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7) KM. Lum, “A Comparison of Under & Over-achiving Female College Students,” J. of Ed. Psy., Vol. 51, No. 3, 1960,

pp. 109-113.

8) K.L. Holland, “The Prediction of College Grades from Personality and Aptitude Variables,” J. of Ed. Psy., Vol. 51, 1960,

pp. 245-254.

9) ASH 1 FPAA & AT Y 47", AT, 0 148-173, (A& dAq =, 1962)

10) H. Murray, Loc. cit,
11) A.L. Edwards, Luc. ci»

12) A.B. Heilbrun, “Configurat Interpretation of E.P.P.S. and Prediction of Academic Performance,” Personal Guidance Jour-

nal, XLII, 1963, pp. 264-268.

13) G.G. Gebhart, “Personality Needs for Under & Over achieving Freshman, J. of Appl. Psy., Vol, 42, 1958, pp. 125-128.
14) J.E. Smith, “Personality Structure in beginning Nursing Students,” Nur. Res., Vol. 17 140-145, 1968.

15) M.E. Madigan, Psychology, Saint Louis: Mosby Co., 1966, p. 341.

16) J.A. George & M.D. Stephens, “Personality Traits of Public Health Nurses and Psychiatric Nurses,” Nur. Res., Vol. 17,

pp. 168-170, 1968.

17) E.D. Schultz, “Personality Traits of Nursing Students and Faculty Concepts of Desirable Traits,” Nur. Res., 14:251-268,
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18) E.E. Levitt, B. Lubin & M. Zuckerman, “The Students Nurse, the College Woman and the Graduate Nurse; A Compara-
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1 (N=73) 28 (N=79) 3FI(N=73) 4313 (N=68) A oH
Mn SD t Mn SD t Mn SD t Mn SD Mn SD

Ach.| 1503 3.9 .23 14.89 3.53 —.88 1544 4.14 —.23 1560 4.18 1524 3.95
Def. 13.40 3.69 —.54 13.73 3.83 L57*% 12.77 3.71 ~—1.00 13.38 3.49 13.32 3.69
Ord. 13.39 4.61 —2.06* 14.81 3.94 .91 14.23 3.89 .31 14.00 4.89 14.11 4.34
Exh.| 14.38 3.84 2.45* 128 3.84 .98 12.25 3.68 —2.33*% 1379 4.18 13.32 3.95
Aut. 14.48 4.18 —.56 14.87 4.32 —179** 16.04 3.68 1.75** 14.88 4.18 15.07 4.12
Aff, 14.70 3.90 —.91 15.28 3.97 .52 14.96 3.62 —.17 15.07 4.23 15.00 3.92
Int. 19.52 348 —.38 19.75 4.02 2.28* 18.29 3.8 —.69 1875 4.08 19.08 3. 90.
Suc. 15.37 4.72  2.04* 13.78 4.88 .30 13.55 4.57 —.18 13.69 4.48 14.10 4.71
Dom.| 1514 4.49 .20 1500 4.28 —.29 15.21 4.55 ~1.02 15.99 4.49 15.33 4.44
Aba.| 1677 4.37 —.92 17.44 4.57  1.33*f 16.47 4.41 .25 16.28 4.55 16.74 4.48,
Nur. 18.33 4.46 —1.99% 19.70 4.04 .64 10.26 4.38  L.21* 18.41 3.93 1892 4.23
Chg.{ 18.66 3.91 .29 18.43 3.84 .05 18.45 4.12 .46 18.13 4.11 18.43 3.97
End.| 1195 504 ~—.8 1263 4.79 —1.20% 13.58 4.96 1.21%* 12.54 526 12.67 5.0l
Het. 10.56 5.21 1.53** 9.33 4.67 -—.76 9.9 539 —23 10.15 4.80 10.00 5.02
Agg.| 1314 3.59 1.69%* 12.10 3.98 .45 11.82 3.66 .46 1151 4.28 12.14 3.91
* p=0.05 o
*% p=0.1

F-Vell A 2 ulo) 7‘01 A& FHA AR = A b I
2 A4E el 2 2+ £749¢ n Intraception, E3 7 $histeld &FF2AE slolE AZF A
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18 ZF3Ax gvk o] A3 A Madigan?e] 9
RA 2 EAANA 4 Agg 72 (43 9 g
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A8 Vebd el Levitt 8} 29128 7l4do] 9x]sc}

21) M.E. Madigan, Loc. cit.
22) A.B. Heilbrun, Op. cit.,, p. 266.
23) E.E. Levitt, & others, Loc. cit.
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n Succorance, n Heterosexuality, n Aggression ¢ 4}
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= Bas Bud 2E 98 ToFdE 475 29
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A 4838 AEEq 9stdrle Schultz¢] AH4Y
¢ 93y AN Fae YA o ARz I
HEge] 4Auel 9ie FE AT Fv1490)
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<B-V> JIR0 et okE, BUE O8E Hin

=N = 2ulET5
n!}%:TLT(N'—21> (N=31) t-value
Mn SD Mn SD
Ach. 1570 4.00 14.90 4.20 0.70
Def. 13. 86 3.71 13.03 4.09 0.74
Ord. 15.33 4.43  12.35 4.10  2.49*
Exh. 12224 343 14.65 4.13  2.20*
Aut. 13.95  3.56 16.35 4.80  1.96**

Aff. 15.10  3-85 13.90 3.64 1.13

Int. 18. 48 312 17.90 5.47 0.43
"Suc. 13.67 4.07 13.42 391 0.22
Dom. 16. 33 4.84 16.10 4.60 0.18
Aba. 19.24  4.45 16.32 4.90  2.18*
Nur. 21.05 4.36 1829 4.68  2.14*
Chg. 16.48 2.9 19.39 4.59  2.56*

End. | 13.29  4.41
Het. 7.95  3.83
Agg. | 11.81 4.25

11.84 4.69 1.12
10.16  5.65 1. 56
12.84 4.32 0. 85

* p=0.05
*k b, 1

S-VelA vehd AskE 2R FFF Ald 99
9l =olE Beolx 9+ ¢l n Change, n Order. n
Exbibition, n Abasement, n Nurturance, 22 i n
&5l EutEF FTEEon
W 7,
n Change, n Exhibition, n Autonomy ] <¥3}A] +}
e Y& Aok o)z A3, &FFo|d A
Aola R ol Wit FHAE 4ojdte AF) T
8 TEeAd deld A4 AL Esst A5
I F 4 dAed, =ebA e FFEsE A9
T 4+ gz 2o

ol A4 AstzA 2%Ed THUFI AR 2

Autonomy ¢t} &,

Order, n Abasenment, n Nurturance o}

24) E.D. schultz, Op. cit., p. 264.

A7d doka & A 1A dstde AL L AEAR
TR

HIoH : Al Ae) Fgatge] dpdo= o7
e ST T2 deid, d44AF 449 5 A4
ETTERA AAe]E RAE Aoleh

A4 449 - AATEY $TT2E Ay
A5 o-g 2-Ws 2

<H-V> AHEELH2 I} - XY dlm

AT E (N =442 A7 F(N=48)
Mn SD Mn SD

t-value

Ach. 15.93  4.27
Def. 13.55 3-32
Ord. | 13.55  3.88
Exh. 12. 84 3.74
Aut, 15.25 4.08

14.81 4.24 1.26
12.77  3.87 1.03
14.52  4.41 .12
13.25 4.36 0. 48
15.54 422 0.34

Aff. 14. 45 3.93 15.96 3.94 1. 83**
Int. 19.16 3.35 17.56  3.92 2.09*
Suc. 13.84 4.15 13.96 4.54 0-13
Dom. 15. 66 3.9% 15.06 4.60  0.66

Aba. 17.07  4.05
Nur. 19.50  3-85
Chg. 18.50 3.43

15.33 5.06 1. £0**
18.88 4.72  0.69
1775 4.27 0.92

End. 12.68 4. 66 12.94  5.40 0. 24

Het. 9.91 4. 32 10.54 5.94 0.58

Agg. 11. 41 4.14 11.81 4.20 0-46
* p=0.05

** p=), 1
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= Abstract=

A STUDY IF PERSONALITY STRUCTURE AND HIERARCHY OF
NEEDS IN COLLEGIATE NURSING STUDENTS

KYE YOUNG CHOI

Department of Nursing, Graduate School, Yonsei University

(Directed by Shin Young Hong Professor)

Presently, the performance level of the college student has received a great deal of attention,

particularly in the area of professional education. The problem of underachievement, especially in

areas dealing with science and technology, has gone through considerable investigation by

neumorous Psychologists and Educators, Thus for, however, they have not been successful in

determining conclusively the non-intelectual factors involved.

The maladjustment problem of these students has been a thorn in the side of nursing education

for some time. This topic has been discussed among nursing educators without any tangible

results. Furthermore, the fact that the ntmber of students who withdraw from nursing education

programs before graduation has increased. This represents a major problem for nursing education.

This problem area had increased attention drawn to it on October 1957, when Russia successfully

launched to first satellite “Sputnik” into space. Various studies seem to indicate that factors

related to over-achievement and under-achievement can be found in the motivation of the students.

This study is aimed at testing 3 hypotheses which hopefully will lead to a better understanding

of the learning activities of nursing students and to determine some of their nonintellectual

personality traits.

Hyvnothesis 1 : If learning activities in nursing students and personality are correlated, there

-will be significant differences in personality need structures between 4 classes of nursing colle-

giate students.

Sub-hypothesis: There will also be significant differences in the degree of student satisfaction

in her major subject.

Hypothesis I : If there is a special personality need structure which is required for the clinical

learning activity in general, then there will be significant differences between the-personality need

‘structures of under-achievers and overachievers.

Hypothesis I : If each clinical nursing subject requires different personality need structures,
then there will be differences in personality need structure between the different clinical groups

Methodology:

1. Tool: A Korean translation and correction of the Edwards Personal Preference Schedule of

U.S.A. was used.

l . . .
2. Subject and Test Method: Subjecte were nursing students at Yonsei University, who enrolled
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for Fall semester of 1971, The Researcher herself executed the test for the test for the class:
as a group, and the absent students were tested indidually. OQut of 307 students, 293 students
(95.49) were reported.

3. Statistical treatment: The mean and standard deviation for each of the 15 personality need
variables were computed and the value of T-test was obtained to determine the differences
in the personality need structures between each group.

Results:

1. For the first hypothesis, the personality need structures between each of the 4 classes and the.
reported degree of satisfaction in major subject showed significant differences. Therefore the-
hypothesis I was accepted.

2. The comparison of personality need structure of under-achievers and over-achievers in clinical
fields showed significant differences. Thus hypothesis I was accepted.

3. Personality need structure between clinical subject groups showed significant differences,
therefore the 3rd hypothesis was accepted.



