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A HEF ol FelYT Y =R 24 Y

el AdsE 99 FduHoz
g olE el Al AT AR AdA ®
93 o2 % QTR weld AANE Pxseln
AZEgrems 4 Wrksolol @th(Park et al.,
2002).

A Aol & 4
Bo] Fhseht 1 F 9% BT

o] 9ol o AA: YtH(Tepperman et al.,

= et S SR,
= Adejsta edis B SR,

of
N
TJ

1984). < HEFF AT AFEo] o WHA
olFofA I ot HEF e ALE 9 A7
AFE Mg AFolBR Fawcett(1999)7F Al
C-T-E FZ(Conceptual-Theoretical-Empirical
Structures)oll gt o]& 47} HrPPPoa o 2E
A gl JQrke it HEF A A8EHe FAY
Bl A=l tigk A7 @Ee] o] Fold Favt
SAtka £t

Fawcett(1999) & tsd77F &% /9y 2d&
SAR o] ATE Al HER, ATE AEA
dolu} ol WEFe] AEFoRA A4 Y
set AAAe AL el ATE £ ol
o] WrAolmE AT AF g D (AT 3
o4 Ao AHE Skl A, o] BA, AUA 7=
o oJstel A md o2 % AFsle] BAE A
oz wase] B3 A7 AAYEL FEBAD A7
shgroA skm Yl Bk & & Qo) A7
2

Heb B ATE ¥EF o|AdyZEade A
o8 Agele] AYFA ABPAI} A9 AA Kol
AZstu ARE oledF APl 4Es
HALERY] =72 Fawcett(1999)7F AAIg C-T-E
TS Agde A3 g, APPRR WA L
49 9d 7xe =S FASE, BrIEA <)
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B AFE AVpEFEA] AR E A
olxdtza ade] FiE HAZsuAt AEEH o]
AT-E Fawcett(1999)7} AA& C-T-E F+x
ATAG T o2/ T elA] LAY
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Bandura(1997)¢] A7 &5l &%
T2 433 Bak(2003)9 =&&
Al&estgek B = Fawcett
C-T-E Fz° wte} @A 24& Al
2 =dekr. =9 C-T-E 72

=RRAg e

(1999)7P AAE C

P8 F CTE 72
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2. =g A

A ad Bak(2003) <]
2ago] A7 EFale AFE Yk
@A) WA EFelTh Bak(2003)¢ =L 2

skl thest 2o
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i

) Ao 84
1’4 % (stroke) 2 $EUetillr A1E 1915 2R3
i ‘3\)\—“:— AR F3d| ol2AE= g w§
vkt 71N A Aldo] &g WA Aot}
=y 1455‘%—% oe Ay gy vad AP ecle]
iz da AELRlS ogAl Z Helstite] met
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1. ® 1=HA - JHE =kl (Identification of

Concepts)

C-T-E 72&49 3 WA W= d7E olne |
He ZRletn Ao AH8d AdRde JidS glst
= Aot MdAd g IRIskA] X3k 1 =79
A, ABA, A JEE e ALsiA F3h



AF7F FHAESE HriEs wE ¢ glenw Fingd
< B AEA Bl AHgS ERlsta AAHoR #
Aok @rh(Fawcett, 1999). webd Bak(2003)2]
= F daEs gy JIE2Yd g4 Rde
st e NEE ol #A4th

1) 7137 =4l 7i1d (Concept of Conceptual
Model)
Bak(2003)¢] <17+ Bandura(1997)¢ #7|&%
o|2A FEHUL, NFdH 2d Ade Ar|EF A
AARAZE, daAd, do14 A5, A4 - A4 4

), 784 9, FaEE B9, 59 A9

2) A9 o]&9 /Y (Concept of
Middle-Range Theory)
=l A *}*‘-’*54 FAS] ol 29 /i

A,

-

]

>
M—l

%

ol Hd o (K

o rr & U fo

3=
=TT

2. M 22tA -
(Classification of Concept in the Middle

e ol29 74
Range Theory)

CTE 72 @48
(Middle-range theory)2el 7
Z b 24 JsAE VxR
el o3 EF/= Kaplan(1964)9]
HEFAA &2 7153 A dAHe
Weber(1970)8] ©o]&HolA #& 7153
Moz B/t

A e AddA =

el A

2, Willereh

1

R

FaeEne A A5d Als

SRSl 29] Ade] drk(Fawcett, 1999).

2% 7Fs7del €13 TRE Dubin(1978)d 2|3}
Wzl el ZAE P4 (variable) ¥ #4973 (non
variable) 22 WM, FH %2 (schema)S AT
(enumerative unit), “4&&9] (associative unit), &
A (relational unit), BAIT] (statistical unit),
%39] (summative unit) 2 FHE}

Bak(2003)9] w=wd Yehd FRgel&e] /MdE
T AT A, A7RAAE, A e AHA

N

T

s

olm 7HARl #AAR 7 H2F F ' Mg of
AR 2 =pde] Ao BEE £ 7] wEd
Kaplan(1964)°] A&7 Willeret Weber(1970) <]
ol o] o #F s FAMEeR BREL ®
&k Dubin(1978)2] % 7eAel wEhA] o] gL =

q5‘]7} el WSS wkdsly] witel 74 (variable) &
FHH, H4 3s Y /R AFasoln
gt EH”Z]'#«] TAF7E BAGL Heg A
A= EREY. HEF oRfdizZEafe
(1964)9] A&A= Wﬂlerg} Weber(1970)<]
o oJs &2 Jhsd Ad EREH, 437
BE, dox dx5, "gﬂﬂ - AMA s
TAslaL 9 ZRago|mg JPHA (variable) &2

FEH Fehdeldl sFdErKTable 1).

i3
B

Kaplan

o] &
EH
©

713
=,
4é—4

r{mkmﬂ

3. M 3EtA ¢ "o geln 2/ (Identification

and Classification of Propositions)

1) Md= =de] B4 (Proposition of
Conceptual Model)
Bak(2003)9] +=%& Bandura(1997)9 A&%

ORL V2E AEEALS T3 HEZ o|xjdut

zZzgdo] ArpEEFE SRke] A7REZ ALekAn A
A EA 3z Wl wXe &7k F3F HHolES A
F3t7] el EAE HAL #AAL HAES ARSI
A 1, 2, 5, 6 & /EA =Y Jide] EXgES

(Table 1> Comparison of schema for concept classification

Schema Classification of observability Measurement characteristics
Concept Kaplan Willer & Webster Dubin Variability
7 oAz a3 Observable term Observable Summative Variable
A7F7 YL Observable term Construct Enumerative Variable
4788 ® Observable term Observable Enumerative Variable
A Es Observable term Construct Enumerative Variable

,19,



(Table 2) Conceptual model proposition

Propositions Classification
O _ U Existence
1. 271 &5l 8Y M2 A E5AY, MY QA 84, Fd== @9, Ag=2 F49r)
statement
2. A1E% Ago 444, e, dold A4S, HEH - FAF Ju2 FHED. Exdstence
statement
3. AV1E5S) AozRe Qe U UAH PHE AR ALAAE Amata A 9T . Relational
statement
4. A SEUE o9 BRI 59l B Ao ofHATL B13ksh Al F2T FE v, felationa!
statement
. = = o - Existence
5. BARE L dAFTY BAE AF3H R FYPFoIN S 2 He AFAR] AP Aot Lot ¢
statemen
6. tEAE2 H&E g e UE AREY A3E %S TEs A9 4 B & & e A Existence
78S o)}, statement
7. HEAEge 2ddd o tglddeg Mle] Aste BdlRe] fAMd, IAFAAE, R tigk Mol Relational
JgS Y. statement
8. oJA HE2 AIE0] ARlo] afrdt 58S FHHCRE L § TS A5 FraEe A Relational
A SRS o]t} statement
9. /ML I 2EH 2R Qe AAA 2] el mhat AAle] FEo] tigh svo] YEiiitt Aeld - FA A Relational
71 el AE A%l dAE o A7t A7) Eeited 93 X statement
= ¥ #A Ao, BA 3, 4, 7,8, 9 = & 4. ™ 4tA - "@Hel A (Hierarchy of
A’d BAE £F7E 5 3itKTable 2). proposition)
2) 3bA9] o] A (Propositions of Middle C-T-E 22 g2gle] v | dA= A Al
Range Theory) A 8 e Aoz FYAY o uE AlFH
Bak(2003)2] =& °ﬂ 3t nAZRE HEF o o=z WEd & ot Bak(2003)9] Agtm=welA] AE-
difzg o] Ak EF A A3 LG Maa =do] gAEZ FHESelEe HAES
A7 dA x| Wl UV]—‘E g 3 FF HH Fawcett(1999)7F AAg 34 Bxol wet th32t
25 A3t A BAS BAE HAlEe] AU 2ol YAE gttt
ok Al 3, 4, 5& HIAN HAR FE & S L, 1) Abstract Proposition : 7H@z =dox yehd
w4 1, 2,6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13 & #AX4 9 HAEZ AN Table 2).
AZ T8 & F JKTable 3). 2) Somewhat concrete proposition @ A7|&%olE
(Table 3> Middle-range theory proposition
Propositions Classification
1. HEF oAz a ol NI AR E BHoz Yook wsle] Zels 98] A ddd & Relational,
5]“ AT} 71 et AR uET A7, A3E7 AR £, BHARY HYe Al 9 o]g  Constitutive
= A7\ st Adgko g dgsto] A8 87t Jte A =2 ol definition
2. 4370 ARYNE Aot QU Fold 9 $ES Foln Akl % AQA VIGE fAE Lo
SR Constitutive
definition
Existence,
3. AT AEFL HEZF A AT P89S 25 Y3 AR FEEE, o], &5, U, & Measured
F 9 2Ef A AP go] TFH ARSF AL =T 3 Y A5 °IE} operational
definition
4, ABAPARE HEF AL AYYES NS AoA ARA 9% 3 TA2AE, SN, @Y, A stence
= =0 Constitutive
WE 2 ATE guait s
definition
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(Table 3) Middle-range theory proposition(continued)

FaeEne A A5d Als

Propositions Classification
Existence,
5. AV &5 HEFHAY AP0 2 LS A ARSANGR] S 722 FE AT GE o] td A Measured
7ES 2ART o8 =49 Ago|t}, operational
definition
6. 1‘]%% o[zt o] gt AP EFEAE FolpA] ¥ AVREZIARG A7 FYPR] F Relational
A7t felaA =% statement
7. ﬂzx ozt o] FAd AP EFEAE T ¥ ARIEFTEAEG gto] fofsA 7+ Relational
sttt statement
8. M2% oAdUTZ I Bl AIIEFDAE BN G AHSERAUT S e EAg) gy Lelational
Aolaks 7L 7|7k 9Ty, statement,
Hypotheses
9. H&ZF oz ade] At A7k EF3 A HolsiA] B2 AV EFEAET FAAA| L oA Relational
A3t statement
10. HE%F olatoHZzz asle] it A7k EF3Ae oA ¥ AR EFAEY YA 7F FoeiA 4+ Relational
2319} statement
11, 2% o|zdx ol Hols I L] Relational
. HEF oAbz R O Fojet AP EFAAE AR EFERARTG AR EE] Fola At
statement
Z2 olxld Bz 2 el Hols 225 e 3alslx] OFo 2zs Azl A0 - Relational
12. ¥EZF oA ZZ O] ol A7k EF e HolstA] G AP EFAART AFo] A5 Holghe ot ¢
7HdE 717E 9. statement,
Hypotheses
13. HZ&F oAz 2 adle] Fojd A7 EFAE FolsiA] ¥ AfHEFEARY A 2T 57t 79 Relational
SHAl =S4Tt statement
o Maz SIS ol&ENES s HAEC] doll gk 0|24 Heo] e Moy 7 HE 2
oA7]el| &3ttt F, AT AL(BHLE, diE ZE FEg PAEe] o]d &3 Table 3).
Ad, dojx A5, A - FAH AdH)S HEF 4) Most concrete proposition : &2 AFHlH ol A
oAty Zag, FUA AL Alxy, £ gomE oz FMe oleel Ade 3Yeke
L Asle A%E0 AR, +9 Aoe 4799 70 oo 28 W4} Taoaw e gl
A EZ AGEA K Table 3). gt JsEo] 7] &gt Table 3).
3) More concrete proposition : FZ7HH$] o] &9 )
Conceptual Bandura®] A71&%s ©&
model
[ [ [
[ Concept | | s e | A2 [ aa | [ 2% |
[ [ [ [ [ [
. . ¥ izl Odoix—q. A, 7HQle] N _ g
Dimension A% ‘ ‘ A% = A4 e ErES P} Wiz} A} s}
l [ [ [
Middle range A& AL o] 83t A AEA 27 99
theory concept =% O]Z}GI]H*EEZL%‘ ° A gakxl AE
[ l [ [ z‘;élok}—
. . ﬁfo‘%ﬁ B e Aas ol gt Y 2HE
Dimension Aok . A
h Bk A7 o 5
23] = A, AR
Az
[
T F=2]
Emirical W55 AUE 018D wims || RN || s
researc =z Mi:lé" soEs B F2 &
method A ERIY ZRR 58wt E Yot

(Figure 1> Diagrams of C-T-E structure in Bak’
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5. M BEtAl : =4 (Figure 1)

C-T-E 7x2 @4ste] giila dAe 3749
woll wet ASHor wdste] =48 sk Aom
Bak(2003)9] <d7=Eelld AREE AEE 2ddl
Bandura®l A71&% o8] A A AL S o] &3 o
=% oANEZROY, AEe, AdTH ARF,
A7 APAER S SIol 2] WANA ZF dHe A

FETZ AAYS =45 @ & Ut

I\

A= Fawcett(1999)7F AAE C-T-E F+&*
(Conceptual-Theoretical-Empirical ~Structures)ell
o3t o]2 ¥z HrPIYHoR o|23 AT dFAES
Tz3sa Alﬂri‘rﬂoyi RSt FgastA Hor &

o] AT o =%t wEbA Bak(2003) 9
ATE C-T-E 37k 3ol ot oj&wM 8 #7t2 =
ofstazt gt

Fawcett(1999)7} AAE C-T-E +x= #H7/Py
CHAIR 1WA C-T-E |2 2& Hr}, 28 o]
Bt 3GA AT AAY HE, 49A AT AR %
7h, 5EA ARl tigk o]29 F-84 7t 69A A
A mdeo] Hrla o]Folx STt
19AE C-T-E dZd & 7tz e H44,
ﬁg] ;Hx%/ﬂ 7HL:17<4 =g A}s_ == aci :,Lxégq
H(Fawcett, 1999). Bak(2003)2] o]& #H3 AT
ol 7id BdE Bandura(1997)) A71&% ©]
oz gogma Aao A Yt F|2e 2w
A mdo MEET wHArt =edom o
A2 AN 7] FZHUTE Bak(2003)
e L‘J’ﬂ/ﬂ A71E%e AD(BHAE, dAAR,
/\gg];a AR A, AN, B, ATES
AH&Ete] FAPHS o] &<l 1}713
o|Zfe G2 AP E

/\ EE

H
B
=

ol oE Lo rfo

A
2l

e
Conceptual Model Usage Rating Scale«] 2 gl
a 337 HA=(08e AdsA s, 1732 dA= H4
g, 2de AAE, 332 vl A olth(Fawcett,
1999). Bak(2003)9] A+ =& A& AEAT A
Aol H-Ado] H4-sle] Conceptual Model Usage

Z‘
o X
<

,22,

Rating Scale 232 YEldt}. o]+ Bandura(1997)

o ANES olEE AR AP SRS et
wik
2R olgel Pz feld, WA Ly, A,

o|£o] AFTFeAH LR FA ] Arh(Fawcett, 1999).
Bak(2003)9] AFelA] JhdE HEF olatdiZr
W AEFE AT AFAEA R
24 Ak EF A A&HH<

83t 71eZA) Z2ado g &8 sl
ok aela HEF oAbz ade] A
FHAEAR, A ETE AHdte F3¢
Aol et °‘T454°1 nom, FY o] 2o
A d
‘}Oﬂ%zil%l, ﬁ%‘v’d A
B 52 22 Aol o3 AE
%ol S 78t
AAE PGrlsl=d %24 x%x“é.% 2|

i(Fawcett 1999) Bak(2003) «]
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- Abstract -

Analysis and Evaluation of a
Nursing Research Paper on
Secondary Prevention Program for
Stroke

Seo, Eun Hui* - Park, Seon II**

Nursing theory is used to explain the goals
and functions of nursing and improve practical
affairs by providing information and knowledge
about the principles which become the foundation
of nursing practical affairs. Theoretical analytical
compliance with C-T-E (Conceptual-Theoretical-
Empirical) structures by Fawcett (1999) whose
evaluation method illustrates the relationship of
conceptual models, theory, research and structure.
The evaluation allows the nurse to visualize the
connection, evaluate research, and reduce errors
in research. Consequently present doctorate
dissertations in nursing science are theoretical
propriety, connection in the structure of concepts,
theory, research methods, and evaluation to
in future research plans and
So

the following verifies logicality, propriety, and

reduce errors

division of theoretical development process.
reliability which must apply to research in
various different fields.

Key words : Analysis, Concept formation,
Theoretical models, Empirical
research
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