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2AY| 37, “77 Ho|tl'o] 44, “g8t}e] 5807 3
AbsA Holglom, 87 Eae RARSomA dAiksln
Holtk TIQ 4L 147dM 70807, A7) =84
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<Table 1> Mean scores of TISQ in each nursing unit
N=477

Mean = SD

3.06t1.65

Mean #=SD
421+1.49

Nursing unit
ICU

nursing unit
Infection
Control
OB&GY

CCU 4.17£1.53
CS 3.9611.53 OPD general
OPR 3.9511.66 OPD special
NICU 3.88+1.60 NP
TISQ: A Score on degree of technological influences
ICU: intensive care unit
CS: chest surgery

3.0611.42
2.77+1.54
2.6411.61
2.5611.57

CCU: coronary care unit
OPR: operating room
NICU: neonatal intensive care unit
OB&GY: obstetrics&gynecology
NP: neuropsychiatry

OPD: out patient department

2 X Z+slar §J%lt<Table 1>

o

ozl wetn 580 44

r

1T SM0f e
2t % M=% Kok ol

>~

e dde dist 13AR A Hee
AEF(P= .000)9} A (P=.049)0l whet frogh zle]
BT ASAJHERE A, AP, o] &

o] mlZolu} ZlEwHY fFolstAl w2 A
DHERE= APy E 25 o] EfdE
SHTHTE fosH Skt =13 £4 A4 AR
= ZJEI(P= .010)2} 2 9)(P= .016)°] we} 23k Afo]S B
ok 71Zoly W& o] ZIER el vls) o =9kal, zh
o] FIFARY FEAE Foll vla] feletAl | =9
22 epde AEAE(P= 001} AL (P= .007)9} F
H(P= 030)5lA F2lg xo]5 Btk WAEA zpopd
71E o] &} Jlet Frek FolshA w3k, H917k
Eo5E ARA AoPNIYES} ol ENE Fol FhE
At HZEEA ol wla) HEE o w3k 2
6314 9del B o] 7bg o} 3 o]3)
9 o4 2ol wal Flal H w3k, 0d ol T 36
9 e 39 ol 2ol Hla) frolahl o Eghti<Table 2>,
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<Table 2> Differences in TIQ, CAQ, and PSCNI by demographic variables N=477
, . TIQ CAQ PSCNI
lo)
DEMeIEPIE W sles N{%) mean torF P mean torF P mean torF P
Age =25 92(19.3)  41.36 45 226 22009 018 907 9342 136 255
(years) 26 ~ =30 103(21.6)  41.03 220.98 96.08
31 ~ =35 54(11.3) 4238 218.44 95.42
36= 228(47.8)  40.68 219.71 95.49
Marital status unmarried 98(20.5)  4126° 1221 .000 219.75° 442  010* 92.714° 7.69 .001%%*
married 337(70.6)  41.52° 220.79° 96.335°
others 42(88)  37.11° 213.26 92.071°
Position staff nurse 321(67.3)  41.18 151 222 21932° 416  .016* 94.32° 507 .007**
head nurse 149(31.2)  40.72 220.16 96.8™
supervisor 7( 1.5) 4428 24228 102.14°
Career =3 72(15.1)  41.34 044 722 21976 036 786 92.68°  3.01 .030*
(years) 3= ~ <6 32(67) 4112 223.62 94.75®
6= ~ =9 59(12.4)  41.74 219.59 97.78"
9=~ 314(65.8)  40.89 219.64 95.68™
Educational level two year program 256(53.7) 41.10 012 948 219.64 0.10 962 9494 122 302
three year program 139(29.1) 41.04 219.75 94.87
four year program 82(17.1) 4122 221.08 97.15
Working unit general ward 327(68.6)  40.71°  3.04 .049% 21935 114 319 9539 052 597
special ward 76(1539)  42.44° 22325 95.50
OPD 74(15.5)  4131° 219.01 94.14

TIQ: Technological influences questionnaire CAQ: Caring attributes questionnaire PSCNI: Professional self concept of nurses instrument
ab: Duncan's multiple range test(Means with the different letter are significantly different)

*P< .05 *¥P< 01 **P< 001
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- E3 9
S|27|= Y=o et X[l mE =52 &4 = o]
X2t MEX XOpPHIEEE
AWRAY TEFARES 304 o1 TR} 59.1%0]3 F
ALY fErledge] g A7 Axel wek S35 T A%ol 332442 Frh= A, 704%8] iR} 1&gt
A2 Aopidel el zfeol7t d=A ERler] 5t = A, FAso] 9d o]l ATt 65.8%ek= ol @
I FHHFE Vo RE o HAHGH BFE = BAFES o R 3§ 7129 A KSohng & Noh, 1999;
HAp ol & A5F @8 o), HaATtl uFd Noh & Sohng, 2000)¢} th& AAE Kok E3F 24 115
2R & B (39 ol - 487 wdh, Hirga-1 % g T2 EJQATL 53.7%5 AAs] a5 uSeEY
FHARD & AS5H TG mRhY Al Fom FERFE, DS e P Ao s Ags BT T8y
=29 &4 AGHee AEF Aopde Aols AAsk ol WSS W ISAPL HA 75A 3%l =33
a3, d87e gy s P TAHHeE At A T 5 AY d4E 1HE wel(Li, 2000, F5 Welx=
v 153 7 AS =7 AT 24108 0% Hatd 7 AWA Y 7HFAEo] MRl BSS W Hlgo] 2 A
(2233950l ASA (217485 ET FolehA w2 AT orh, 3 -4\A tEwST)H EHUAE -] S5 2
£ HTHP=004). A&A Aophde] Hey B 157 7 A T oot tE Z7hEel vlEixE nSAste] AASH
(105.505)0] B3l 1(97.023) 3 ASH 1(93.957)°l Hlsf A s & F Ak ole 7Y N AFAET T
o8l = 4THP= .001)<Table 3>. A9 WS, Ao B, ety o2 4AhdstEo] 9l
I, s aFo] FE Fitu EHAPL dstete FEelA Al
27| €Y, =22 540 et x|zt MEE Atk for Ad o QItHLi, 2000). AW A 7S AL
XIOHE ZHe| Ak o] WFFEo] FH ATAb vlE w2 AL ARAY 2
Aol = o 9000578 9] 557 ARl 7k 7P w%
OAAES] TIQ9 CAQE = 1112 W Axo A7 4 o] Fal wiliEo] ythks A3 vo] Slvkar k. o€
FIAE B oH(P= .015), TIQ <=} PSCNI H-rs}e] Hi-$-3 dstE e A7 e WS oR QlE AW 1%
A = 16405 FAHOE {23t FF AHHAE HolF A IS e T Y UEuS FEET U =
SATHP=000). PSCNI $} CAQ2] A##Al= = 34224 54 < ol Q= A o2 Al ¥t YanBian University, 1995).
£9] A AHAAE BITHP= .000)<Table 4>. B AFellA AWAY 1sAES E7|e wael tisto]
W AFEEE BYoREMN fnT|e U dist w23t
<Table 4> Pearson's correlation coefficients of PSCNI, A5 ESE HERIITE ARAY sAES IER
T1Q and CAQ N=477 BAE 81 o] P HUW s|%o] Aesths
PSCN Ta A, ARIAN} flEomA hEAke] AEAQ ofu)A]
PN 7} gEgnie A, 20w Gsle B B4 0Ee @
TIQ e A9 rde FANUTK: Aol dale] the ke Al
340 m SRT A% WA Foske A¥E Hck 53] ] Y
- (000)*** (015)* shAlo} 11712 71eAls tlAhoR Sash o (Arthur et al,
#4P< (] *#P< 001 1999)0l4 EA7 37 1tsAEe ddurls v A7 AF
7h 526473 48.027 0% 2g7]e W] diste] FA Ao
I oAl AEgS Bt A g d2Al AgE
<Table 3> Differences in PSCNI and CAQ by Technological Influences N=477
V! ety N{%) Mean CFAQ P Mean I:’SFCNI P
TIQ > 48 12( 2.5) 241.00° 5.61 0.004%* 105.50° 6.79 0.001%%*
39 < TIQ < 48 185(38.8) 223.39° 97.02°
39 > TIQ 280(58.7) 217.48° 93.95°
abc: Duncan's multiple range test(Means with the different letter are significantly different)
#P< 0] FF*P< 001
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Nurse's Perception of Technological Development, Caring Attributes
and Professional Self-Concept in YanBian

Noh, Choon-Hee" - Kim, Kyoung-Aez) - Li, Chun-Yu? - Lee, Jin-Sook®
Kim, Su-Sie” - Sohng, Kyeong-YaeS)

1) Department of Nursing, Hallym University, 2) YanBian Hygieniesm Cardes School

3) Department of Nursing, YanBian University, 4) College of Nursing Science, Ewha Womans University
5) College of Nursing, The Catholic University of Korea

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to describe technological development, caring attributes and professional
self-concept as perceived by nurses in YanBian. Method: Data were collected using an instrument containing 137
Likert items was administered to 477 RN's working in general hospitals in YanBian. The instrument contained
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sections which examined technological influences questionnaire(TIQ), caring attributes questionnaire(CAQ), and
professional self-concept nursing inventory(PSCNI). Result: Descriptive and inferential statistics revealed by marital
status and position. Married, working special ward nurses reported a higher TIQ score than that of unmarried and
working general ward and OPD. PSCNI and CAQ score of head or supervisor nurses were higher than that of
staff nurses. Subjects revealed very low score of CAQ, while PSCNI score was higher than that of other Asian
countries such as Korea, Beijing China, HongKong China and Japan as proved in former study. Conclusion:
Useful information for educators and nurse administrators is provided from this results. Further study needs to be
done to discuss in the light of cultural and environmental differences between YanBian(Korean-Chinese) and

Korean nurses.
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