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(72.54%)°] 7}3 & 207 el U<Table 1>,
<Table 1> General characteristics of students  (N=244)
Characteristics Category N %
Gender Women 228 93.44
Men 16 6.56
Satisfaction Dissatisfied 4 1.64
with major Average 145 5943
Satisfied 95 3893
Application Voluntarily 129 52.87
motivation Involuntarily 15 6.15
Partially voluntarily and partially 100 40.98
involuntarily
Application High percentage of employment 107 43.85
goal Longing to be a nurse 25 10.25
Diverse career paths 27 11.07
Professional job 58 2377
Others 27 11.07
Course Hospital 177 7254
wanted Civil servant 32 13.11
Health teacher 19 7.79
Others 16  6.56
T|2258 Ay DS S
1shdge) lenss 4% S99 EAYoR: ogd
olsi7t F=g ’%EH Aol dE(3279%), dEEdE =
(28.69%), AFAT FHQ131%)10T 7¥Es dE F
Ao BMEEE BUE(7.79%), HE(56.97%), TE(36.25%)°.
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(2.87%), B-E(31.15%), ¥

7188t AE 794 FriEs w9yt
E3TH65.98%) 2 LFEFE T Table 2>.

{Table 2> Characteristics of fundamentals nursing

practice (N=244)
Characteristics  Category N %
Issues for Lack of materials for practice 70 28.69
Fundamentals Lack of time for practice 52 2131
nursing practice  Practice without enough 80 32.79
theoretical understanding
Environmental problems(noise, 33 13.52
heat, team members, teachers)
Others 9 3.69
Satisfaction with  Dissatisfied 19 779
Fundamentals Average 139 56.97
nursing practice Satisfied 86 35.25
Interest in None 7 287
Fundamentals Average 76  31.15
nursing practice  Yes 161 6598

J187kE ANME $O| HEEH ASKIER 8

o

7187rs S T AgRde QIrk86.07%)L 3RS
o, olof g FAHQ 2902 FHe AN ZHP(48.77%),
AAZH] AL wH(16.39%), HEIFEARS A Z8](11.48%),
QI7HAQl £3(9.43%) 0.2 LtEbdT)

At QS A5z {3 AFAdurs F7EA

(31.97%)2 FEALE 7MY AL, FUHIAKS.33%)
95 NTe 7P W 202 e T<Table 3

{Table 3> Qualities of leadership in fundamentals nursing
practice according to clinical practice

characteristics (N=244)
Characteristics Category N %
Role model Exist 210 86.07
Systematic practice education 40 1639
Professional nurse characteristics 28 1148
Adequate knowledge and experience 119 48.77
Humanity esteemed 23 943
Does not exist 34 13.93
Appropriate Faculty with practice experience 49 20.08
practice leader Faculty in the discipline 14 574
Head nurse 13 533
Education nurse 24 9.84
Ward practice instructor 32 13.11
Either of the above faculty (practice 34 13.93
or discipline)
Faculty with practice experience and 78 31.97
Head nurse

Z1@t= &8 x| 13(1), 2006F 4&

2444 9] Xiiﬂ AEFAL 371233 F0INH, AEA F
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<Table 4> Categories of students according to the
characteristics, autonomy, teaching effectiveness,
clinical practice satisfaction by factors

Characteristics Category Mean+SD
Autonomy Respect for oneself 3.48+.40
Respect of persons . 4.11+.44

Support and action for oneself 3.60+.53

Support and action of persons 3.57+.38

Total 3.71+.33

Teaching Professional competence 3.54+.45
effectiveness Role model 3.85+.54
Availability to students 3.51+.61

Personal relationship 3.43+.73

Assistance function 3.66+.70

Teaching method 3.78+.55

Encourage and support 3.73+.73

Curriculum construction 3.62+.88

Cooperation with hospital staff 3.35+.89

Curriculum knowledge 3.77+.79

Total 3.67+.48

Clinical practice Practice curriculum 3.63+.57
satisfaction Practice teaching and environment  3.32+.42
Practice content 3.53+.44

Total 3.51+.38
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<Table 5> Autonomy, teaching effectiveness and clinical practice satisfaction according to general characteristics of

students

Clinical practice

Characteristics ~ Category Autonomy Teaching effectiveness satisfaction
Mean+SD t or F p Mean+SD t or -F o] MeantSD tor F o]

Gender Women 3.71£32 1.19 231 3.66+.47 -9 336 3.50+.37 -92 359

Men 3.61+.36 3.78+.54 3.58+.41
Satisfaction Dissatistied 3.58+.34 5.23 .006 4.09+.52 1.04 335 3.39+.35 49 611
with major Average 3.66+.34 3.73+.50 3.56+.39

Satisfied 3.79+.29 3.77+£.52 3.58+.37
Application Voluntarily 3.71+34 .29 750 3.75+.46 12 889 3.59+.37 69 501
motivation Involuntarily 3.641.26 3.81+.73 3.57+.29

Partially & involuntarily 3.71+.32 3.74+.53 3.53+.40
Application Easy employment 3.55+40 17 546 3.75+.56 41 798 3.69+.34 27 900
goal Longing to be a nurse 3.51+£.33 3.68+.37 3.76+.29

Diverse career paths 3.58+.37 3.85+.52 3.72+.30

Professional job 3.64+.34 3.77£.47 3.72+£.36

Others 3.56+.47 3.71£.56 3.72+.33
Wanted Hospital 3.59+.37 .76 S15 3.76+.51 14 934 3.70+.32 1.25 293
course Civil servant 3.60+.40 3.72+.52 3.70+.29

Health teacher 3.49+.40 3.70+.60 3.85+.41

Others 3.48+.48 3.77+.52 3.71£.42

<Table 6> Autonomy, teaching effectiveness and clinical practice satisfaction according to Fundamentals nursing

practice characteristics

Clinical practice

Characteristics ~ Category Autonomy Teaching effectiveness satisfaction
Mean+SD tor F p Mean+SD torF p Mean:SD torF p

Issues for Lack of practice materials  3.72+.34 .56 692 3.71+.49 243 051 3.53+£.35 220 070
Fundamentals Lack of practice time 3.74+£.29 3.73+.52 3.59+.34
nursing practice Practice without enough 3.71+£.32 3.68+£.53 3.51+41

theoretical understanding

Environmental problems 3.65+.37 4.00+.31 3.67+.35

Others 3.60+.31 3.96+.49 3.81+.50
Satisfaction with  Dissatisfied 3.45+.43 1.45 236 3.56+.56 1.76 174 3.73+.36 2.64 073
Fundamentals Average 3.57+.36 3.79+.53 3.67+.34
nursing practice Satisfied 3.61+.40 3.74+.48 3.77£.31
Interest in None 3.55+.45 4.38 014 3.88+.68 1.38 255 3.40+.31 5.01 007
Fundamentals Average 3.47+.41 3.68+.56 3.66+.33
nursing practice Yes 3.62+.36 3.79+.48 3.75+.33
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<Table 7> Correlations among autonomy, teaching effectiveness, and clinical practice satisfaction

Category Autonomy Teaching effectiveness Clinical practice satisfaction
Autonomy 1.000
Teaching effectiveness 174 1.000
g (.006) :
Clinical practice satisfaction (502450) (83(2)) 1.000
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Autonomy, Teaching Effectiveness, and Clinical Practice Satisfaction
for Fundamentals Nursing Clinical Practice in Student Nurses
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to investigate autonomy, teaching effectiveness, and clinical practice
satisfaction for fundamentals nursing clinical practice in student nurses. Method: The participants were 244
sophomores, who had done the practice for 8 weeks from June 17 ~ August 23, 2005. Autonomy the Caring
Perspective(ACP) devised by Boughn(1995) was used to measure autonomy, Instrument to Measure Effectiveness
of Clinical Instructor(IMECL) by Reeve(1994) for measuring teaching effectiveness, and an instrument by
Moon(2002) for measuring satisfaction. Results: After practice, the role model was seen as rich in knowledge and
experience(48.77%). Desirable categories for instructor were full-time professors with a practice background and
head nurses(31.97%)). Average score for autonomy was 3.71(£.33), for teaching effectiveness, 3.67(+£.48) and for
satisfaction 3.51(+.38). Autonomy scores were high for students satisfied with their major(F=5.23,p=.006), and
interested in practice(F=4.38,p=.014). Teaching effectiveness scores were high for students satisfied with practice
(F=2.57,p=.038). Clinical practice satisfaction scores were high for students interested in practice(F=5.01,p=.007).
Relationships between autonomy and teaching effectiveness (r=.174,p=.006), and between teaching effectiveness and
satisfaction showed a positive correlation(r=.632,p=.000). Conclusion: Interest in clinical practice courses in first
year affect autonomy, teaching effectiveness and satisfaction.
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