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<Table 1> General characteristics of subjects (N=470)
Academic Boys' Academic Girls' Vocational Total 2(0)
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) P
Gender Male 141(91.6) 62(56.4) 137(66.5) 340(72.3) 45.96(.000)*
Female 13( 8.4) 48(43.6) 69(33.5) 130(27.7)
Age(Yrs) <39 32(20.8) 39(35.5) 78(37.9) 149(31.7) 15.34(.004)*
40-49 83(53.9) 46(41.8) 96(46.6) 225(47.9)
50-59 39(25.3) 25(22.7) 32(15.5) 96(20.4)
Teaching carcer(Yrs) <10 26(16.9)) 29(26.4) 67(32.5) 122(26.0) 15.71(.015)*
11-15 33(21.4) 21(19.1) 47(22.8) 101(21.5)
16-20 33(21.4) 19(17.3) 39(18.9) 91(19.4)
>20 62(40.3) 41(37.3) 53(25.7) 156(33.2)
* p<.05
<Table 2> Nurse experience related factors of subjects (N=470)
Academic Boys' Academic Girls' Vocational Total 2(0)
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) i
Self ever hospitalized 74(48.1) 64(58.2) 113(54.9) 251(53.4) 2.96(.228)
never hospitalized 80(51.9) 46(41.8) 93(45.1) 219(46.6)
Family member ever hospitalized 126(81.8) 90(81.8) 182(88.8) 398(84.7) 3.81(.149)
never hospitalized 28(18.2) 20(18.2) 24(11.7) 72(15.3)
No. of nurses among one and more 47(30.5) 37(33.6) 83(40.3) 167(35.5) 3.90(.142)
family member &/or none 107(69.5) 73(66.4) 123(59.7) 303(64.5)
relatives
Ability to discern make to discern 87(56.5) 73(66.4) 122(59.2) 282(60.0) 2.70(.260)
differences between fail to discern 67(43.5) 37(33.6) 84(40.8) 188(40.0)
Nurses and Nurse Aides
* p<.05
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<Table 3> Influencing factors to make nurses' image of subjects (N=470)

Academic Boys' Academic Girls' Vocational Total 2(0)

n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) .

Visiting hospital or admission 118(76.6) 93(84.5) 148(71.8) 359(76.4) 6.83(.033)*
Others: 36(23.4) 17(15.5) 58(28.2) 111(23.6)
TV Drama 13( 8.4) 10( 9.1) 32(15.5) 55(11.7)
Nurses in family 10( 6.5) 4( 3.6) 18( 8.7) 32( 6.8)
Novels, Literature 13( 8.4) 3( 2.7) 8( 3.9) 24( 5.1)
* p<.05
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<Table 5> Nurses' Image according to gender of
subjects (N=470)
Male Female t(p)
M-SD M-SD P
Professional image 3.49%0.59 3.38%0.62  1.74(.041)*
Traditional image 3.3620.68 3.07£0.69 4.21(.000)*
Social image 2.9610.68 2.87£0.75 1.27(.103)
Vision of nursing carecer  2.9510.61 2.82+0.71 1.85(.033)*
Total 3.2410.53 3.07£0.59 2.92(.002)*
* p<.05
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<Table 4> Nurses' Image according to types of school (N=470)
Academic Boys' Academic Girls' Vocational Total F(p)
M=SD M=SD M=SD M=SD
Professional image 3.47+0.55 3.5010.56 3.43+0.64 3.4610.60 0.58(.560)
Traditional image 3.2810.66 3.2110.70 3.32+0.71 3.2810.69 0.84(.433)
Social image 2.9010.64 2.9010.68 2.9710.76 2.9310.70 0.60(.549)
Vision of nursing career 2.8510.58 2.84%£0.56 3.00£0.71 2.91£0.64 3.19(.042)*
Total 3.1810.50 3.1610.53 3.2240.60 3.1910.55 0.46(.633)
* p<.05
<Table 6> Nurses' Image according to age of subjects (N=470)
>30S (1) 40S (2) 50S (3) Flp) Scheffe
M=SD M=SD M=SD (0)
Professional image 3.3910.60 3.47£0.56 3.5610.66 2.34(.093)
Traditional image 3.14£0.64 3.3010.68 3.45£0.75 6.20(.002)* 1 and 3(.002)*
Social image 2.8210.67 2.9110.66 3.17£0.80 7.70(.001)* 1 and 3(.001)*
2 and 3(.010)*
Vision of nursing career 2.84%0.63 2.91£0.59 3.04£0.75 3.15(.044)* 1 and 3(.044)*
Total 3.09£0.52 3.1910.51 3.34£0.65 6.43(.002)* 1 and 3(.002)*

* p<.05
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<Table 7> Nurses' image according to experience of hospitalization (N=470)
Self Family member
ever never ever never
hospitalized hospitalized t(p) hospitalized hospitalized t(p)
M=SD M4SD M=SD M4SD
Professional image 3.4610.63 3.47+0.55 -0.17(.431) 3.4610.61 3.45+0.49 0.17(.435)
Traditional image 3.2610.72 3.3010.66 -0.64(.261) 3.2910.70 3.22+0.63 0.85(.199)
Social image 2.93+0.76 2.9310.64 -0.09(.465) 2.93+0.72 2.9310.60 0.06(.475)
Vision of nursing career 2.9010.68 2.9310.59 -0.45(.326) 2.9310.65 2.8410.59 1.06(.145)
Total 3.1810.60 3.2010.50 -0.43(.335) 3.2010.57 3.1510.47 0.63(.266)
<Table 8> Nurses' image according to discerning ability of subject between Nurses and Nurse Aides (N=470)
make to discern fail to discern (o)
M4SD M4SD
Professional image 3.51£0.60 3.39£0.58 2.05(.021)*
Traditional image 3.32£0.70 3.21£0.68 1.74(.042)*
Social image 2.9310.72 2.9410.68 -0.17(.431)
Vision of nursing career 2.94%0.62 2.8810.67 0.89(.189)
Total 3.2240.55 3.14£0.55 1.48(.072)
* p<.05
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<Table 9> Nurses' Image according to image making factors of subjects (N=470)
Visiting Hospital or TV Drama Nurses in Novels or F(p)
Admission Family Literature
M4SD M4SD M4SD M4SD

Professional image 3.4510.58 3.3910.69 3.5810.53 3.59+0.72 1.068(.362)
Traditional image 3.2810.70 3.1810.69 3.4110.60 3.3610.73 0.835(.475)
Social image 2.9310.69 2.8710.78 2.9240.56 3.14£0.91 0.532(.660)
Vision of nursing career 2.91£0.63 2.851£0.72 2.9210.69 3.05+0.57 0.801(.494)

Total 3.1910.54 3.12+0.64 3.2610.45 3.3210.61 0.976(.404)
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Nurses' Image Perceived by Academic
and Vocational High School Teachers in Korea*
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify nurses' image and its related factors to make nurses' image
among academic and vocational high school teachers in Korea. Method: Study samples were composed of 470
teachers who were from 12 high schools in G and J city located in southwestern part of Korea. Data were
collected from August 26 to October 4, 2002. The internal consistency of the total scale was Cronbach's @ .940.
Result: In order to make nurses' image, 76.4% of respondents were influenced by the experience of their
hospitalization in visiting hospitals. The mean score of nurses' image in general was 3.19£0.55; in four
subcategories, 3.4610.60 for professional image, 3.28+0.69 for traditional image, 2.93%0.70 for social image, and
2.9110.64 for vision of nursing career. The mean score of nurses' image in general was more positive significantly
in the 50's age group (F=6.43, p= .002) and in male groups (t=2.92, p= .002). Conclusion: On the basis of these
findings, nursing professionals need to improve their working conditions, aspiration in job, and autonomy of nurses
in their practice fields, monitor the mass media and other publishing materials continuously, and share the
appropriate information on nursing profession to the school teachers and the public.

Key words : Nurses' image, High school teachers, Korea
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