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Figure 1.
- . | Description of each factor.

Description of each factor in Forean.
Value orientation 7t 8 7pE AT
1. Social position oriented| 1, Ap3] A52]

value 2. TR A EEe]
2. matetial oriented value| 3. =% F
8. tradition oricnted value A58 AR
Group character 1, e g g2
1. role expectation 2. AFBTAYE AE4
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5. cohesiveness 3 7] eEE
Psychological process AR A A
1. achievement 1. 44
2. openness 2. Mk
3. acceptance 3. Alef
4, autonomy 4, A&
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Figure 2. Description of Interest Test

Description of each factor

Description of each factor
in Korean

Artistic interest -

Music interest

Literary interest
Scientific interest-biological
Scientific interest-physical
Business interest

Political interest
Humanitarian interest
Clerical interest

Qut-door interest
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a2 vhgsh 2}, (Figure 3)

Figure 3. Description

Personality Test

Description of each factor

Description of each factor
in Korean

Ascendancy
Respousibility
Emotional Stability
Sociahility

Total Score

Figure 4. Description

of Test of Self-corcept

Description of each factor

Description of each factor
in Korean

Self Criticism

Total positive Self score
Self identity score

Sclf satisfaction Score
Sel{ behavior score
Physical self score
Moral ethical self score
Personal self score
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Soclal self Score

Total variahility score
Colomn variability score
Row variability score

Distribution score
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Table 1.
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lel A= AZTAY 4

Mean and Standard Deviation of Seores of Home Environment Test and Product-Moment

Correlation Coefficient between Each Factor and Grade Point Average of Professonal Education

in Senior Classes.

(N=147)
Factor of Home Environment Test Mean Percent i S.D. Coefficient of Correlation
Value orientation (713 &) 7] = g4) l
social position oriented value(4}3] /,J,--‘;‘—fT—éll ) 5.05 25—40 2.28 —0, 39 *=*
material oriented value (5-71 7] 8} —%—-P,]) 2.531 5—10 2.14 —0.05
tradition criented value(Z-554]) 31 10—11 1.99 . —0. 04
Group character (713 2] A w4 4)
tole expectation (E-=ef o] 8t of &7 ) 1.97 4— 9 1.71 —0.07
rautual attitede(7FETA 1 A-E 7k =) 6.71 59—40 2.66 —0.11
cohesiveness (7} 2] 72 & 6. 49 59—860 2.81 0.18*
Psychological procesq (e Aea #3)
achievement (4 & 6. 08 41—59 2.64 0
openness (7] W) 7.07 60—78 £.10 0,10
acceprance (&l o ) 7.71 40—41 2.82 0.17*
autonomy (&) 7.59 55—60 2,90 . 0.12
=p(. 05+ =pq0. 01 ‘
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Table 2.

AFsk3A (Table 2)

- Mean and Standard Deviation of Scores of
Interest Test and Product-Moment Corre-
lation Coefficient between Each Factor and
Grade Point Average of Professional Edu-
cation in Senior Classes.

(N=147)
Coeflicient
Factor of Interest Mean 3.0, of .
Correlation
Artistic Int. (A} 42. 68 (H) 1261 —0.11
Music Int, (M) 44,07 (WMD) 12.62 0.12
Literary Int.(L) 45.76(MD)|  10.25 0.08
Scientific Int. (Bs) 38. 60 (M) 17. 37 0.04
—biological
Scientific Int. (Ps) 25.88(M)|  9.64 0.01
—physical
Business Int.(B) 26.65(L) .57  —0Q. 23+
Politifal Int.(P) 3930V 12.01 0.01
Humanitarian Int, ()| 42. 35 (W) 9,71 0,08
Clerical Int. (C) 37.84 (M) 25, 30 —0.09
Out-Door Int.(0) 28. 60(M) 9 58 0.03
H: High
M: Moderate
L: Low
=p<0.06 *=p{0. 01
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Table 4. Mean and Standard Deviation of Scores of Self-Concept. Test and Product-Moment Correlation
Coefficient between Each Factor and Grade Point Average of Professional Education in Senior Classes.
- (N=147)
Factor of Self-Concept Mean ) S.D. ‘ ggg&f;z%; of
Self Criticism (3.C.) 30.69(L) 4.16 —0.03
Total Positive Self Score(T.F.) 313.97(H) 28.71 —0.06
Self indertity score (l) 109. 50 (H) 8,87 —0,12
Self satisfaction score (II) 98.90(H) 9.85 —0.07
Sell behavior score (TII) 106. 00 (H) 10.64 —0.04
Physical self score(A) 62.94(L) 5.99 —0.01
Moral ethical self score(B) 65. 883 (HD) 5.71 —0.17*
Personal self score(C) 61. 90 (H) 8,15 0
Family self score (D) 64. 94 (FD) 9.18 —0.01
Social self score (E) 57.78(L) 8.49 -0.08
Total variability score (T.V.) 41.56 (L) 9,47 0.09
Colomm variability score(C.V.) 21.95(L) 5.35 0.06
Row wariability score (R.V.) 19.54(L) 5.67 0.10
Distrihution score {d) 93. 51 (H) 21:74 —0.17*
#=pl0. 05 ®r==p{0. 01 H: High
L: Low
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—Abstract—

A STUDY ON NON-INTELLECTUAL FACTORS AND ACADEMIC
PERFORMANCE OF SENIOR NURSING STUDENTS

Yoon Hee Kang, R.N.
Department of Nursing, College of Medicine, Korea University
Eun Ok Lee, R.N.

Mae Ja

Kim; R. N.

Department of Nursing, College of Medicine, Seoul National University

The Primary Purposes of this study are to
‘identify the non-intellectual factors which
.are dominant in senior nursing students and
which are correlated at a significant level
with the grade point averages of professio-
nal education.

One hundred and forty-seven senior nu-
‘rsing students were selected for this study
drom among those. who were enrolled in
‘two different higher education institutes for
ithe spring semester, 1972.

Tools and measures used for the study
were home environment test, interest test,
personality test, test of self-concept and
.grade point average of professional educat-
ion. Methods of aralysis were mean, stand-
.ard -deviation ¢f the scores from each test
and Pearson’s product-moment correlation
«coe-flicients betveen the scores and grade
'poiﬁt averages cf professional education.

The major ﬁdings and recomrmendations
obtained from. this study are as follows:

1. Many nursing students show a positive
-attitude toward their family members and
the family itself, and consider their family
‘members as affectionate, reliable, ccopera-
‘tive.

‘2. Facters of home environment test whi-
«ch are positively correlated at a significant
level with the grade point averagés are
«cohesiveness and acceptance, Since nursing

profession puts emphasis on initiative
cooperative and satisfactory interpersonal

" relationship, the above finding seems fa-

vorable.

3. Since the social value of famiily ig
negatively correlated at a significant level
with the grade Point averages, this factor
is cinsidered not very important for suce-
essful nursing education.

4. In interest test, the factor which was
found on a level higher than the norm is
only artistic interest and the factor oa the
lower level is business interest.

5. Business interest is the only factor
which is correlated at a significant level
with the grade point averages, in interest
test. However, low level of the mean and
the negative correlation of this factor show
that the business interest is not & meanin-
gful factor for success of the professional
educarticn.

6. In Personzlity test, the mean of asce-
ndancy belongs to the high level and the
others to the moderate level, It reqguires
further study hecause the mean of ascend-
ancy was not higher in ofher studies as
compared with this study.

7. Responsib@lity is the only factor in
perscnality test, which is positively corre-
‘ated with the grade point averagss. This
factor is recognized as an essential one in
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nursing profession.

8. In test of self-comcept, factors whese

means are relatively high are total positive

self score, self identity score, self satisfaction

score,

self behavior score, moral, ethical

gelf score, personal self score, family self

score, and distribution score.

9. Only

moral, ethical self score and

distribution score are negatively correlated
at a significant level with the grade point

averages.

There is no factor which is

positively correlated at a significant level.
It is suggested that further study be carried

out for measuring self-concept to predict

the academic success in nursing prefession.
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