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test), —ikth#ik# (personality test) W H#k
A # (lest of self-concept)d] .LIEGES 7
By o] BIRRELS] el o}
i) OS] HeE
a. Dunkhdr

o] WFgtl A fHR k¥ e HYRd 9
# Azt 9 gL Aol o WEEMKS &
#He oh&sk A

Ffinf) FUOk(Aqartistic interest)

Fraef) B(M:music interest)

By Fink(L:literary interest)

44 B8Ry SUsk(Bs:scientific interest-biol-

ogical)
e flE2ay  §isl(Ps:scientific interest-phy-
sical)

Er#ERy Fiok(B:business interest)

BLiARy #sik(P:political interest)

it €k Bsk(H:humanitarian interest)

BHEy BEsR(C:clerical interest)

By #sk(O:out-door interest)

b. —BERGE

A 4 A P R gEE £
Ratgder 2 mEHEEE AMel BELEES
& vrted g4 JM BES S ot
A H & ¥EH(AEH : ascendancy), FHEH:
(REHA : responsibility), ####y RZHEEER:
emotional stability), itzcH:(SER:sociability),
gl #8EL(TEL : total Score, HEMR—HER)] el

c. BRESEHE

A449 BRESHEES FAsdeH o
= BB BHREE(A:physical self score),
EER HBREEE(B:moral ethical self score),
HRE B3EE(C:personal self score), FEE
B gHE (D :family self score), it®H B
HEB(E:social self score,) BREA—EBE(:
self identity score), BIFAEE(T self sati-
sfaction score), BRITENELE( :self behavior
score), MEBBETEE(TP:total positive self
score), KEEBEEBLE(T. V. total variability
score), HMAUEHBEER.V.:row variability
score), ARy BEELE(C.V.:colomn variability
score), BEIFHEBE(S.C.iself criticism) %
o fBhB(d:distribution score)e] e},

ii) BB
—, =, ZBEa A B#e —BREERE
(general education), #igh#lE(supporting sci-
ences) 2 HFA8(FH (professional education)e.
2 p4pslden AE 3B BE 2B, CE 1Y,
D& 08, F& —1Eo= E®sldd.

2. # R

o] TR s 197284y —BiEd] AL
B BHAR BHEH $5% = mes
BE 2R 24084 BBy on —EEL KB
A8 Bffe]l glome ¥ Bskelch

3. # ¥

Z RS HRgEEGA 4408 ke g
HBLE BES 94 Eed #ls AL
#A 5% #EFE(Total Grade Point Average),
—REEHTFS ZEUG.P.Aof general educ-
ation), #§EIEIEES] ZELG.P.A. of supporting

sciences) % HFIHEFE(G.P.A. of professi-
onal education)o] £},

4 BERERE 2 @#x

BREREE & WRES BEHDET £ &
ERM el 197248 45 38 Y| 10F Aol
o & 8ol ¥/t WEREMS RELS BT
g At ZAXE WPt sge] T
Ve Az srygch & BER e KA
T A Ggon A4 A AL gl
718§ Ao @SS EHH o

5. $tEFRE

FRinE, —BREBRE Y BRELREY &
RES RBE Bio| §i8471< e BERE
8] AsA| & Pearsond BAHBRE(Product-
moment correlation coefficients)® 4F&3he]

4 B gk},
I. #% % BE

1. #BE pao] MBENX S BRARY Hik
mEel ML AMER
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e MRS FHEY R(Table 1—a):

Toble 1—a. Product-moment correlation coeffic-
jents between grade point averages
and scores of interest test in soph-

omore class

(N=83)
Tor—LA Total | GE. | sS. | PE.
AGL #) .030 | —.046 |—.082 .052
M(& D) 020 .032|—.225% | ~.194
L(E %) 003 | —.011]—.160 | ~.015
Bs(2 &) 273 .00z | .367¢ .11
Ps(E43+e) 205 .o061| .243¢| .15
B4+ <)l —.087 | —.164]|—.169 | —0.044
P A)| —.145| —.2674—. 144 .082
HGA 8) 238 L1651 124 .036
c  ®) 052 .098|-.048 | —.127
0% %)| —.004] —.035|~.114 | —.073

*=P<L. 05 *=P<.0L

& 4pEEs ALY BfRE = BEHuma-
nitarian)dl Fsk7} @& Bio] MPE(total
grade point averages) G4 EkeMr=.273
and .238, p<.05).¢0]l = BHEEE ALR% WM
EREY tHikes vel £9HEd Heksl W
I o] #ENA Kife ¥ B¢ EKIE
AEEtEe] wor] ERIEESE FHHEe oe
9} AEEREIE) HBE 4 At BRe)r] = fo
B Bl § RAWOR Heol o LB ABE
o] 7H& #Hol et

—EsEd) A BT BE B —REBEEKE (ge-
neral education)e] =i ¥Jtelx zrh 1S 1EF
Bt v ERRERS hUx ddon £E
£, BUAERE, SREEd Mfslc de B
o Ek(Political)7} ¥-& £4:-& {EPRe] ¥k
tHr=—.267, p<.05). Burgesse} Duffey®»¢]
HREHERANA v (B Hekel Flol ¥y H
k7t B8 Edo]l BEREE EFsldn BR

Sgew o)v AHRES BR 2 £2RT A

ol = EEMo] Bl BRY EFEW, HF
BE 9 HEHk Aok g7l @l fe] ohds}
23 ZA3tel,

—B4Ed A B3 fshEE(supporting scie-
nces)d] W XE-L EEE8olme EHEE H
BR7Y B B4l WBMMEBENE F Fah=

L2€7, p<.0]) B &FH E HBRE Y& 2

£x WEHEEREel FA (r=.243, p<.05)
e AL 2de BRY shlldh 8y g
T Rkl BE-S WBIHEEEC] Jmy)
VebgteH(r=—.225, p<.05).

—E 4 A & HF98% (professional educati-
on) =3 HifRs = HR) “HAB 289 A
VA gor e BekiEY oL HlkdE FEM
FARMGAE Vel A Xeste ALeE nith

b) ZB&B8g e RIRREY i 8
7= el BERZEIS HNREE HEYL &£R
(Tablel—b):

Table 1—b. Product moment correlation coeffic-

ients between grade point averages
and scores of interest test in junior

class.
(N=75)
ToS A | Total | GE. ] sS. | PE.
A —.141 | —.121 | —.268% —.103
M ~.174 | —.169 | —.258% —. 234+
L —.113 | —.093 | —. 2554 —.226¢
Bs 103 | .095] —.095| .125
Ps .307** | 256% —.029 . 100
B —.236% | —.143 | —.148 | .183
P . 259* .086 | —.071 174
H . 405*% .057 | —.162 .137
C L376%% (122 | —.063 .000
O L331%%| 146 | —.003 .173
*=pL.05 = pl.01

YEY, {LBH HRERY Y HEH R
ek(Ps), ARDRETL]l BARSlE oeisbA  iEEl
FAgE SEsk(H), Higo BifR=l+ B8l BT A
R(C) R EEpgel v TielAY e FEN
gt JsR(O)7 B BEL mrEv AN
3 Zgrh(Ps—r=.307 p<.0l; H-or=.405,
p<.0l; C-r=.376, P<.01;0-r=.331, p<
01,

Johnsonz} Leonard®s] BgcisE e fHel
kol Bo Bas H Fokol AL gl
BERREE EHsE BRIE —5 —Fetn
—I HET Rl

oo m EEEE, BUAER B SikiEHel W
sk(P)7F gl EBgx MIAFEe] Eytohr=.25
p<.05). vk @M % wEe EHEN
ol gl Bho Rite B wach
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{r=-—.236, p<.05).

—BEBE L _BEx) g el =84
240 BEBECT RRERSY] ke “84E
B —BFd A MRS 28 i
By ksl BeTE —BREBEHETFE =
th(r=.256, p<.05). “EB4E7lx| o] FhrhRIEA(S.
S)e -1 WEES 4% HEH MY
FHo =z Bl ol B EMMY Hsk(A), TF
efy AskM) 2 ZCEBry Bok(L)ek B AEKE
RS Vel oHA-r=—.268, p<.05; M-
r=-—.258, p<.05; L——.255 p<.05).

ZEBEAR o HMEEPR.E )L HiEma B
BEoRA TBg B —BYE Rl HkE
Hx=te] BFREEGA A ebadstxl 2 ES AHRERS
HRE Ve = BRe glgdon BHM)z) 52
(L ARyt g BEATE HFIEEFE]
dokef(M—r=—.234, p<.05; L—or=-—.226,
p<L.09). o] R A 19654 5} 19664 Univer-
sity of Kansas Medical Centers] F#EKEd)
ABE BLEEAAA bt @RS ERVL
Q4P HPEEFFES 8 R Fid He
Eukslel B HERMARE EREMEE MO
o] 9 BETe] WMoz o 2Fd 2L
BERE ZA =4RiA, ohiwd AvA e
“He EMAEEY gl Tad ez #E
Rk,

¢) MNEBfEERg: 0| FiskinZel HiEsl =85

Taeble 1—¢. Product-moment correlation coeffic-

ients between grade point averages
and scores of interest test in senior

742 8] B  HEMARE MEsr A
(Table 1—c) :

—BEEEEY AT, @PEEd JqFi
2l BFEESY 20 A E RIEY RS B
th ol R Bkl gl BEIS4E P
o] wrortl(r=—.289, p<.01). o] #HHE 94
Burgesss} Duffey®e] R} 2874 gddch

olv] st BHEA M M-S =1 B8
o] ol s B 45 F3 RBELA FH
o] Eskulo] HEAY MMRMMRE 2k
gk mkyl wo A B4 —RHEHES
gl E3(r=.217, p<.05) o+& #WEyRERe]
1 HEMEEY FEE #3eHS.S. —or=-.219,
p<.05; P.E.—»r=-—.328, p<.0l).

—RBEHE S vt B3 MUEBERE S
o wi¥t ksl gow B HIEHE =
ke (r=.770, p<.01).

BFigE S 2 B By UBHEBELEEL
Efkel HFIZERMAS #o HMMRGC=—
.328, p<.Ol)e)] gl3 o} E o] HBkE IE®
BRI 9l Aol ¢le] Burgesss: Duffey®
o] BERAE g4 28/ d9d.

2. 2BERE0] FBENK S BERHKD HEkR
O] #41io] HERGRH

o, 5, U0 e BE 24049 BEREST #k

wEARY] HMREE BEHig #HR(Table 2):

Teble 2. Product-moment correlation coefficie-

nts between grade point averages and
scores from interest test

class (N =240)
_ (N=82) — T _
reeiSPA | Total | GE. | S8 | P.E. m Total | GE. | 85 | P.E.
A —.289% 217 | —.219% —.328%« A | —.110 030 | —.189%¥| —.06¢
M —.110 | .770%4 —.080 | —.174 M | —.065 L1720 — 183%% —, 174%*
L —.007 |-.168 | .035| .012 L | —.041 | —.077 | —. 144% | —.079
Bs J112 | .031 138 | .054 Inter-| Bs | .135%| —.014 | .136%| .064
Ps 168 | .070 740 139 est Ps | .200% 098 .106 .128%
B —.158 |—.237% | —.184 | —.120 test | B J141% | —.158% | —.155% 1 .012
P .073 |—.092 | .037| .086 P .105 .002 | —.098 127+
H 186 |—.087 | .087| .166 H 252+ 047 .003 | .078
c .095 | .029 | .030] .215 I .116 .023 | —.005 | —.061
0 .027 | .017 | .o000| .106 | o .093 .013 | —.019 ' .036
¥= p .05, = P, 01, *= p<0. 05, **= P<0.0}.
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WyRFHE(Ps) s+ ARGIGEHL] BifRE = Z8HD
ol okl W2 B4ol BMAFRE wod HE
shatsl Aol Feisb we d4Y FULAE
ZFA el (Bs—r=.135 p<.05; Bor=.
141, p<.05).

—EBHEHFY TR TM Fsk(Me E
2} HERER(r=.172, p<.01), HHFEH HFokel
£ EMRRA S r=—.158, p<.05). ©%
T4 EBERS HERY HAE: BRI
BURHEETF RS B4R Eq) HEink(Bs)st B B4
ol A Foka(r=.136, p<.05) FEH Fd
]k Eekol= 1% KEE A o] HBARMFRG S
o TRy Bk W EHER ksl 5% KiEd]
A B9 HEmMAfRY HA—>r=—.189, p<.0l;
M—r=—.183, p<.0l; Lor=—.144, p<.05
3 Bor=— 155, p<.05).

HPEBENA T DWEFEDs)I Y £EEE,
BUREE B SrEidd BB B8P o
e Bkl v BaY KHe ERFYPs
—r=.128, p<.05; P—r=.127, p<.05) &
ol Esksl gl B BFHE ddtHr=—
.174, p<.ol).

NSRRI Bfrsl= &8l o Fitke BEE
FigEe 8 FEN E HRMET ¢
Aoz MR BT, —REEEE. B
HES] ot MR g o= FER
3} 1% KEANA HER ES ME Qs =
.252, p<.o0n).

Burgess$} Duffey® s HF5g&e 8 it
Bt |oke)l olF-3 AEBMMMA/ ¢
32 BEBEEAA o)A kel Utz AAst
R A3 B o] FHEES RIEHE
Ea@fua g8Est 917 =l Fojet A A
o, '

t

1 e

¥ ofn ofr

3. FBREREL] HBRENX|2 RERKD ki
;e #ELS| AMAY

a) "L BERETES HEaEY
FetEote HBAME W FFR(Table 3—a):
Bl Ry e (emotional stability)
wkol 1% K#elA £ HBMKRES ndo

(r=—.296, p<.0l). o] Xotalélm ZAA

Table 3—a. Product-moment corrclation cceffi-
cients between grade point averages
and scores of personality test jn
sophomore class

(N=83)

Tor—EA | Total | GE. | ss. | PE

A -3 | -7 —.152"l ~.085

R 04 | —041) L1270 o2

E —.296%  .006] .168  .022

S —.023 | —.143] —.058 —.007

T 052 | —.118 .031‘ —.012
*p=<.05. = P 0L

Zo]l B Tlo] BEBE /M BE v} g
o] ;% %L fRE 71# -2 Johnsons} Leonard
¢ e FRHA JE RRel
Yerkes-Dodson Lawt AL EZM&G/ U
FRe pREMMRERE bl Eatel o &
EAY ol F H¢ o BEIEB X3 Hdg
R FH2EY D BEEES 1R ulag
+ BRdAE HES SRANO.
b) Z8eBLY BERKTRET #HREEY
HiEste] HMARE Byl S o (Table 3—b):
Table 3—b. Product-moment correlation coef-
ficients between grade point avera-

ges and scores of personality test
in junior class

(N=75)
oG PA- Total | GE. | 8S. | PE
A .226% | —.018 | —.179 | —.048
R L571%% . 275% —.010 .214
E L195 | —.051 | —.151 | —.040
S .303*% —.063 | —.226% —.023
T 439+ 033 | —.205| —.0I5
*= p<. 05. = p<. 01

T Bl v FEER), LEE©) ¥
BEBR(T)0] £& BEL GARFAE HY) F
S FEHEA)N] L BEE Rl Fu
(R-r=.571, p<.01; S-r=.303, p<.0l: T
—r=.432, p<.0l; A-r=.226, p<.03).

A4 wEY BERS MR Wil BRYME
WA & SEEER Q& ARdA EREH 1E
& FfEREo] el ok gk Abgrol 42.8%, MY
Po] glolof stk Abgho] 36.1%24 =HE B
Fact E7 veh 208 Q¥ 238 vl wal



W $18 BRe B4R Bigd Bl Ay
pednel MRS BUMS 8T ekl 2
Blo] BERHAA ¥ ol BEBEALR
AE RIE & Zlolehe #mS ZA o

—BRBREE S T ZBER4ED F{IE
BEY B4 RERERSE R gr=.275,
p<. 05).

W28 EEEsS JdX HEEoes e
WEPEIERGS.S)S Z3ksl e a9 M
FARRERE vhebdl o r=-.226, p<.09).

ZBgnx EiEd ARG HPEEY BE
Be ERS oiw 3 BRI HENEMBR
7t gk g7 AE EREFIHES BEEY
imageg §-AA71A Estdr) & ol HIRER
s AT el 42 Aoz nqlnh

o) MNEBERL S BERES MHERESY B
FAFRERE ETHE 3 &= (Table 3—c):

Toble 3—c. Product-moment correlation coeffic-

ients between grade point averages

and scores of personality test in
senior class

(N=82)
GPA.
ot Total | GE. | ss. | PE
A —.109 | —.273* | —o74 | —.202
R A31%| 306 .384%+ 366+
E 219¢ | .18 | .202 | .18
s .05 | —.168 | .078 | .069
T 213 [ —.026 | .216 ! .090
%= P<. 05. =P 01

FET B REMR)E ZEFA A 2ol 1%
Ki#EA A Y MRS 29 o (r=0.431, p
< ODIFRHRER(E)E ZBFA A e RER
5%K¥EAN A ES EMBARE w9 M r=0.219,
p<.05). o]olzte] {ZERfEA A HO] MHMRE
Bole BHE, e FRAY HMMKT Sl E
HEe] REEJ 2z 245 EY HEMRE
Bol: AL BET 4 EE, #EhY EE,
BEHEY ZRE JAnb Kife] ¢ =e}
il K#s 24538 2Ad = 1 FHEe|
g Aoz yalr

RS MPEA A ) oh]el —BEEH
B, WEHE 2 HMEEY FRSE 1% KiE
A kY HEMBIFRE nel=2A(GE.—r=

.306,p<.01; S.S.—r=.384, p<.0l; P.E.—
r=.366, p<.0l) ol BEEHEL WIMos R
Eot7) B BB ikolsln B ek

WehEiEs FMaEd FEs HEREA A
A 2 BHERS EE ook

4. 2B5B4&S WMBENKIS] BEAMRED (8
#O| Hute] AMES

ZpEl4E B o] MBS MR ER -] HHRE
RECE EHEF L @l(Table 4):
Table 4. Product-moment correlation coefficien-

ts between grade point averages and.
scores from personality test

G.P.A. -
Total | G.E. S.S. P.E.
Psy. test
p A . 081 —.027 | —.187%%—0.035
erson-
ality R .335%% | 160% .113 0. 146*
E .026 . 069 .018 0. 060
Test S JA31*% | —.056 ] —.115 [—0.001
T .256%% 043 | —.067 0.054
#=pPL.05 **=PL.01 (N =240)

M BERC] €45 BFRE 3%
= (R—r=. 335, p<.01; T—r=.256, p<.01) #t
s BTEs AR £ ERMRE 24
tHS—r=.131, p<.05). HEHL B2
B ' RFGA ] FE E  HEEMGR
£ 3. TEHEA) o] BT BEYTE WY
BEREe] B2 A2 Vel r=-.187, p
<.01). Adamss}t Klein®®-& FEEY: HiRiEE
o] T NEEEL Sl BEREL MRitiol
Bl FEHEe) FHelvhe HHRd 499 28
vl EHREAANE 1 HEERe] Fl= HFIEF
el v REES HFESE Aoz velgeh

5. §RERLS] WMBENX 2 BREKI BRE
SRES o] EMEAK

a) TE8MF Bao pURTES BRIESKES

HEteste] HBIREE HHE Y #R(Table 5—a);

ARFHEBK.c)7E ot HTBEAYCI AV
A& & 24d vebidn EBSHse

BEISS REB] ¥4 vehgthr=—.468,
p<.0D). =23 MARHERETP)} Sot &
2Hgd de HEmeln BEE Mgz 2



Table 5-—a. Product-moment corrclation coeffic-
jcnts betwean grade point averages
and scores of test of self-concept in
sophomore class

Toble 5—b. Product-moment correlation cocffijc.
ients between grade point averages
and scores of test of self-concept
in junior class.
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Table 5—c. Product-moment correlation coeffic-
ients between grade point averages
and scores of test of self-concept in
senior class

(N=82)
Too P A | Total | GE. | 85, | BE.
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Table 6. Product-moment correlation coeffici-
ents between grade point averages and
scores from test of self-concept
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= Abstract=

Study on Achievement of Nursing Students—Relationship between Psychological
Test Characteristics and Academic Achievement of Nursing Students
in a Baccalaureate Program—

Eun-Ok Lee and Mi La Lee

Nursing Department of Medical College, Seoul National University

There is an urgent need to improve the tool predicting success or failure of
academic achievement of nursing in Korea so as to identify as early as possible
those students who should receive special instruction and to imp.rove screening
procedures for admission of nursing.

The main purpose of this study is to identify the correlation between the grade
point averages of courses learned and their psychological test characteristics in
a baccalaureate nursing program.

All 240 students, except freshmen, enrolled in Nursing Department of Seoul
National University in the spring semester, 1972, participated in this study.

All of the subjects completed the psychometric tests such as interest test, per-
sonality test and test of self-concept. Total grade point averages, grade point
averages of general education subjects, of supporting science courses and of pr-
ofessional education subjects were used as performance criteria of the students.

Through the calculation of product-moment correlation coefficients between the
test scores and four grade point averages of each class and of total subjects, the
following findings and recommendations were obtained.

1. There was so much variation in characteristics of interest test correlated
with academic achievement of nursing students in each class.

2. Since the school objectives, curriculum and teaching strategies may affect
predictive efficiency of characteristics of students’ interest test, interest test must
be utilized in a homogeneous group in order to predict school achivement.

3. Characteristics of interest test positively correlated at significant level with
total grade point averages of all subjects were scientific interest-biological, scie-
ntific interest-physical, and humanitarian interest. Scientific interest-physical was
the only characteristic positively correlated at significant level with total grade
point averages and grade point averages of professional courses.

4. There were various patterns in characteristics of personality test correlated
with school achievement of nursing students by class paitern and personality
maturation as they progress toward higher classes.

5. A characteristic of personality test, responsibility, is in high positive corre-

lation with academic achievement in the upper division of classcs.



6. Responsibility was the sole personality factor positively correlated at signif-
icant level with total grade point averages and grade point averages of nursing
courses in the total number of students.

7. There were very different correlation coefficients between characteristics of
self-concept test-and academic achievement according to the type of each class
and type of courses they learned.

8. Characteristics of self-concept test positively correlated at significant level
with total grade point averages and grade point averages of nursing courses of
all students were physical self and row variability. Those who have positive
concept on their own physical status and who are dificient in self-concept were
higher in total grade point averages and grade point averages of professional
courses than other students.

9. Scores of professional courses offered in freshmen and sophomore classes
were in positive correlation with limited number of characteristics of psychological
tests. In pursuit of a tool predicting successful academic achievement of nursing
students, their G.P.A. during the junior and senior year of nursing will serve as
the more reasonable criteria.

10. Junior students of this school were in higher positive correlation with
many psychological factors than other classes.




