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AN £ gAY Ee dEA 7k #idelgti skth Mithell,
Armstrong, Simpson¥} Lentz (Kim, Cho, & Lee, 199701 <&
A2 HeM E 2FFAREC] Nt iy YA oabEE Adke
39 ARl B5Ho)y) e Wi FLY 94ty )
AL ke 9ol Fod &¥d ol He s grh ols} e A dAAEARL AHE JAFTHOE &
o} 59O Z(Hanssen, 2004), AEA V& B, olv|A|, EA, H= GFolmg xAAY Ad JAHEAATE AW 24
e, Ay EYA For7 ELET SitiBallou, 1998). 7t olit} 7&g ojwr Helsty FEdeAel Rty ¥ F
3AF AEE AL 94, &E1F o4F FRRE gt oithBaek, 2005; Choi, 2001). WEpr, LSARE #AEZHo|aL
AEAHTG 7Ned vste] gFo] Had 24% ol 8 =29 oAy A EE BFE] HsidE AA 9
ki AYA = Jle 47 SHAT 435 dEd E 9 Fold dud aEd sEe AL F Sle IH5TE
of B8 FF HEE LIHChi & Yoo, 2001). offs = @l spolt} HEIME haAHe g9e g3 AT
AL AE 350 244 gx39 e 24 84 F. 2 oz, I usAE ke 2RE AAs Fske] A%
o WALEHN, ol HAs] ME AEH A4 HE, A Aol Be wEg FEFPL AFGANMTH L
#H3l9} Mol e THKBack, 2005). LEY, TUIAES A~ g8lol FHKim, 1994). 7457} ARSI FE kAL A&
22 ARThEa Adstm ot AEA A Fleo] BES ko] YA qArEA e ©f "ol o7 o, HUh A%
I 7REAA B53 AFAA Qdelr A& EHE] o su At gy FEAL Aol oA 2 Holn
B Aol otk a#u, k3o deAd B S5 gue) (Baek, 2005). o8} 20l 7kEALe] U <Jabdgo] HEH
A3 2L A3 TSAEY AgHe TN Aol F 7439 #oln AgAHE TR AYEelof sk F
2319, olF HAME TIAL Ale QA AR, FoA9E B o, A8 27 V5E A9 94 92
et ANFA, Fedel dadgd, 53] dFE it A3t gEo] Q& Foz oS AT/ BIAE
24 Y& AR 139 @Yo ARANY Mg, £7]9) ox 3 AFA A& #F AFE A& JNdel g
;o) 751 okdo] QFHTHCh & Yoo, 2001; Hughes & olali(Stewart, Stansfield, & Tapp, 2004), FEZ A-&43 A
Young, 1990; Park, 2006). Hughes® Young (1990)2 7}&9 TALE R AelehA Waesle] IA(Kikuchi & Harada, 1997),
A ALt e 7HEHAe 1hsAbel AR atbEAel ARIEE(Kim, 1994), AFAEAS 77geHee B
93 o|FojxE AoE #ARIE] tidt HIAR A (Moon, 1999)%0] 12w, A4 qaldgel a4 A7+ &
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gelsla A3 tjeks Agshe AXA #F(Jenkins, 1985)
2, B A7 Jenkins (1985)7F s Gdd oxd
7] ZX%(The Clinical Decision Making in Nurs1ng Scale)E
Baek (2005)°] ®HIgkel T gF] SA4¥E AG4E Faid, d
F7t HETE YA YAEA s8] 5& st

lo Jﬂ
PIM

A2l Mok

2 Q7E A a4 QA s 2Reks 34}
# gog dslenz ¢ anel whe QusEd 4
F2 slalo} wk

B Ay 3AKY AR AeAd 93 oAbl 5
o] AAE gotslr| A Aed A4adA Aotk

AEA 24 50088 o3 UA kg
2 gtez sglon, B ATEAY Zosiy
& ?2‘& F 2028 HF PFoE Sl
43 FolHe A ERGE
(Ahn, Ryu, & Park, 2008) ©]&3te] FFFHu)= .05,
A=30, A8 (power)= 802F AET 855 FFH3}
o2 Ads xRS & 4 glok

23

)
o
X
WA

3 eir
J

51

[

Y o2
fr - F;l' rfe

i
e
ol
F{F
o ofl
lo M 1> e

¥

o7 =1

od

o HEA AgA

L3ALY AEA AHE3E F33] ste] Schuizenhofer
(1983)7} 7ikst AE-2 &4 A Z(Schutzenhofer Professional
Autonomy Scale : SPAS)E Han 5(1994)°] g A& AL
stk o] E7E 30T E FAEHYeH, 4 £3e A&
9 o wWEt 1~39 AE UG ABHY FES
3‘:]'7415 Z gAE 105 A glom, 7 52 A

4 108%ele 39 7ISAE, ¢ A% AR 1083
24 TVFeAg, 7P W A 108 3ede 19 VA E 5
Atk o] T Likertd 47 HEZE, b= M3 od Ao
2 PeskA] gerd 1704 e 74—4 olg Aeo® yFT
o 437 AFE FoEgith S HA 60RCA Hi
2407H10|, = AR ARXE TSR] A

J
o:

Mo

275



o

60-1208 7M1 @2 AR 284, 121-18087A= T4
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A GAA AEAL ttest, ANOVAE 241 om, ALE
ZAA-E Duncan test® ©]- &3tk Al AFA AsAT
A AbEA 9] #AlE Pearson Correlation CoefficientE
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(N=202)

Table 1. Characteristics of Participants
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45 vehlth $EE A8 ARE w2 28N 37
80.16 (EZWA 9.26), F7F A-&AJo]l HF 5291 (2}

Table 3. Clinical Decision Making Abilities

7.02), 22 zEAJo] B 26.55 (EFAA} 3.35%Th

(N=202)

Table 2. Professional Autonomy

High autonomy items 63.00 - 120:00 80.16+ 9.26
Middle autonomy items = 36.00 80.00 5291 7.02
Low autonomy items - 16.00 40.00 26.55+ 3.35
Total 120.00 240.00  159.63+17.76

ChAIRIS] QAT SAREY 53

tdAte] AR AlEA Ane BHE 197 EREA
g3 Folgon HEFAL 332 (FF2HA} 0.23)% FFRTt
2 A4E Jeplth sHrEgEEE AR o Ak
22 ARl tist dxgtdelo] FFHHo| 3.40 (FFAA
02930 % M EoH, I thiogye A dg Bt

AR

(N=202)

22.00 45.00 29.90+2.94 3.3240.32

26.00 44.00 34.04£2.96 3.4040.29
flation of new information 183.00 36.00 25.62+2.38 3.2040.29
98.00 148.00 119.79248,32 332023

Table 4. Professional Autonomy and Clinical Decision Making Abilities according to General Characteristics of Participants

(N=202)
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Parpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the correlation between level of professional autonomy and
clinical decision making abilities in clinical nurses, and to provide basic information for promoting competency
nurses in making independent decisions. Method: Data were collected from July 1 to July 18, 2008, and
participants were 202 clinical nurses in general hospitals. Collected data were analyzed using descriptive statistics:
frequency and percentage and Pearson correlation coefficients with the SPSS WIN 14.0 program. Results: The
professional autonomy index for the nurses was 159.63 points. The clinical decision making ability index was
119.79 points. The most highly ranked factor in clinical decision making was search for information and unbiased
assimilation of new information. There was a statistically significant difference in professional autonomy according
to age, clinical experience, and type of duty. Relation between level of professional auwtonomy and clinical
decision making showed a positive correlation. Conclusion: As a results show a significant correlation between
professional autonomy and clinical decision making in clinical nurses, improvement in professional autonomy of
clinical nurses, would be promoted through continuous support and training.
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