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22 @k 184 w$ 2%t 639 Likert 63
=2 /dEA] WA A% 412]= Cronbach's o= .68,

91 %1& Cronbach's o .64, ¥ A3 Cronbach’s
o 7001em, & AFdA 4= Cronbach's a
£ .81°1%x WAAE 41F= Cronbach's a& .81,
e}l X1 Cronbach's o .80, ¥4 A3 Cronbach's
o= 710190

2) A&
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310 —i—%‘d‘ﬁu}. PIFATAL DAY 1183,
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alglom AlEHZS Scheffe test® EA181% ).

« ALY, RS QAT 3 A
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Ak

o R EFdEE dEE mAe el

w A 3Ake gl 1917(89.3%), HEH
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o taigAel AT A Es ol dTFdsHd viAE 4 e

DFFATHe 53 el AT 34450 E9
ey 3.034, trlE 3.474, wS/39

aQle
WA 3.44%, ABA/NAE 3,524, A A
347902 ABA/INLE 296] % A v

Wk <Table 2>,

mE UMY, W=zsH

’ [==}
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9 gaaseiol 2o

QA 54 et AAHF, ANEEE 2 9
T

able 3)3 Zt}. @3y

o] ofgpyrrt A EEHE=3.75, p(.00)T L4
Fa5e A(t=2.44, p=015)7} fI3 Bk
Aelggre Ael7k ggich. B 71, gyl

B i e
o] WEoltk 2 Pt S uTh A EEEHE =5,

E

"EO] :LZ% :LE*E]-E 3 ﬂlgiu} 0”5 Pseo] &
oAl E3ka(F=11.49, p<.001), #ALLIEHF=1.03,
p=.359)3 27| Z%HF=1.73, p=.180)< 7t5s}

Table 1. General Characteristics of the Participants (N=214)
Characteristics Categories n(%)
Gender M 23(10.7)

F 191(89.3)
Grade 3rd degree 148(69.2)
4th degree 66(30.8)
Grade point average 4.0-4.5 28(13.1)
3.6-3.9 134(62.6)
3.0-3.5 52(24.3)
Satisfaction with nursing Satisfied 144(67.3)
Common 255(25.7)
Dissatisfied 15(7.0)
Adjustment to nursing Good 74(34.6)
Fair 122(57.0)
Not good 18(8.4)
Interpersonal relationships Good 25(11.7)
Fair 116(54.2)
Not good 73(34.1)

Table 2. Mean Score of Variable (N=214)
Variable Min Max Mean+SD
Attribution disposition 2.21 5.00 3.73+0.46

Internal 2.50 5.88 4.35+0.65
External 1.50 5.00 3.39+0.72
Accident 1.00 5.00 3.48+0.63
Self-efficacy 2.26 4.96 3.20%0.42
General 2.06 4.94 3.18%0.45
Social 1.67 5.00 3.25+0.54
Clinical practice competency 2.27 4.76 3.44+0.47
Nursing process 1.73 4.45 3.03+0.43
Nursing skill 1.82 5.00 3.47+0.53
Education/cooperation 2.00 5.00 3.44+0.56
Internalrelation/communication 1.83 5.00 3.52+0.59
Professional development 1.56 4.89 3.47+0.56
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o tsdjghe] AT A Esgte] ddrdEEd A= 4 e
Table 4. Correlations Matrix Variable
) Attribution disposition Self-efficacy
Variable
r(p)

Clinical practice competency .179(.009) .379(.001)

Self-efficacy .308(.001)
Table b. Factors Influencing Clinical practice competency

Variables B SE B t p R?  Adjusted R? F (p)
Self-efficacy 418 070 .380 5.969 <.001

Attribution disposition 246 062 245 3.967 <.001 .335 315 17.365 <.001
Satisfaction with nursing 187 .060 .246 3.782 (.001

Ae2 Aok vk e H@e o] B o w2
ojert freld zlol= gidTh ilBAE Fo R
2 o] ‘A advh e 93 SEG A9
(F=3.69. p=.027), ¥d5s4(F=17.74, pX.001)
o] frelshAl =A Ykt

WP ANFr=.179. p=.009), 2]
00D freld el dadAE

2 AL ool HFHIAE B
AtHr=.308, p{.001)<Table 4>.
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I} =94 ABAeE -.308~.184= .80 vwt
o8 AME | "]l FRIHUL, FA ¢
(Tolerance)7} .761~.984% (.1 o]/tolx EAL

2 JAAHVIF) 2 1.016-1.3142 1024 2o}
TR EAE Qe Ao yeidt dasd
I A HFEd dg IARNE o 27 s

o 01r vl

N o o2 X

Z(B=.246, p<.001), ALNIEH(B=.245, p.001),
A7 5524 (B=.380, p{.001) drlsE] 7+
& dFacleR Uegton ols WL dT
Holl i3k AHEe 31.5%°10tKTable 5).
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3.73@9&, otel e9le 141751 /\08 354, 944 A
e 3.394, ¥4 A% 3.48He= WH Aol 71
=3t ole HEgAS udez & Kim# Park
(2014)e] A74A7 WA 43 4.409, 94
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BolN AgnEEE Aidle] SHol wel #4dkn F 0 B A7 Aske dadel 43¢ gekUA st Ay
AT 5 ks wasle] B AFeN WE Yol 9 of WEstn o] wE YAE AES Aze Y2
A ot £ S 2] A Aol 2o o Eg, dehge ool Agdoleke Yol 2
Ut 89S HolF Aule g Wgelth BEFde @ AEAE Agom HURS WRE o
A4S ePsta £ Al daxel A7 g% Yo BEES 2a 3sd A3E Add 2
2 7 9 slemz Alasiel # ‘

7} vigo] Hojo} sl oz AT tast o AR 4EAA dEAE 48] Fag
Aol 39 9 AFIt BEE ~Ef~E SR b JdgaoR(Kim & Lee, 2014), rarigAe] =
T ddRETe] A P43 fA0 F-83 Aol NESAE =ol7] 93 e siual Fgo] Bl
g F ooz MRS P gle Zea A7t g Aoz Ayzhet
el o] mAEojok gtk Azt ey 7t WA ddsdsde P 54 ol HE
ol Al AT el tigk Ak MedrrE BA] ot 3.448 22 Leedt Park (2013)9] 3.714 =t} &
Hm =oslrldle Alge] Slomg 3 wiE o g & Ao} B AFe e =75 AMEF Park¥
qATFE B3l Hlwsl & Fart don A&HQ # Kwon (2013)¢] A7elA tatisEe] 3.49%%
Aol Hasirtian 2t £ AR Axelt), FAl 3.66%, AT 3.4182
tdAEe] A7 Ee 53 W] et 3.20% 2 dige] fola w2 AL Kim¥ Hwang
o2 Ztzthey 47 hdS oz 3 Kim, Kang (2014)9] 34 3.484, oi?‘f“ﬂ 3.30% 7} x|},
3} Jeong (2012)9 A7|&Ee4 3.4995c} ¥ A ol HEAQ P 5oz Axe] gl A3y
F2 2 A7 e =TS AKE KimZ Lee Ho} 2Ef A A4S ilﬂ's}xl 2 WA Qo
(2014)9] 3.334% H|s=g FEE e, B AF et AnE & 4 vk WdATY shel 82l Fol
o} 22 shdel tauigAe dde® 3 Kimd A dRIFA/QARE o] 3528 R J1Y ESkm
Park (2014)¢] A7|&%53 3.00%, 23hdFH 370 Ztey’ 99de] 3.03¥e® s WAl Vel
shde] Ztsthshle i e® @ Kim, Cho, Ra%t o+ Kim¥ Hwang (2014)¢] AEZ A g9 4
Park (2008)¢] 2.87 Xt} &g FFolit). o3 F7b =4 Uehd Axele b2 Aoy 1tmay
Ade A& 3 = 2, 3hd 3t Aol gdo] v Jehd Aol dA3} Chaung
2o =ofsldle Tt YA 2] g5k oY (2011)% Kim¥} Park (2014)¢] dA7olXe 7153}
aQlel HuAgor vehde 719 Ale] @delm ol @] YA vehded oz Ade HE ¥
Z(Bandura, 1977) #o|7} slckar AZb=n, Aghd PEo] AAEI|E(EMR) Alxgles Walshe 3
Hrh whder] PG & 2 BEGS wn A= s Al ksl tealy 28-S #Ed
Applgo] AstEo] 27| fEito] HoldE Aoz A 7187} A ofy] 7R AR ol f2 gl
ZHeo}, A3 2% YRR B YT gl o] Foix]7)
Utz EAo] wE A i SdAdAe] S witol] Ag wak s ARl o]gH o taw)
FE, k58l 28-S AASE, AV 5545 P& Aestn e A4S g3t B 5 Qo 1
A7 |EEAe BEe =gy AR felsiA gL A APgstal Ag, A, Brkeke s
eksta WAl A%, st wehs A% BAA e dgeoz EAlsA s aEH 2ASES
o2 Fole EA veiEth A|Eete oW A% He HZ WM gFshe dPE ZE EApL
g dux e P AeHez s d 5 ik 7] $lsl ztsdige] ZiHor & Fag eQlow
= MAAQN Adeg, A 9 AP e A BANATES AT a2 Qe ey 539
4L 53 F2 I4¥e Ao Z(Bandura, 1977) 3t sEo IS AT v ddG @ 2ol F
s WHEShe A9 A|Eeel A JEiEtE et ety et wa 7tsshye] Ut
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ABSTRACT

Effect of Attribution Disposition and Self-Efficacy on Clinical
Practice Competence of Nursing Student

Kim, Su Ol (Graduate School of Nursing, Ewha Womans University)

Kim, So Myeong (Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, Yeungnam University College)

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine the influence of attribution
disposition and self-efficacy on clinical practice competence of nursing students. Methods:
A descriptive survey design was used. Participants were 214 nursing students who were
collected using a structured questionnaire. Data were analyzed by frequencies, t-tests,
ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficients and multiple stepwise regression via spss win 21.0.
Results: The total mean score for attribution disposition was 3.73+0.46, self-efficacy was
3.20+0.42, and clinical competence was 3.44+0.47. Clinical competence is significantly and
positively correlated with attribution disposition (r=.179, p=009) and self-efficacy (r=.379,
p{.001). In a multivariate approach, predictors included explained 33.5% of variance in
clinical competence. Significant predictors of clinical competence were attribution disposition
(B=.245, p{.001), self-efficacy (8=.380, pC.001), and satisfaction with the nursing (8=.246,
p{.001). Conclusion: Development of an effective intervention program is needed to
improve nursing students clinical practice competence, attribution disposition and attribution

disposition of nursing students.

Key words : Nursing student, Self-efficacy, Clinical competence
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