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Abstract making. Intellectual eagerness/curiosity, prudence,
clinical experience, intellectual honesty, self-confidence,
Purpose: The purpose of this study was to and healthy skepticism were important factors
investigate the factors influencing nurses' clinical influencing clinical decision making(adjusted R*=33%).
decision making focusing on critical thinking Conclusion: Results of this study suggest that various
disposition. Methods: The subjects of this study strategies such as retaining experienced nurses,
consisted of 505 nurses working at one of the general encouraging them to continue with education and
hospitals located in Seoul. Data was collected by a enhancing critical thinking disposition are warranted
self-administered  questionnaire  between December for development of clinical decision making.

2006 and January 2007. Data was analyzed by one
way ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficients, and
stepwise multiple regression using SPSS Win 14.0.

Key words : Nurses, Decision making, Thinking

Results: The mean scores of critical thinking A‘I E
disposition and clinical decision making were 99.10
and 13432 respectively. Clinical decision making 01710 ZIQN

scores were significantly higher in groups under

continuing education, with a master or higher degree, }
AFAgolR FAIE Qe ke nse] s

with clinical experience more than 5 years, or with =

experts. Critical thinking disposition and its subscales HomM oA Je] Zhett titks FelA Jiele] H3tet
have a significant correlation with clinical decision XA FHAFE AH A o2 Aoz AHoHr}
TR0 ¢ ZtSAL AAANAE, HIEA AL
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<Table 1> General characteristics of the subjects (N=505)"
Characteristics N(%) M(SD) Range
Gender Female 494(98.0)
Male 10( 2.0)
Educational back Diploma, BSN 373(73.9)
ground In RNBSN or MSN 75(14.9)
MSN & higher 57(11.3)
Age 28.2(4.70) 26.0 ~46.0
Clinical experience 1~3Y 198(39.5) 5.43(4.75) 20~22.67
3~5Y 91(18.2)
More than 5Y 212(42.3)
Level of appointment Staff nurse 410(81.7)
Charge nurse 56(11.2)
Nurse manager 22( 4.4)
CNS 14( 2.8)
Area of practice Medical 151(30.0)
Surgical 117(23.2)
ICU 85(16.8)
Operation room 45( 8.9)
Others 106(21.1)
Religion Christian 186(37.1)
Catholic 101(20.1)
Buddhist 49( 9.8)
None 166(33.1)
Marital status Married 347(69.0)
Single 156(31.0)
Level of expertise Novice 112(22.4)
Advanced beginner 123(24.6)
Competent 109(21.8)
Proficient 134(26.9)
Expert 21( 4.2)
1) The total sample sizes may not equate to the breakdown because of missing data
<Table 2> Critical thinking disposition & clinical decision making of the subjects
Variables Domain(No. of item) M SD Min Max
Critical thinking disposition Healthy skepticism(4) 14.32 1.88 8 20
Intellectual integrity(4) 15.74 1.59 10 20
Objectivity(3) 12.12 1.57 4 15
Systematicity(3) 10.21 1.52 4 15
Prudence(4) 17.69 2.76 8 20
Intellectual eagerness/curiosity(5) 18.38 2.25 11 25
Self-confidence(4) 14.21 1.85 8 19
Total 99.14 7.91
Clinical decision making Evaluation and re-evaluation of consequences(10) 35.35 3.38 27 47
Search for information(10) 35.12 2.86 25 46
Canvassing of objectives & values(10) 33.52 2.78 24 44
Search for alternatives or options(10) 30.34 2.18 24 37
Total 134.32 7.75
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<Table 3> Critical thinking disposition and clinical decision making according to general characteristics
Critical thinking

Clinical decision

Characteristics —— F p e F o)
Gender Female 99.14 + 7.96 .091 763 134.48 + 7.94 444 505
Male 99.90 + 3.41 132.80 +5.27
Educational Diploma, BSN 9822 +7.78 a 10.093 <.001 133.54 £7.62 a 12.76 .000

background In RNBSN or MSN 101.49 +8.30 b 13537 £7.28 a
MSN & higher 102.05 £ 6.82 b 138.95 £+ 8.95 b
Clinical experience 1~36M 96.85 + 7.63 a 17.731 <.001 132.91 +8.06 a 10.44 .000
36~60M 99.05 £ 7.85 b 133.49 £7.03 a
More than 61M 101.33 + 7.58 ¢ 136.27 + 7.80 b
Level of Staff nurse 98.43 £ 7.89 a 7.074 <.001 133.60 £ 7.75 a 14.63 .000
appointment Charge nurse 101.41 + 6.93 ab 135.73 +6.07 a,b
Nurse manager 10436 + 695 b 143.09 + 7.57 b.c
CNS 102.92 + 8.38 ab 140.69 + 8.85 ¢
Area of Medical 99.73 + 7.76 1.415 228 135.66 +7.97 a 3.156  .014
practice Surgical 98.50 + 7.15 134.13 £7.19 a,b
ICU 99.73 + 7.95 135.15 £ 8.14 a)b
Operation room 96.87 + 7.60 13240 £6.21b
Others 99.12 + 8.83 132.67 + 7.45 a,b
Religion Christian 98.54 + 7.16 1.962 119 133.85 +7.67 a 3.001 .030
Catholic 100.11 + 8.91 13535 £ 791 ab
Buddhist 101.04 + 6.61 137.02 £ 7.24 b
None 98.75 + 8.26 13443 +8.07 a
Marital status Married 101.11 + 8.30 14.553 <.001 136.40 + 7.74 14.57 .000
Single 98.24 + 7.57 133.53 +7.86
Level of expertise Novice 9594 + 739 a 11.591 <.001 132.88 +8.30 a 7.64 .000
Advanced beginner 98.23 + 7.45 ab 132.56 £7.72 a
Competent 99.33 + 8.33 ab 134.55 £ 6.59 a
Proficient 101.61 + 7.28 b,c 136.31 +7.91 a,b
Expert 104.38 + 7.02 ¢ 139.86 + 7.56 b
a,b,c,; Tukey H.S.D
T2 Al FoZ AlEFete] dYuAEAHEA S AAESIT ANEH|(F=14.63, p=< .001), FZrFANH(143.09)0] AukkE

AFE(133.60) 0 FoJEkAl =3kar, AEIEEARL(140.69) = L
QS ARFO|L 27 SARE(135.73)Ke) Rl =9k
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A4S BAHCE fA% Aot ANCHE-1044, p<  AF AYEI, B, QAR AY 3, Az A
001), 53] HE71H139.86)0] FHAH132.88), I EA Agt 3lodo] o AT JEFE vA= T W
T(132.56), ZHAATH134.55) 80} F2J8HA k) TE Uehsom, 919 vgEe] o Aol %S
w2 AT E 2 33% %t Table 5>
HIZFE AL A&t QU SIAEE S 21| Ak
= 9
HlAA Aban Ak 4 9 eke] A eAs Y oxbA
AsERe] AAEAE A A3 njaA Ala ] B AT iRk nlwA At AP FHa A 1308 W
= S T8 A S AR SHT Fas AaaATt Ql ETrelA 99.14 HOF Yelgon, FU3 T-E o] &3t
Ao, olF A Az e Bt A ER ATzt glol wlashy] ook vk Aba 9] skl
UHr= 455, p< .001)<Table 4>. T4 9 A WEEE FAlskE dAE 394 71.6%,
A 37443 78.7%, AT 80.8%, AA 68.1%, 2FI
<Table 4> Correlation between critical thinking 88.5%, A& EA/371 73.5%, AR 71.1% 2 YERY B
disposition and clinical decision making ety 2R A7 duE wrix] S-S BRsly 27
Clinical decision making _ r p oAl ABe ANZ Fpals AAQ) ARAT Ayg BE
Intellectual eagerness/curiosity .455  .000
o] =9k}
Prudence 380 .000 =AM
Systematicity 320 .000 AT A o x MY T8 B dee 1343278
Critical thinking  Intellectual integrity 314 .000 2 g2 71sA5S s =93 T2 AMRE Girot
disposition Objectivity 286 .000 o a oL o . -
FESALE
Sl §iteim 236000 (2000)2] A7AH145.83 ) L} Hgkor, FFhoAs of
Self-confidence 198 000 Ao g =43t Baek(2005)2] A¥H137.577) 8 B8tk o
Total 521 .000 A} AR SE ] Y gz AZol el AEr)
(35.3574), ARol| 3t 2AK35.127), 7HXSF Z3xol st A
QAN O|AIAH SEO| U Q09I (33527, ekt Adgell ok 2AK30.34%) =02 yEkst
ok ol AEe) B AW} Qo Bk M A e
DY AT FF QRIS Rl flate], A L, oioket AdElel] digh AR 7 SShd Baek(2005)°)
Ak AielA fost zfolE BRYWE Anky B4} Aot Ak 7 g gt 1EA YR
Fogt AREAE Bd nwA AluAdge] she FYes Girot(2000)A7 A¥el= Aolstth Girot(2000)2] A9F H]
5 SRhuse Rlslel 49 WA dEsNeae ANs  @ade el 49 of tiet zAL Je] Ak @A)
Atk Qv Qe dNHE 5A4 T ASHR AEE ALst wobr] QI AR s TR JEFSE ok Sl AT
BE HEES g A5E Adsieic A= %811 B2 A 3SARES AR E § O‘OW
O3] 7S S8l theaad el Follrt HE W AFRE v SR AT o]ds Hriste] W=
o} ol HE AAS D WA vFI RS A A, o] o JHRT Hojd v, AbAYS flE ol 1’41
= AARCR ZolRe EE AdFoR "oAe s
<Table 5> Stepwise multiple regression: predictor of the B 4 Stk aeEE 7kEAREe] dijks 28] AAsas)
clinical decision making 7 AEEEE =gty olgd €L usl= wez 3
Variables B B P WA Fesirka AyzbEt
Intellectual eagerness/curiosity 1.146 337 .000 Abglo] Ehel - _
) A XSk OlA} OJX ]
Prudence 125 259 000 oidate] stee] ket thﬁ_ Fa A& 1 QArad
Clinical experience 021 152 .000 SEol o Aozt Uitk stEo] FoldE QA it
Intellectual integrity .669 141 .000 ARTY ALVt =90, 3] 3d &2 434 sHEE =9
Self-confidence -457 -112 .009 _ . = e Al -
g g ZFEARE RNBSN 71 & B AARRY Q1 oAt
Healthy skepticism .396 .099 .013 . ] B
R 338 o Anelde) s 2% Ekel 4 dAAYEY
adjusted R 330 A7 foaAl B ol 1kEALY AAlo] oapdAel|
f s S84 L viAtke dvy Sy 390 wFE 0
<.
- Aol 4 oA A4 BIR AT A% b
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