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Mediation Effect of Clinical Practice Satisfaction in the Relationship between
Nursing Students’ Powerlessness and Nursing Image

Lee, Kyung Hee

Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, Ulsan College, Ulsan, Korea

Purpose: This study investigated how powerlessness of nursing students influenced their clinical practice satisfaction and
nursing image, and how clinical practice satisfaction mediates the relationship between powerlessness and nursing image.
Methods: A descriptive research design was used. Data were collected from 107 junior nursing students. Data were ana-
lyzed using SPSS WIN 12.0. Results: Powerlessness and clinical practice satisfaction influenced nursing image. Clinical prac-
tice satisfaction provided complete mediation between powerlessness and nursing image. Conclusions: Nursing students
need to reduce their powerlessness and increase clinical practice satisfaction to enhance their image of nursing.

Key Words: Power, Personal satisfaction, Nurse

S Wsto] W10 R 08 she
OlA

3l 1]
Kim & Oh, 2000; Lee, 2001). 53], JAA

H1T v -1
APE E7] fIste] Aol te A4, T, HiEE A Al
sk 583 WY © & (Yang, 2003), tidAA 115 0l&
2 AggonN S A, B, S8 AT
sp&agolcHKim, 2000), ZHESHIEL dAULGS B3tol

243.0] 7pA|E, ZFEARY] 9129} AEE Felstal 7FaAteln|
A& FAA R FAdste] e el er dAstet 2ot
27| 2E 2 "tk(Kang & Kim, 2002; Yang, 2003). 7t
TS A AT EE FEY ] io-rﬂr A5uSE 13|
=0 gy} tliEo] Wlshs & e W 7|E FolA 1t
g atol| UhA| wstE|ojof sfar E]Z AN oA EZ A7kt
= v Ao BgS 5=t B4ao|thHan,
2000; Yang, 2000).

T IEIYEE DAL FTL Fotol 1EA}
53 22427} e A2gs FAS0 Bkasion
2 A8E Ruth (1992)7}F X

1996), Y &d5Fe] 2~EF

2+20|0[R|

= = O A =
FR0{: T, AMMSUFE
% j=e)

R EES 2

*This study was supported by Ulsan College research funds in 2008.
Address reprint requests to : Lee, Kyung Hee

DB $shorl ot Tl skel ) 490 Slgle) A7H9E.

Department of Nursing, Ulsan College, 101 Bongsu-ro, Dong-gu, Ulsan 682-715, Korea
Tel: 82-52-230-0736 Fax: 82-52-230-0731 E-mail: khlee@mail.uc.ac.kr

T2 020109 5¢ 19 AARY ¢ 20109 69 239 AAEHL

020109 6¢Y 24¢

26



F2 273 AAE, A E Ao st 7] & FehRo-
berts, 1986). o2t Feighe 54 Aol A7l Ao
tAste sEolt A 4% 52 waE

o] 3237 B 202 (Chun

o
&

Choi, 1996; Koh, 2001),
Ae 2= gl Hislog

Javis (1992)= FE79] H2 AT 4= ¢l 768

AT 4= gl= TAIF Ak FAAQ Adgolztal skl o,
Fetbo] A&EH 22t =, A%, Aed A5t 55 7
3 ShEE e} Y9l Pk mlRIThaL 8F3iTt Clements@t
Cummings®] A72004H)NME FE09 FEL F4s, ¢
=, A, Al e, B2t 59 £A44Q w30l UERdTh
113121 Roberts (1986)= F87HS 287 =W 31]23k of
Ao, 7, P 5 AEskL Fis, 915, 2959
oo, B B, e, 344, /A A, (HERE 5

H(Choi, & Ha, 2009), oI 913t QAGol E84 07 o]F
of7] SPAL BIFAG kR hEolu] G4l W4

& Oh, 2000), Han (2000} 733450 4 =o|1 g
221 g ASABE ST EAS] A B8 TR §
A
o

It Kang¥ Kim (2002)2 7t&of digt 2

thl s AN 52
Hd ARlo] k3L ojnfAlof FAA o B HAPHoR ¢
S n]RAThaL STt Kang Kim (2002)2] A7tolA= A
& ARtk A Fof ZFaAtem|27 H S & FAEHNA
ThL 3F3l e, Yang (2003)9] dAtollA 1t sHiE2] 11%0]
A= G AR S0 o R gglom i
& ol TrAreke] 24 Fo] FAg el ojn]A] W3S WX

Solu|AE a7t Aol A717H 2 4 AthKang & Kim,
2002; Park & Yang, 2002; Yang, 2003). ©]2|gt 7F&o]n]A]
= eyl Ay JaFE ol k2ol A A7%stal(Won
1996), 7FSAl AHAG] 52 EolEA dto] B
£ AlFsHA s (Jung, 2004), 7HEAEA Q)

i)
ol

N

2

gAAel
Fg vAEE BTN AL 4 UE PPHEL F
st ol B, UGS HEWRY Fa Holw 7t

2t5stMs 0| 22t Zk50[0IK| EAOIN RUAMATIETY| ofET 27

2. 17 =5
EBEe Feito] dAASTIEES} ZkEoln]Ao] 1
A okt Al B 1k TGN A UGTEE] il

c
¢

of Feiztat Zksoln|A] BAGIA AP
g o] o e st

TS AR o] Agto|u WAYSE Aof| tisiA] FAlE o]
oJElo] = A& QAISR= Zo|tHKoh, 2001). & toj A
Miller (1983)2] F+3 Ad =45 Lee (1990)7F ¥ -

(e}

PSS St 7hEEHYo) e

=
4y oo o o

ok

o,
ek ofr
o

il

H1
il
ﬂ
o]
&
4
%0,
H-I
Ju g
4
ol
ot
o
)
fof
Lo
=1
P
S
e 2

dAlEO theket SHA Ueuhs 378491 AANRSS
OugthHan, 2000). & A-tolA= Lee, Kim¥ Kim (2004)
HEEE SA57] flof AMgS =R SE

BEdArsel 4 - A 1o RES Be) 34H 58
Q) Az A 1HEAR} 5] ) Akt QU uhg 4 1
goz 15AE ek 7120] sitolchPark, 2000, &
QATFOIAE Lee 52004)0] 7HE0Ju1 2| 24517] Slalo] A}



4. A7l Hieky

A, £ At VR s usr|Ho g wghEloe] glo] o]
£ g sjAsh=gl A5 Dot glon A giakabr) 3d
Al mafbg o) 7HEsHYEo| Bz 4dA| SHYET vl wEh=T|
Azt ol Slet.

E7), 2 AT glARLe 7t w873 =
2 I A3 ASURAGE B Folst A 2369
ufEol| o] 375 $Jste] 2Wzt AR E #Alskelth

1, @7 A7)

AT 394) 7S eigle] QTR e
Zhsoln|xel w1k gt YAAGUEEY v aTHE ot
oFs}7] SIat A4 ZAbeTol,

N

T T

s QA7) AP A AA) 3W1A) Zhate] Afet F2)
gohd SMISE 2, 3okl AA 215 Bok T AT AL
UGS B ST 107Folch RAAFEE Te] 100
A o] HEhER, 40094 ] FEHYU T AT

- ) [} Oﬂ
A ASS SHAAL, A 2] il W - st
54 042 FH0E gl
3. g =7

Miller (1983)%] £37F AMY =45
Lee (1990)7} A & AMESE w5 & Qo] H4of gt
A et B2 537 HEol F 27 #gog wig 2y 5
A, agof 43, ‘wgolty 33, ohUty 24, g oy
of 1Mo ST ST Mt w2 s 2Rl
25 ouiahy| vHE-e 1357, A Aoe 34d, HuHss
9870 3itt. Lee (1990)9] AollAl Al=|® Al4== 900|312
B Ao A= 910190t}

4

0lz3|

W7} 38 SOz PAHe] Q. ARl thet $TL 59 A

£2 G4 IF 53, AE IR 4%, W mEg

LAl A gk 27, WS 194 o 18 5O

2 %Tom} FHT L 2R YU Pé—E7 e
2o

2 AL oulsh Thy
1367013t} Lee 5(2004)2) °4%LOHH ﬂﬂE AsE= 860]
R 2 Aol A= 8301t

3) Zts0|o|X|
el B 7 Yang 1099 A8 72 4
FI9TE, F TEFOR AFA olulx] 128F, A8H 15

oju]] 6%, A2 7hsoln]A] 6
Fero g AEle] Qlrt mat A Eo] gigk $He 54 R
- 2y 53, TgF 4%, ‘EEOM 34, otk 2
A, A8 op ey 13 Foln], ST M7t £55F (5o
2|7} g8 ofustal, v 1354, HAH4E 687, 2
134 131380120t} Yang (1998)9] dtoflA A== A=
.9301913L & Aol A= 900] %tk

, N1A oA 3

]
ox
>
).
O
il
ol
)
U

10&
2,
i

e
!
)
fol
=|
w
Xc
i)
|
o
ox
w4

o 5 -+ 1o mp
oNoflo X
_c|>£
2
o
e
Mo
met Fo 4&
=2 o
oo (o
ol ol
SN
> g
&g flo
= ox
T E
T2
]5 rlr
=y
do
2
oo
it
_OIL
)

Norg
o
=2 2
>~ N
b 3
ol

S

N

=2

4T

(Wx
I
>

._~
(@)
-3

—Hz
il
=i

1%

)

ox
|o

5. Xl‘ﬂ =l)k-|
29 Z}E‘— SPSS WIN 12.0 27132 o|8s}o] B4
A

H
iv%
2
>

U
r-h:

o
_?L
2 1:1
o
=
[o]

N
1o
4o 7

=3, 94
L, 7}1‘3]“1 A= fﬁ*&ﬂ FEHAR e, FE A4
AFUEE, 7teo|ux] 7+9] BA= Pearson’s correlation
coefficient® 3}, 7&' SISO BE7tat 715 o]u] R
A oA FAFAETNEE 9] w7 &7} += hierarchical multi—

—&L

ple regressions ©]-&-3}



dgAte] duba B4 9 QAL EA0A Lol 22
A olat7} 77.6%, E7t U= A7 41.1%, oF2HIo|E 7
Flo] = A7t 94.4%0190th. 15sh £ FaldE U3t
A7} 76.6%, 19 o1 A4 3 JeFArE12.1%, 1t s A
3 5717F 9 A7) 33.6%ch Aol gt vEEs=
62.6%7F TSk SRt on, A7l 87.9%71
sy, T
o] ALejro] tisle] 54.2%7F A=A o|QirkaL sk, A
& rsAreke] TAE 52,

As 73.8%7F £ WMo|TkaL aFltt. 2219] Y AHol
AT} 67.3%, 715 F AYst o] = H7t 76.6%°]

%AcHTable 1).

o

Table 1. Demographic and Clinical Practice Characteristics of

Participants (N=107)
Characteristics Classification n (%)
Age (yr) <22 83(77.6)
>23 24(22.4)
Religion Yes 44 (41.1)
No 61 (57.0)
Time of On due time 82 (76.6)
entrance After trying one more entrance 13(12.1)
After graduating another 9(8.4)
college/university
After job working 3(2.8)
Motivation of Togetajob 36 (33.6)
choosing nursing By aptitude 20(18.7)
Specialty of nursing 17 (15.9)
Credits for entrance 15(14.0)
Recommendation 15(14.0)
Good image about nurses 3(2.8)
Satisfaction Satisfied 67 (62.6)
of nursing Moderate 39 (36.4)
Not-satisfied 1(0.9)
Attitude Active 58 (54.2)
on practice Moderate 46 (43.0)
Not-active 2(1.9)
Relationship with Good 51(47.7)
nurses Moderate 56 (52.3)
Not good 0
Relationship with Good 79(73.8)
clients Moderate 27 (25.2)
Not good 0
Admission of myself Yes 33(30.8)
No 72 (67.3)
Admission of family Yes 82 (76.6)
No 23(21.5)
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Table 2. Differences of Powerlessness of Clinical Practice Satisfaction and Nursing Image according to Demographic and Clinical Prac-
tice Characteristics (N=107)

Clinical practice

Powerlessness : . Nursing image
Characteristics Classification satisfaction
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
Age (yr) <22 69.31(13.75) 105.15(11.98) 99.26 (12.80)
>23 69.62 (12.66) 105.62 (10.66) 99.95 (13.42)
(tor F/p) -0.099/.921 -0.173/.863 -0.231/.818
Religion Yes 66.79 (14.65) 107.49 (10.67) 100.59 (13.96)
No 71.88(11.84) 103.42 (12.21) 98.37 (12.24)
(tor F/p) -1.966/.052 1.816/.072 0.861/.391
Time of entrance On due time 68.80 (14.22) 104.89 (11.97) 99.46 (12.96)
After trying one more entrance 70.61(9.98) 104.53 (8.53) 98.92 (11.19)
After graduating another college/university 71.44 (13.31) 112.22 (10.74) 104.88 (12.93)
After job working 73.66 (5.50) 97.66 (13.42) 84.00 (8.88)
(torF/p) 0.253/.859 1.563/.203 2.037/.113
Motivation of choosing Togetajob 69.44 (13.42) 103.94 (12.48) 100.00 (11.32)
nursing By aptitude 66.70 (15.95) 105.90 (11.04) 93.95 (1.91)
Specialty of nursing 67.94 (14.35) 106.29 (9.91) 101.41(13.45)
Credits for entrance 72.06 (13.14) 107.53 (11.50) 99.93 (11.24)
Recommendation 69.80 (11.97) 103.86 (12.35) 100.13 (14.00)
Good image about nurses 72.33(0.57) 102.66 (19.00) 106.00 (13.74)
(tor F/p) 0.295/.938 0.419/.865 0.689/.659
Satisfaction of nursing Satisfied 66.85 (14.32) 106.01 (11.05) 99.32 (14.30)
Moderate 73.76 (10.86) 104.15 (12.77) 99.69 (10.35)
Not-satisfied 68.00 98.00 95.00
(tor F/p) 3.410/.037 0.505/.605 0.068/.934
Attitude on practice Active 65.05(14.11) 106.18 (13.22) 101.56 (12.86)
Moderate 73.91(10.37) 104.02 (9.58) 96.15 (12.54)
Not-active 89.50 (12.02) 101.00 (5.65) 104.00 (2.82)
(torF/p) 5.979/.001 7.717/.544 2.236/.089
Relationship with nurses Good 65.76 (14.81) 106.19 (11.37) 101.37 (13.15)
Moderate 72.76 (11.24) 104.41 (11.94) 97.64 (12.48)
Not good - - -
(tor Flp) 7.473/.007 0.624/.431 2.263/.136
Relationship with clients Good 67.88 (13.90) 106.37 (11.93) 100.94 (12.63)
Moderate 73.92(11.36) 102.33(10.53) 95.48 (12.91)
Not good - - -
(tor F/p) 2.124/.125 1.546/.218 2.514/.086
Admission of myself Yes 69.42 (13.38) 104.72 (11.47) 97.24 (12.47)
No 69.48 (13.68) 105.30 (11.75) 99.88 (12.67)
(tor F/p) -0.022/.983 -0.236/.814 -0.998/.321
Admission of family Yes 69.52 (13.02) 104.57 (12.05) 98.30 (12.92)
No 69.26 (15.51) 107.08 (9.89) 101.73(11.27)
(tor F/p) 0.082/.935 -0.916/.362 -1.1568/.250
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Table 3. Mean Score of Nursing Students’ Powerlessness, Clini-
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Table 5. Hierarchical Regression Analysis on Nursing Image

Nursing image 27 99.42(12.88) 299 4.33 3.68(0.85
Traditional 12 43.98 (7.04) 3.33 4.07 3.66(0.83

Professional 6 24.89 (3.61
3 897(3.03

395 433 4.14(0.76
299 3.01 299 (1.11

*p<.05; *p<.01.

SHAA U7F SFo 2 ZHoAL HEE sl Aol HITF 3.55

cal Practice Satisfaction and Nursing Image (N=107) (N=107)
Variables CaFe- ltems M (SD) Mln/ Max/ M‘(SD)/ Dependent Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 4
gories item item item Clinical
. Nursing Nursing Nursing
Powerlessness 27 69.38(13.45) 1.87 3.55 2.57(0.94) practice image image image
Clinical practice 31105.26 (11.65) 2.58 4.15 3.44(0.91) Independent  gaisfaction
satisfaction Participants 3 1156 (1.17) 3.36 4.15 3.85(0.86) o N
Contents 6 18.87(272) 298 406 3.14(0.89) zmifsf‘;‘fj; 382 227 - 'gfgﬂ
Guidng 9 20.42(464) 266 3.81 3.26(0.94) Satisfafﬂon : '
Placement 7 24.60(368) 293 395 351(086) R (AdustR)  146(138) 052(043) 281(274) 282 (268)
Duraton 3 1056(2.49) 3.20 3.83 3.52(0.99) F 17920 5718 41,031 00,393
Evaluation 3 8.82(224) 250 3.21 2.94(1.07) 0 000 019 000 000
( (0.85) ' ' ' '
( (0.83)
( (0.85)
( (0.76)
( (1.171)

)

Social 6 21.57(3.83) 3.12 4.14 359(0.85
)
)

Personal

Table 4. Correlation of Powerlessness, Nursing Image and Sat-

isfaction of Clinical Practice (N=107)
Variables Powerless- Cllnlcgl prgctlce Nursmg
ness satisfaction image
Powerlessness 1
Clinical practice -.404** 1
satisfaction
Nursing image -.314* 651* 1

*p<.05; *p<.01.
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