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(Figure 17 The change of CCTDI total mean score

according to academic year
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(Table 17 Critical thinking disposition scores of students by academic year

N=32)

Grade 1st yr 2nd yr 3rd yr 4th yr = Total of 4 years
CCTDI Mean4SD Mean4SD Mean4SD Mean ZSD Mean4SD
Total CCTDI 289.78t14.42 295311424 2983411642  300.66+17.50 7.54 .0001 296.02+4.30
Truth-seeking 46.19 7.21 45.84+ 5.58 4797+ 530 47.53+ 4.62 1.92 1324 46.89+1.71
Open-mindedness 43.13+ 4.05 46.06= 4.11 45.13+ 4.19 44.00= 5.08 3.46 .0194 44.58+1.67
Inquisitiveness 45.84+ 3.84 46.13+ 4.70 45.13+ 4.89 46.16= 4.74 0.87 4607 45.8111.69
Systematicity 38.03t 5.18 38.44+ 5.94 39.82+ 5.83 40.13+ 5.52 2.53 .0600 39.10£1.56
Self-confidence 3422+ 4.89 36.03t 4.74 36.19+ 4.88 37.19+ 4.57 472 0041 35.91£1.50
Analyticity 49.13+ 295 49.97+ 3.70 4922+ 3.26 50.47+ 3.83 1.54 2085 49.70+1.76
Maturity 3325t 398 32.84t 443 3491t 3.61 35.19+ 348 4.67 .0044 34.05t1.46
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p=.0001)<Table 1>. 39|07 7H(F=3.46, p=0194), H]
A Abo] AZHF=4.72, p=0041), J2:(F=4.67, p=0044)
& shaMm BAReR §A8 Ao} Y AAFT
(F=1.92, p=1324), & 7]2(F=0.87, p=4607), #7A(F=2.53,
p=.0620), H-A(F=1.54, p=2085)9] gAML oju)at
Z}o]E HOJA] qtti<Table 1>.

CH&dRIS| HIERY At 7|&

A HlwA AL 7] S 18hd 17197, 230d
17.757, 38hd 16477, 43hd 17.229 0% shde] walel u}
2 HlsE Ak 71E0) Wbl Qo)A oksE uehla
A3 7 shde] whE wjRA ARl 710 A5 Ajolw F
Aoz frolatA] FEHE=1.16, p=3306)<Table 2>. 3}9]%
5l A7 164708 TP E=gom, #

7h 4433108 7P sgkont shdo] Eeigtel uiet
AH o= FofSHA S7FFATHF=2.79, p=.0451).

CHIRIS| HIERY At et HIEE AfL J[sae
2

DEAe WRA Ala A wBA Al 7]
ZA1E Pearson correlation©.2 A3t Ax}, 18hd =01, p=.97,
283 =01, p=95, 38hd r=-13, p=48, 4813 =23, p=20°.
= EAReR folw ARTATL JERIA slsiel. vin
AbiL 71%9) ShdE wah ol ulA A 1% - o
oje) sl Wk ol <Figure 3, 4>9} P,

2 AT A veE Al 3 ddo] SEATE HS
AFE BT BAK 02 F25k3tk o] Colucciello(1997)
7} 48hd SES] BRA Aba Aol 28hd SMEERTE
o&tA =wria Bagk wigl o] shdo] FoldaF n|wE
Abal el @S yEbd 23 Zua & 5 QlH) Facione
(1994)e]] W= CCTDI F3lo] 3% 2807 olat= Foksh
HAA AbaL AdEEE, 3507 ol AdEk miwbA Ala RS
oulgh=d], ¥ AT tidAE A77F JBEE 4d st
CCIDI 47} 289.78~300.667, ¢ 296.0270 0% 73t u
A2 Ata AES BT} o= Tiwari, Avery9} Lai(2003)9]
33 7+E0Ege] CCTDI A4S 287734018t Raush

(Table 2) Critical thinking skill scores of students by academic year (N=32)
Grade 1st yr 2nd yr 4th yr = Total of 4 years
CCTST Mean=SD Mean=SD Mean=SD Mean 3SD Mean=SD
Total CCTST 17.19£3.59 17.75£3.10 16.47£4.44 17.22+3.72 1.16 .3306 17.16+1.04
Analyticity 4.25%1.30 4.6611.43 4.50£0.95 4.311£1.42 2.79 L0451 4.431£0.53
Evaluation 7.0312.13 7.19t1.91 5.97+2.46 6.5912.06 0.68 .5667 6.70£0.65
Inference 5.91%£1.59 6.4311.54 6.00£2.09 6.32+1.89 0.93 4302 6.16+0.62
Deductive reasoning 7.43t1.84 7.97+1.99 7.50+2.52 7.65£2.07 0.68 .5667 7.6410.69
Inductive reasoning 9.7512.38 10.31£3.30 8.97+2.65 9.56+2.39 1.91 .1334 9.65+0.78
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18 g 12 p
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(Figure 3> The change of CCTIST total mean score

according to academic year

D erzt =83l x| 35(2), 20054 4&

i b v
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FotaL WA el Aol AlFEwA AHe AR
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Glasenapp, & Piacentine, 1999).
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A Longitudinal Study of Critical Thinking Dispositions
& Critical Thinking Skills in Baccalaureate Nursing Students

Shin, Kyung Rim" - Ha, Ju Young” - Kim, Kon Hee"

1) College of Nursing Science, Ewha Womans University

Purpose: This longitudinal study was done to investigate critical thinking dispositions and critical thinking skills
of nursing students enrolled in a 4-year baccalaureate program at a university in Korea. Method: The study used
a longitudinal design. A convenience sample of 32 nursing students who were completing their 1st, 2nd, 3rd, and
4th year in a baccalaureate program at a selected university was included. The subjects completed the California
Critical Thinking Dispositions Inventory (CCTDI), the California Critical Thinking Skill Test (CCTST), and a
demographic questionnaire. Data was analyzed by descriptive statistics, repeated ANOVA, adjusted p-values, and
Pearson's correlation coefficient with SAS 8.12. Results: There was statistically significant improvement according
to academic year in the CCTDI total mean score (F=7.54, p= .0001) and subscales of Open-mindedness,
Self-confidence, and Maturity. Contrarily, no statistically significant difference was found in the CCTST total mean
score and subscales' score except Analysis. Conclusion: There is no significant correlation between critical thinking
dispositions and skills, so it will be necessary to repeat a study like this, and the translated instruments should be
modified by considering Korean culture.
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