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ONASSH OIXlE X
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M = W, et S5 aelste] HAbe AeE vElaA sk 5y
o]tH(Yoon, 2008). (T wFolr FQs 5 HRUE H|HZF
4ol EHey ARLE Adetarl glom, o] HAIZIZ] flE S 8
& W JlEk(Yang et al, 2009)S F3F B|EE Al g
AT SO R GAAT ARG Al A e Wdes TR vk vlwA Alal AJER shjjefA Hle o]
3] ddsls ¥z T JAAFHS I A4l 24 223 712 E7skiE QG AGel HEA7)E
o] AT ofue} BRR1E olsfis & 4 Qlvk HEsh ol oM S Arg BEAS sjdstn, gAAE
Al GAataE AR A, A 1S S AlEUSSE 4 o= AEE ARE s d Zod NE a4t
9] Aol thgt H77} =riMarkham & Dean, 2006). Qa7 (Kwon, 2011). 2822 7F5tjaye] njwkz Ala AJgke] =
9] = AR Ay R A HollA 1t 21 AT ITALEA ZEFojol g 7| HAloln tew
35 Fstoiol 7] wjFol tEAte] A F PJA%E%— %9 2 A2} & 5= QItKShin, Ha & Kim, 2005). A3l
Ho] FAIFER 21%8hs AFsta e uEAsA= ol X HFA AtuAEel| JETFE vA = Q1o EE MY
AR orpaE Y el A W TJLE]'WCho, o] A%, ghd T 4wy SAH dAEE i g, &
Lee, Jung, & Kee, 2009). Choi 5(2009) A w=&3 F2]4 9, s 59 sk 54 2910] ItK(Shin et al, 2005)
AMFRE Fto] S OEE] 1FAFA ] SlojA] Jrka AN A&sta FEst e TA A Y F
2 59% aydor AL 4 Jdukar 901, Choi & e Qs w)iA Akt 4EE T QtHKim et al, 2008). An
2013)2 #FBAE o] 83 AFuEE Fo tedsdE Q012 FAEL wiAstL Bt 2AE wgoR A8s
9] oAtaEEEE A 4 Ak it TEdhe d#e] veA Ala AR A9 iy s
T Al Jr A He nBF AtaAdTdel o JdTS W] x5 rkagel gl dETka siivh
WA ==d|(Kim & Kim, 2007; Kim, Lim & Choi, 2008), H] olgfdt orlan% YL teksla E3d o8 4 ol
A Alasdoldt AP W, dE o A #E 4 T/ €Rl 1A EA ] gk A&7 dijlA Y, B ¢
FE, ERIHY] AT OoRRE Aol JHE I IES s FAEE sEs A S e A 1
dste] Adststa, 28, 4, B BHE 7 de AF A T 9Fow AZ|ER QithLee, Kim, Jeong, &
o7 & g YO Z(Shin, 1996), oJH A7AS wrolso] Moon, 2011). 53k 2+58 Fof QoA n|¥d Alal &9
1 i s e As AP A8l o, oA, F4, I FEFREIAY A dis #EE Holal $lEH|(Kim,
FQO| : ZISEM, StE, AT, HIEE At
1) RISt 2hEety) 2ug
2) $Fosta ke sty 2w a(WAIAAF E-mail: kamaria@wsu.ac.kr)
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2009; Yang et al, 2012), °]i= S5l wel vj#E Ata
Ao A o3t 2Fo]7F ) a(Gurpinar, Alimoglu, Mamakli, &
Aktekin, 2010; Massey, Kim & Mitchell, 2011), B4 Al

B3 TAEEo] R oRE fEe] oo Aghdt &

WS mAE = gl7] wlfo|tiAn, 2011). S5AR=E AE
Aol A Axle] Ayel skl ojEA s star

HE FojskEAe] #E Erh ol Al WA
(reflection)> Br5Ake] Aldel SJaiA] Rl AR A
AbadAel] thste] vlEA LS AlEdhs Zlo® Hoth
£3], WHde 5—2‘% }7} ZAge) oJujg Fofsta 1 eJule] F
Aol QaA 1 iAo Fadt JFs e
&3lA 76‘% StgolA Ael7h =4 & 4 Stk

el sl wel wwa Al
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3 #4291 AT HQA)(Yang et al, 2012)%
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F 9 wEdER o] P @3rhKim, 2009) A= 9
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S5A7F AEsHE sk 3 2 Z(Kolb, 1985),
2 AFtelA= Kolb (1985)8] Learning Style InventoryE
Chun (2002)°] Wedsk 23 =72 A3 A-E AFIx
IR ?:H‘l’ﬁ}oi T4 7% (Concrete Experiences; CE), ¥t
A2 AdZ(Reflective Observation; RO), /34 7' 8K Abstract
Conceptualization; AC), &2 7% (Active Experimentation;
AE)S] 47} SrERER FB7{3 & 557 A3elA wAH
A A AE Atet] A5 #AuE, A A 4
2 dste] Mg 2k F5 AR BAste] Tz AR
W Aol kgt A-8-3(Accommodating), A4 (Diverging),
&3}8(Assimilatign), H&(Converging) & 73 A& 9
J3CHLim, Lee, Choi, Ahn & Lee, 2012).
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o n|FA ALy Ak

Hld Aba Agolg nlgd Alns Foshl Azsha
|3A 07 AlaslEs A7) = 2, BiEo|ti(Yoon, 2004).
£ ATl Yoon (2004)01 =
L5 olgete] SA% HAeE visith

jud

L ik %ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂ AA}i%" RGOS
FST(Papa, 1981). +
ol A1= Rubin (1990)01 Al 1 7}xl T Y TN
off Hur (2003)7F 7741 /N3-& dlste] 4 meket 157] &
ol A el YJAAE  5HF E(Global Interpersonal
Communication Competence: GICC-15)& ©]&3sle] =73t 4
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(2004)] A-ollA Cronbach’'s @ = .84°]%13, Yoon (2008)°]
&d9to| A Cronbach's @ = .830]31.0H, ¥ Aol A Cronbach's
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2+ 579 7} 59 Y A9 v At
o XA L7/% 7] )(intellectual passion/curiosity) : Srszoll of
own ZAfol| tigt @S AL AMEHS &
A3 g A7) flal S, AA, 7L oluA,
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« A4k (self-confidence) : AFAS] FFIAHS Wom Hw
A At S FEet AES olFY] UEHe dE

o A (systemicity) : B2t A= AR QoA H
ouA] ¢kow AARF| L A vEA ATsta At
ol27] 71 =87 dBdE AHsEE HE

o A& 374 (intellectual fairness) : VW P32 FFE

R AL gl adel el A 593

o %3t 3]9d(sound doubt): AFE]H O L=
& S5 7Y Apld) e 9rts

3
g Addsta BAE AR =
U

* 2 (objectivity): R LA H}th‘ii Avs v
Sl she A% AHE FHAUS W e A8
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AT S-S Hur (2003)7F Rubin (1990)0] A|AI3E 871
T sy el 77 NEE skl Y mekst
157) &2 ¥4 ol i rsesd SHYEHGICC-15)5
SA5tE o] FHEF= 5 HAER 7 e
- Ttk sHelA cHs 28R fry 17e® A E
Rom, W7t F&TE AT Y JETF =2 AE 9
w]gtt Hur(2003)7F & Z5-2] 7WEA] Cronbach's @ = .72
ojglom, X ALo]lA Cronbach's o = .83°|3ITh
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A2 24

FAE AEE SPSS 18.0 Window Program< ©]g3lo] tf

St o] HA3hgink

3 SR e e Al 4

=0
% 94’\}"%:-3—1 o] A}o]E independent t-test?t ANOVAES

V _i

o PR v /\]—L’ 93k QAT S EIe] T Pearson's
correlation coefficient® ©]-23f0] EA15FAth
LA AEEEEe] GRS vAE 2912 sl

=2
$13l stepwise multiple regressions ©]-&38Fod #4353t

a5 Zit
ChARES] ks 4

9] UNHA BAJ- <Table 1>7 vk # A7 gt
AFE 22.2(x0.5)AH0]3L, {80l 4817(86.0%) O F
kel wlsl wWokth dhde 18hd 2057(36.7%), 38
18178(32.4%), 2813 1738(30.9%) 2% H]523k =0t} 1}
Wb = okl dhgo] Tzt U CH(3098, 55.3%). H]ﬁ“*
AT IS A aAE 214T8(38.3%)013, QA
T3 S 5087H(90.9%) T

i

<Table 1> General characteristics and Learning style of

subjects (N=559)
- . n(%) or
Characteristic Categories Mean +SD
22.2+0.5
Age >20 239(42.8)
<20 320(57.2)
Female 481(86.0)
Gender Male 78(14.0)
Grade Freshmen 205(36.7)
Junior 173(30.9)
Senior 181(32.4)
Religion Yes 309(55.3)
No 250(44.7)
Critical thinking Yes 214(38.3)
class taken No 345(61.7)
Clinical practice Satisfaction 5109.1)
satisfaction Non satisfaction 508(90.9)
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ChaRl| SR

ALY 5R8L FAME(Diverging) 22178(39.5%), A&
%(Accommodating) 18278(32.6%), &3} (Assimilating) 1277
(22.7%), HAW(Converging) 29"8(5.2%) .2 FAalkgo] 7p4
we Aoz el

CHXES HIEHY AlL dekn) QAILSSH

odARe] mjA] Al é?‘%} Hd2 53

, BFE QQWE AWny MY
3, AAel 3.02£0710% 7P Bkt GARRESH
i 53 el 3.58+0.47 0% LERGTKTable 2>,

o] 3.39+0.459]
2Jo] 3.83(x0.56) 0% 7}

=

7| mE H|EH

oA A S SRdel mE nRA Al
) S FEe ) Aol <Table 353 Wk

M Ak A Uoloh AN, B, N W

o

60]:
wet SAHOR folg Aol7k sieh volo] A% 204 of

)\1—0

rslxg o]

204 e]3isl

rslxg EE}

E=30(t=-3.79, p<.001), &

Aol ofS R FA| ERATHE=-4.09, p<.001). F7t $

rlr
2

AgO]

FTUE 7ML Q=

snth 7 o

(t:_o 17, p<. 001) O]/\]—Q—‘/ﬂ:oﬂ \ﬂ— ?:5_ 67—/@0] EU]— ‘6]— ?ﬂ—}\g_\i

vt} =4 delittkt=-3.06, p=.002). 22t} shd, B]dA Aln
W 7 5 SRRl mE vehd Akal gEke Aol

FAROE FelshA ik
volg} QA% B wel SAHOE
204 oal 8] 204

A AE

ks

=]

FUAREY

of Wt

1

==
=y

A )
O A

Aol7} Qlgiek, Volef =

AR A LPE‘r”ODJl(t 248, p=014), YFAH
AT A JERTHE=-3.25,
p=.002). e A, shd, Fu, BRA Aln 3 2 &

<Table 2> Degree of critical thinking disposition and communication skill

s
er

57t Enksst

(N=559)

Variables Mean+SD Actual range Possible range
Critical thinking disposition 3.39+0.40 2.43-4.89 1-5
Intellectual passion /curiosity 3.30+0.68 1.40-5.00
Discretion 3.13+0.44 1.75-4.50
Self-confidence 3.34£0.57 1.75-5.00
Systemicity 3.02+0.71 1.00-5.00
Intellectual fairness 3.65£0.53 2.00-5.00
Sound doubt 3.52+0.56 2.00-5.00
Objectivity 3.83+0.56 2.33-5.00
Communication skill 3.58+0.47 2.00-5.00 1-5

<Table 3> The critical thinking disposition, communication skill according to the general characteristics and learning style

(N=559)
Variables Categories Critical thinking disposition Communication skill
Mean+SD t/F (o) Mean+SD t/F(p)
< 20 3.46+0.38 -3.79 3.63+£0.47 -2.48
Age (1) > 20 3.3340.40 (<.001) 3.53+0.47 (014)
Male 3.55+0.42 4.09 3.60+0.51 -0.44
Gender
Female 3.36+0.38 (<.001) 3.57+0.46 (.660)
Freshman 3.37+0.40 151 3.57+0.48 0.56
Grade Junior 3.44+0.36 (.2'21) 3.61£0.45 (.5'70)
Senior 3.36+0.60 3.47+0.51
Religion Yes 3.38+0.38 -0.17 3.58+0.45 -0.04
No 3.39+0.42 (<.001) 3.58+0.50 (.969)
.. L . Yes 3.43+0.41 -1.92 3.63+0.47 -1.92
Critical thinking subject taken No 3.3640.39 (056) 35520046 (055)
Clinical practice satisfaction Satisfaction 3.40£0.39 -3.06 3.60+0.41 -3.25
Non satisfaction 3.23+0.38 (.002) 3.34+0.56 (.002)
Accommodating 3.38+0.43 3.62+0.49
vy $ile Diverging 3.38+0.66 0.31 3.55+0.46 1.18
Assimilating 3.40+0.40 (.821) 3.55+0.46 (.318)
Converging 3.45+0.39 3.65+0.48
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] mRA Al YEst SAlaEEE s

7 =2 A4 W&% l(=65, p<.001)E H.3ch, X]@‘é
(=51, p<.001), AFA (=23, p<.001), AF17Hr=.53, p<.001)
AA (=48, p<.001), AAEFH (=51, p< 001) ﬁjfz} 3] 9]
A(=27, p<.001), A (r=.50, p<.001)52] H]

S0l ulwA AR A
go] sh-0Ql B A% wEw 44wt g
Aoz ehdth weba A Al 4ge] w255 ot

rEsejo] we Aoz vkt

71 0~1)7F 1.00]8k0]a1, EAFEAIAK Variation

Inflation factor; VIF, 7|5 10 ©|sh7} 108} ZA] gorz

HE HgE deaidde #A4AE gle Ao® Yelth =

3t Durbin-Watson RS B3 FAEHS AT A
] 9

(Tolerance,

19122 A7 SdAdo LERTE kS
A9 i ESE e Fogt of & HBA Al A
(=74, =023, p=.001)3} B|#A] Al Ao aFe”l F
AR 3 A (F=-.15, t=0.05, p=.001)°]TF. & Ao A}
£9 AR F8F 2 H(F=60.63, p<.001)
46.1%°] =S ERT

= Aow
12201

il 83

E.;;“Xq [*h=3

= 9

A= sy AAF el aEAR] AT Y
o] o= AN e dstdE tidow SaRdt
H|A ARDL Aol SALARE wEdl WAE TS ERIF

el eplagsEel JEe vAE 21g fle] A5 Ashat Ams ek
Al F3lTEAE AR A <Table 5>9F Atk 3] ATANE FHoE AWy B A7 gt 543
TS AARP] A, terAds st 43, 3Rk 2 ko] 395% 2 P By, ALY T3, FEEY
<Table 4> Correlations of critical thinking disposition an communication skill
: Critical
. Intell | |f— - .
Cqmmumc thinking nte egtua ) : S.e Systemicity Intellectual SUe Objectivity
ation skill " passion  Discretion confidence ; doubt
disposition o fairness
/curiosity
r (o)
Communication skill 1
Critical thinking disposition  .65(<.001) 1
Intellectual-passion 51(<.001) .81(<.001) I
/curiosity
Discretion 23(<.001) .40(<.001) .17(<.001) 1
Self-confidence 53(<.001) .77(<.001) .67(<.001) .21(<.001) 1
Systemicity 48(<.001) .70(<.001) .48(<.001) .14(<.001) .54(<.001) 1
Intellectual fairness 51(<.001) .63(<.001) .35(<.001) .22(<.001) .40(<.001) .48(<.001) 1
Sound doubt 27(<.001) .61(<.001) .40(<.001) .20(<.001) .32(<.001) .34(<.001) .20(<.001) 1
Objectivity 50(<.001) .66(<.001) .40(<.001) .17(<.001) .43(<.001) .44(<.001) .44(<.001) .47(<.001) 1
<Table 5> Influencing factors to communication skill
Variables B t o Adjusted R? F 0
Constant 0.94 0.15 <.001
Critical thinking disposition 0.74 0.23 .001
Intellectual passion /curiosity -0.02 0.06 .674
Discretion -0.03 0.05 498
Self-confidence 0.03 0.05 529 0.461 60.63 <.001
Systemicity 0.01 0.03 .848
Intellectual fairness 0.08 0.05 .094
Sound doubt -0.15 0.05 .001
Objectivity 0.11 0.04 .005
418 SHREZtS WS35 X 19(3), 2013 8¢



At gE0| SMASSHO| OIX= JE

colgitt ol s digtE e ® & Suliman (2010)9]
AolA Eakgo] 398% = 71 W2 Ry fAE AE
UepRlltl Aol whet /-3 8]&E] xfol= Qo 1heEt
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=2 Z(Gurpinar et al, 2010; Lim et al, 2012; Yang et al,
2012)3 FARITE 221Y Ha (2011)9) Ag-old= sHEE83
3ol o] e HES B tE AFAHRE YEMIGlE
o), olgfst Aap= AT gt ka2 o) Ashy
o= ?:]6']— 5 o]i;ﬁ _1712 u]_EJ—o Z}L-a_*' eike N 9481%
HI-9-3L QAN tdAE tdoR olF A&ste] A

A
2 ek ddshs Ee dgsha gons Syl

Jo
oflt
=
e
o,
Hi
X0
i
rlr
X
ﬂl
o
rO
=
2
flo
:Ftd Of
M @ X J® o oy

g £ X X ob 1o T S

ox
1o
_0|L

=l

o
iy
o o
=)
1
4}“
AC)
05
E

#9o| S5fge] QPHeuE |
WA BAE oldlstn Aud AbaYS

= A7) S Aol AAIASL

o?_’,}:Ojlé&

X

I~
o ol
=]
Ho
L
o my

HlBA Alz A 57 whgel] Hit
339707, 4R 7t sta shge] Haro] 3577 0% YRt
A" (Chaung, 2011)¢} W]t} oRF B} H]S=gE F5=0]3)
th iy 7eAE dide R 3 ATl 36788
(Park & Kwon, 2007)= R W& Z102 Yelsty, & A+
M= dAEE APk dAPE VFOE A%l &

2 >
5 A WEEEE A8 MR A3 A%
Spe). olel ETlsa) (kEAke) BlRA Ak Agel A
o7k LR ol RbEARE P ARG Tk A
g % G
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oM AaR fEsks ALLE TS 9J7]aL o]& AREE
s JHIAR] A ofulshd, WSl Sl JidE e
Eo]4(Choi & Kim, 2007)2 7IX1 glor=z 7t3rhsiye
A Al AEES SR 7= HEko g 7S WS wSdk
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A% 89 99 AeE B AR 383700 7P E= A v

o, AXFPY 3654, AAT 3 3527, A

=2 LIRS N

(ot

5
3343, XA I3/5714 3304, A5 3.1347, AAA 3.02
el o2 Yeuth ks gigAe diide® gk Yoon
(2008)2] Aol M= AR 393, XAHFHA 3.86, ARG 3
°)/d 3.63, ARXIZE 3.55, Al 346, AAER/E71A] 3.45,
AAZ 3.129 o2 et AelA M =2 HFE,
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Purpose: This study was designed to explore the influencing factors on communication skill of nursing students
and to investigate the relationship between learning style, critical thinking disposition and communication skill,
Methods: The study sample was composed of 559 nursing students. Data was collected from Ist to 30th, May
2012 used a questionnaire which included Kolb's learning style inventory, critical thinking disposition inventory,
communication skill inventory. The SPSS 18.0 Window program was used for descriptive statistics, t-test,
ANOVA, Pearson's correlation coefficient, and stepwise multiple regression. Results: Learning styles of subjects
were diverging 39.5%, accommodating 32.6%, assimilating 22.7%, and converging 5.2%. The total mean score of
critical thinking disposition and communication skill was 3.58 and 3.39 respectively. The score of Critical thinking
disposition(t=3.06, p=.002) and Communication skill(t=3.25, p=.002) significantly differed between clinical practice
satisfaction. Communication skill was the most significant predictor and accounted for 41.3% of the variance in
critical thinking disposition in nursing students. Conclusion: It is important for students to use all four learning
styles rather than to rely on one style. There should be more emphasis placed on the development of positive
critical thinking disposition and communication skill of nursing students.
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