
present life Moderate 127(45.2)
Dissatisfied 57(20.3)
Hope for the Hospital field 133(47.3)
employment field Dispensary 32(11.4)
Industry field 6( 2.1)
Public official 43(15.3)
Overseas hospital 53(18.9)
Others 14( 5.0)
Motivation of Economic power 179(63.3)
job-seeking Self actualization 63(22.3)
Aptitude & interest 29(10.2)
Social service 9( 3.2)
Others 3( 1.1)
One of family Yes 64(22.8)
No 217(77.2)
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<Table 2> The degree of self—esteem £.71), BANEL Hot 3.14(£.74) 22 EFATTable 2>,
Variable Mean=+S.D <Table 3>.
Self-esteem 2.89+.42
Aubd B4l e AlEFH U ATUS

<Table 3> The degree

of satisfaction in major

Subcategory Questionnaire No  Mean+S.D Anbd] BAdel wE AolEFit Ww Shd(F=4.718, p=
Recognition Satisfaction 7,8,9,10,11,12 430+.57 010), FET=(F=11.241, p< .001), QYL w=(F=9.875,
General Satisfaction 1,2,3,4,5,6 3.55+.49 p< .001), 3] i‘ﬁfOHF 2,583, p= 026)01]7\1 g8 zpo|=
Relationship Satisfaction 13,14,15 3.14+.74 o
Course Satisfaction 16,17,18 324471 HSHp< .03).

3.79+.49 Ara B mE AFvE JEE SETES(F=5.280, p=

006), ATE71(F=7.384, p< .001), AP W=(F=27.000,

<Table 4> Mean levels of self esteem and satisfaction in major by general characteristics

Characteristics

Iltem

Self —esteem

Satisfaction in major

Mean£SD t or F p Mean £=SD tor F p

Sex Male 2.87+.43 -.380 706 3.72+ 51 -.783 438
Female 2.89+.42 3.79+ .49

Grade First 2.81+.45 4718 .010 3.75+ .49 914 402
Second 2.84+.40 3.76+ 44
Third 2.98+.40 3.84+ 53

Religion Christian 2.93+.44 .949 436 3.80+ .49 988 AlS
Catholic 2.95+.32 3.69+ .76
Buddhism 2.84+.38 3.71+ 46
Others 2.60+.60 418+ .57
No religion 2.87+.42 3.81+ 44

Family economic Upper 2.65+.21 468 627 4.16+ 23 1.26 285
status Middle 2.89+.42 3.79+ 47
Low 2.85+.44 3.68+ .66

Satisfaction of Satisfied 3.02+.39 11.241 .000 391+ .56 5.280 .006
pocket money Moderate 2.91+.40 3.80+ .45
Dissatisfied 2.67+.42 3.61+ 47

Side job Yes 2.87+.46 -376 709 3.75+ 47 -514 .610
No 2.89+.41 3.79+ 49

Supply of school Parents 2.88+.41 1.260 288 3.78+ .46 1.015 386
expenses Oneself 3.00+.45 391+ 57
Relation 2.93+.42 3.59+1.10
Others 2.79+.44 3.76+ 45

Motivation of Family admonition 2.86+.42 1.072 371 3.76+ .50 7.384 .000
entrance Aptitude 2.94+.42 391+ 45
Employment 2.86+.39 3.57+ 45
Nurse image 2.88+.44 4.00+ .35
Others 2.74+.39 3.52+ .58

Satisfaction of Satisfied 3.03£.41 9.875 .000 4.04+ 41 27.000 .000
present life Moderate 2.86+.36 3.72+ 41
Dissatisfied 2.74+.48 3.51+ .58

Hope for the Hospital field 2.93+.41 2.583 .026 3.86+ .41 3.019 011
employment field Dispensary 2.67+.31 3.63+ .44
Industry field 2.88+.50 3.86+ .61
Public official 2.90+.40 3.73+ .59
Overseas hospital 2.95+.46 3.84+ .64
Others 2.78+.45 3.43+ .64

One of family Yes 2.91+.41 532 .596 3.91+ 43 2.416 017
No 2.89+.42 3.75+ .50
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p< .001), 3T FHAFOKF=3.019, p= 011), 715 T2 H5A}
(2416, p= 017) SollA BAXNCE FoF AolE B
SItHp< .05)<Table 4>.
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<Table 5> Correlations among self—esteem and
satisfaction in major

Variable
Self-esteem

*5p< 001

Satisfaction in major
= 353(*%)
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<Table 6> Multiple regression analysis for satisfaction in
major

Variable
Satisfaction of

B R
476

R Square F

-.409 227 81.925%

present life

Self-esteem 237 .528 279 53.715*%

* p=.000
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The Relationship between Self—esteem and Satisfaction in Major
of Nursing Students

Jeong, Mi-Hyeon" - Shin, Mi-A?

1) Adjunct Lecturer, Department of Nursing, Wonkwang Health Science College
2) Adjunct Lecturer, Department of Nursing, Daewon Science College

Purpose: This study was performed to identify the relationship between self-esteem and satisfaction in major of
nursing students. Methods: Data were collected from the 10th to the 14th of April in 2006, from 281 nursing
students in Jeollabuk-Do area. The collected data were analysed by using the SPSS WIN 11.0. Results: The results
of this study were as followings: 1) The mean score for self-esteem was 2.89(+.42), self-esteem was significantly
different according to the general characteristics of grade(F=4.718, p= .010), satisfaction of pocket money(F=11.241,
p= .000), satisfaction of present life(F=9.875, p=. 000) and hope for the employment field(F=2.583, p= .026). 2)
The mean score for satisfaction in major was 3.79(£.49), satisfaction in major was significantly different according
to the general characteristics of satisfaction of pocket money(F=5.280, p= .006), motivation of entrance(F=7.384,
p= .000), satisfaction of present life(F=27.000, p= .000), hope for the employment field(F=3.019, p= .011) and one
of family (t=2.416, p= .017). 3) There was a significant correlation between self-esteem and satisfaction in
major(r= .353, p= .000). 4) The most important variables affected satisfaction in major could explain a total
27.9%, were accounted for 22.7% in the satisfaction of present life and 5.2% in the self-esteem by the stepwise
multiple regression analysis. Conclusion: As a result, self-esteem was correlated with satisfaction in major in
nursing students. Therefore we need to develop various self-esteem program for nursing students.
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