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A =i
3 2 AolEFT fo3t o] Qe Aoz Tyl JAAH FHeAA AL 4o wEEd JFe F= 2
Th(Kwon & Yeun, 2007). o|X ¥ S HAEAHL towES = Fpetgt At e
Bl FAET Az, 7ol AAES nHAIE B8 ole & AFedME ﬂﬂﬂ?f“ﬂ/l et Lol dFe =
R 7] wiie] 2tz diggolAl o] tedEAHE 4 T UE SHEAT, g98 AAUA, AEAE A 83
Y e Fagh gQlo] Frf I G 4o vERe] I dofeta, old dFE F
A& soldt ExE 24sked s7HE 54 P52 € 898 Fetsle, tadigtgel e ae] TSR
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ste] Jle] HHE AlEA #AAE FAE] Y8 Al T
g 7|eS gREoR AT 4 e ARIEE onst o7 =5
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o] ®tkScheier, Botvin, Diaz, & Griffin, 1999). wabr A}3) 2 A7 B2 e tedEAd, geda Aoy
A A ATl B AFEES AlEE A Zed Al g, AkEld 2l Es e #Aske] dield ghe] v
o] T Vel 21‘%‘8%‘/}3 a7] &, AkEA dge 3 IS WA= 2 Tetaly] Agelm, FAHL] 5HL
3}7] i\:‘r 4407 oA =, ASE el Z o} 2tk
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T Ues A3 = Aok « taoiEte] SR EAH, A AU, AREA 2P
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A2 EAM g el Hat 1949 #5.8)3, FFH S A A
L 363 W Wi 22,10 #4.18)4, AAFE A3zt #AY
A5 EAL IBM SPSS/WIN 21.0 programe ©]-&-3tt}. o d A Addide 361 vhel Jﬂ% 18.97 (£5.22)% 019
el IAkE R 543 e B 54 9 Al WFE th AREA A Gk 1304 whdel B 7547 (£19.30)
gtetsly] AAsiA Rzl wiidg, Hid EFHAE A& Hollen, siejgtade AuEy, Als]A doAg Fest
o} Ztsdistge] lAkElEtA 54 B s 5ol e & 603 RHdel W 36.62 (#9.52)% 0103, BRI AREH
g 4ke] TEEE ttest, one way ANOVAS} Pearson’s g8l 97l ke 709 vl it 3874 (+11.05)
correlation© 2 EA131 01, one way ANOVAZI} 2|3t e ek tistg g sbe] viExs 353 vk Hd

2pol7b dvkar UERd 52 scheffe testZ AFFEA-S A 22.13 (+4.82)42 UERATH(Table 2).
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<Table 1> Demographic and Academic Characteristics of the Subjects (N=170)
Characteristics Categories n(%) Mean£SD
Age (yr) 22.0£1.6
Gender Male 52(30.6)
Female 118(69.4)
Grade Grade 1 40(23.5)
Grade 2 45(26.5)
Grade 3 50(29.4)
Grade 4 35(20.6)
Living arrangement Living with family 31(18.2)
Self-boarding 68(40.0)
Dormitory 64(37.6)
Others 7(4.1)
Times for academic studies (day) <1 hour 14(8.2)
1< ~<2 hours 66(38.8)
2<~<3 hours 41(24.1)
3<~<4 hours 26(15.3)
4<~<5 hours 10(5.9)
>5 hours 13(7.6)
Sense of the burden of academic studies None 8(4.7)
Moderate 69(40.6)
Severe 80(47.1)
Very severe 13(7.6)
Difficulties in studying of nursing A lot of study burden 117(30.2)
(Multiple choices) (n=388) Competitive learning atmosphere 93(24.0)
Professional medical knowledges 78(20.1)
Parallel with academic and clinical practice. 47(12.1)
Time management 26(6.7)
Personal relationships 8(2.0)
Others 19(4.9)
Establishment vision about nursing science No vision or unapparent vision 68(40.0)
Apparent vision 74(43.5)
Very apparent vision 28(16.5)
Satisfaction in nursing science Very good 25(14.7)
Good 95(55.9)
So-so 45(26.5)
Relatively poor 5(2.9)

<Table 2> Level of Nursing Professionalism, Academic Failure Tolerance, Social Self-efficacy and College Life Satisfaction

of the Subjects (N=170)
Variables Mean£SD Obtained range Possible range
Nursing professionalism 71.16£9.01 46-89 18-90
Academic failure tolerance 60.52+9.93 34-98 18-108
Emotional aspect 19.4945.81 6-36 6-36
Behavioral aspects 22.10+4.18 11-32 6-36
Preference level of task 18.97+5.22 6-36 6-36
Social self-efficacy 75.47+19.30 24-130 0-130
Social interaction self-efficacy 36.62+9.52 15-60 0-60
Performance assessment self-efficacy by situations 38.74+11.05 9-70 0-70
College life satisfaction 22.13+4.82 7-35 7-35
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<Table 3> Differences of College Life Satisfaction by Demographic and Academic Characteristics of the Subjects

(N=170)
— , College life satisfaction

Characteristics Categories MeantSD Cor F o Scheffe test
Age (yr) .05 .532
Gender Male 21.94+4.94 -0.34 137

Female 22.21+4.79
Grade Grade 1 22.5243.87 0.76 518

Grade 2 21.93+5.53

Grade 3 21.44+4.99

Grade 4 22.91+4.65
Living arrangement Living with family 21.52+5.47 0.29 .833

Self-boarding 22.13+4.93

Dormitory 22.48+4.36

Others 21.71£5.56
Times for academic <1 hour 22.29+4.95 0.58 716
studies (day) 1< ~<2 hours 22.02+4.61

2< ~<3 hours 21.45+4.51

3 < ~<4 hours 23.46+3.80

4 < ~<5 hours 22.40£7.46

=5 hours 21.77+6.34
Sense of the burden of None 22.88+5.25 1.53 208
academic studies Moderate 22.88+4.41

Severe 21.74+5.10

Very severe 20.15+4.56
Establishment vision No vision or unapparent vision® 20.18+5.04 13.62 <.001 a<b, a<c
about nursing science Apparent vision” 22.80+4.27

Very apparent vision® 25.22+3.51
Satisfaction in nursing Very good" 24.12+4.49 447 .005 a>c
science Good® 22.50+4.49

So-s0° 20.73+5.16

Relatively poor’ 17.80:£4.60

* .
Pearson’s correlation

<Table 4> Correlations among Nursing Professionalism, Academic Failure Tolerance, Social Self-efficacy and College

Life Satisfaction (N=170)
: Nursing professionalism Academic failure tolerance Social self-efficacy
Variables
r (p)
Academic failure tolerance .05 (.506)
Social self-efficacy .08 (.283) 36 (<.001)
College life satisfaction .19 (.015) .32 (<.001) 31 (<.001)
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o A AEA 20N EEy wA
HE(B=27, p=006), A= AP (B=17, p=031)Z} AL
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<Table 5> Influencing Factors on College Life Satisfaction among Nursing Students (N=170)
College life satisfaction
Variables Model 1 Model 2
B t p B t p
Establishment vision about nursing science
(1=Apparent vision)’ 24 2.76 .006 .16 1.96 .052
(1=Very apparent vision)” .36 3.68 <.001 27 2.76 .006
Satisfaction in nursing science
(1=Very good)’ 01 0.04 968 01 0.10 992
(1=Good)* -.04 -0.43 671 -.05 -0.54 587
(1=Relatively poor)’ -12 -1.54 126 -08 -1.05 298
Nursing professionalism .08 1.07 285
Academic failure tolerance 17 2.18 .031
Social self-efficacy .19 2.55 012
F (p) 5.95 (<.001) 6.38 (<.001)
R® (ARY) 16 25 (.089)
Adjusted R 13 21
' Dummy variable.
ATHF=6.38, p<.001)(Table 5). 25 AFAA} 2SR Soe astE AoR JERt
E, o2 g8l skt Ale] AFAXA B wieh S
= 9 A4AQ FAH AX7E Bgo] B Ao ArHrh
gk tEA AR HE 7116 AoE 10052 g
B d7E dodsgel ey de) nEs e o AYE v, o vad we FEoldth EAlE U
o dgfo g sty E4E sl adEze HEH o © 2 g Yoon, Choi, Lee, Lee®} Park (2013)2] A-oll4 ks
Yo} AlEA A EST JFE meistel el wEEd] o ARAT B4R 66890 EE SOtk Song (2010)
Fe vE 89S JiFons, FEhY U oS o AL 15T FRE AAR e ARH Zop
ERetn FF A% /1% 3 del vEE P4e 9 A de 'n AF olFe AgHew von, aA} 27ldE
el 71228 S v staat Al =E AT olHth o ual, tsAb AFe] ZoldA Eolxltta Hust
B Ao zahsge auene il Ahgehs Az Stk AdE 9aedre ddd Agd Jug tasbse)
e WY 124kl SHE A9Th 8% A Bt ARA Aobhde] :mshy Mo ks 5 lm, Bo] ol
i HY 34A0E FRAGD SR AR 153%F A 31 QR dxaAuA AR Aobidel HoR P4
it tEetd) Fho ok Bt s AshAl =71A "ot getdn), olF R AT sty dhd
ol Al w=7le A7t S 547%E e, W W A7)e] whel o 4 9lal, Weis®t Schank (2000)°]
Aol shdo] 348Pdo] ol 18hARE 43driA nE BT o olat, EARHTE AEH oA bzl tig Ak
2 ugthe HolA Esksh dEyEe] el Wd ¥u € Asle At BEoit AR Ud A9 44 Ad
ol Shdsh Juglel B £EUL % 5 Ak B ATl 24 As@Ee ol /1EH BB ddo] FoF qBg
A st Fae) glo] ‘Be FRW, FAH g B o7 WEe] Be £Eo FEATA] AN 1BAL
77, ARARD AP, I dAEH WE, ARt £ HoME FA2 F J=F hdHR AAH wfo] s
2 e g T4t Whang (2006)2] 7ol <lshd, 2 %]ojo} & o]t}
T e S0l B AYEE 3 NI AFS MY B A gamieel sdd Asde B 60524
govt, AgRotel Y2 we ol HeiH Gl U o2 1009e BN o, sedeR FQH Asf] o]
@ Ag sEds 502 O gutd degunt sEds Ude] Re $EUS L 4 itk 59 1A 20, P%H
2 o wol W oz ushdth oy 2msue i 3, HASE Aash BE 9gE Ay 3 HAsE
ofglge] AR devhd, 1A, Bk & 528 <3 Aoet Bdd A Aaiud dart 7P e sler U
AEA A7ko]l $1¥¥WE 4+ 3tk Han, Yang, Bac®} Yang Byttt IAeE AsE A dolxdd g MsreEs
@019l Aol eJab, szEds S Yk 2Ed FEkE pdoR, s dgl FHee /M mskls
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AP olg i =Rl TerﬂEE} H& FAE A5 Aol AR, A, shdell webMe o] RERe fogk Zpolzt
7] wiZol, del=rt e & A E dsste AFEEC] e Ao vepgou, tastad dis) vlHe] gAY H
ARt o7 e A AR 7 S ovlshe gt 92 ARt HEsAY g W e v 7HA
Ao|th(Kim, 2002). 38T HF B srgwo] Bal, 3- 3 e U] S e TSRt =& ASE g
gd AES HEFES FdEEA B AR e 4 won, tastate] dig] wl- wete A, BETFES
AH, Aedoz ofygs sigtt o5 uHs] & o 3 Eshe A Hoh are] HEErt £ AoR vehgth &
FAgA Aols Agete A FFA7Ide Astet FE1 AFellA Ztsstate] dieiMe WSk 1 SRE A9t
d5a A 5o FHAA IME FEE F ] WE 55.9%% 71 Be H2S A sle] AwmA o o] vIER
o(Lee & Cho, 2001), 1t58tz} shAe] shea] A W& 7b B2 gtate] digtlel] Hlg wkd Zo® Alsdth e
=4 F de o] dagE & 4 Urh Trzeniewski & v B AedA HHe] gAY UM‘V] B A= 40.0%
(2006)> thete] A= ey Ee] Hgo Fag 89l £ AAsed, o859 dY vEr S 98, teekd
olm}, dejdFol FHAQN FEFE T IAPAT Pl of g SrkE olallet vl FHE s T AkdelA
Ego] He Agd WddoR dgglon, 39 HHAx 23 JRE AFeta, Ak5]-A2A AAE F3 olE A
o d3et M HFshEel dE =& 7RIS 7Y AE Folof gt 53] shddl R gutEw 9 tsshy) v
Zro] Eolxltin Huslgith agug 84 Asuie = HE 9l F2aloF she el thE F 7] Wi, ol
d F e Ao s QA FSHdA A& & sl 2 Z2E Ax e A 7] HEY Az} s
g SlE ool dFE FE 2dS Fosta, o wFH, SERA theket 2o tig olslE = e AE 2
w o] TR Fo wkdsle] 83 Jav) ok ZAgte] 713]7} npdE]ojof & Aot
B ATl taoietgel AbslA A Eeshe Wit 75.47 B ATelA] taoiEtge] tadEAd ALSA A E
Holdom, 100402 $kals wf, s8HoR FFEFolA ol EEFE Y &0 UEETl e slog JEh
th 53] AREA F5Ag Zedel FAEE FA%rE &% on, gejd As) o] =&75 AREE Aplasddt o
72Tt =& Ao Jebdth Wei, Russell?t Zakalik (2005) A gro] MIERy} = oz Jehgth 7tady) ujA
of gt APAE tFez 3 94?14 AellA AbSA A7) FH Aert ool do] e oF 13%°] AWEs
aite] 5 10082 et At 21,8089 A ) Zte WeR goElon, HF 2y st ujd
wal Eohd, o] 2t tishAle] Abs)H A gette] H A&, gdH Asilid e AkslA Arlasitel are] v
ol & Zo R YEhth oleld AFAe B AT g To] 9 21%°] AWEE zh= ¥R UERTh Song (2012)
7ke] dhdo] 1-48hdo g 1274] wxHo] gk Ade o of AT e ulIA R BHTAR Q%
GO g Wei 5(2005)9] ATellABTE Aol W AH=E BB A o Ta gUn, dHAA] YGAEY 20t
Wb AR, tEstFe] wekE AFidate]l 54 wEel E2TE a9 4L WA vehden, it sty
Aoz vheterh. Wei 5(2005)2] AgollA AkEld 2] Es NEETt 2S5 de e w& AoR otk o
e el o Eet Bl e RE, &3 fold dol 3l v duk iehyS iAo 3 Park®} Kwon (2006)2] <17l
© ¥R FetEglen, Han 5(2008) A% ZHathetagel Me AolEss, = @iﬂ%}, Freote] s} g Fuvh &
ANE TS MRS, AR ERE, gAY Tl I F o BIELo] 428%E AHdtie AFZIL Yehs=d], o]
E F23 g9og gl o5 A3 AR 2 nwsle del) 2 uﬂ, oA glo] BelA Alw)
Fol7] 91 ko] e & AUtk 53 AU I Wt sl 27| aestat 2 A7) WAl ecldt gl
| G AkEA Mo 8t Eeds =07l 9 2 gcQlo] O gte] oigtAel Hlgl Fedk eS¢
g Ao AV He AR AgE duE] Hos A & 9t Mahmoud 5(2012)9] AolA] tighdel ko] w3
FHoz FAg F e S 2, 7 A3 A Te 484 dAeHI WA F2o e Fe T
2 A T4 F e 713E AFed, old tig AHg] aQloz gotrlof, FalZd dFE = F USS ¢ F
A ANEeE ' = F dofof gk Atk ol gt 7tz tigtgel o] vEw S
2 AFA didze] dEtE do] BEee e 2213 sl A A AU ARSlE AplEets S S,
ﬂog 100 o2 Sl wf, oF 614 FFolrh 2 = oldl e FE FHAH A& AIAA F Fart gk
T2 5% Park¥} Kwon (2006)—4 Aol A A e] ahel Web ope}, A 84, s SHdME ARG
HEE A9l 19.074 Brhe FEoIUTE B AT A3l ety Ewrb e SR 1tk ik e
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The Influence of Nursing Professionalism, Academic Failure
Tolerance and Social Self—efficacy on College Life Satisfaction among
Nursing Students”

Jeon, Hae Ok"

1) Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Cheongju University

Purpose: This study examined the effects of nursing professionalism, academic failure tolerance and social
self-efficacy on college life satisfaction among nursing students. Methods: Data were collected between September
1 and October 16, 2015 via a self-reported questionnaire from 170 nursing students using convenient sampling
methods. The survey included questions about nursing professionalism, academic failure tolerance, social
self-efficacy, and college life satisfaction. Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA, Pearson
correlation coefficient, and hierarchical multiple regression with IBM SPSS/WIN 20.0. Results: Establishment vision
about nursing science ([3=.27, p=.006), academic failure tolerance ([3=.17, p=.031) and social self-efficacy ([3=.19,
p=012) of nursing students were identified as significant predictors of college life satisfaction, after adjusting for
establishment vision about nursing science and satisfaction in nursing science. This model explained 21.0% of the
college life satisfaction in nursing students (F=6.38, p<.001). Conclusion: These results suggest that academic
failure tolerance and social self-efficacy were significant factors influencing the college life satisfaction of nursing
students. Also, as a strategy for improving the college life satisfaction of nursing students, it is necessary to
develop programs that can help to establish apparent vision and to improve satisfaction in nursing science.
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