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A a9 Hxl H 87

qEagd g TAEY AT it 44
moh AL g EAE oE¢ ATALS Lokl E
RAADA Sl e ok Fa el gLt
ot A9 $4otE¢ = A(Under achievement) &
AE olv d7 At AFagedagd dd ¥
L ATE AEHY $ok 2 FRYLC] ¥ A
A gqle A2d ks FHE AsE AANTFA
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Zaa gl Brtohizl, olskpe AstE Jl2EHA
Ha4¢ gelgAL olsisin Foud HY4AL o
Z3le ol % 2 stein 2=
AR5 YAAE cdAde BYES A4
x4 B4 Aot ez g FHA%T 22 A
5 2gAEd o8 =e5e] ot dne ARAE
27 Bge Balohyzl vlFo| 2tE T YA T
AEe] BIESF FrE YT AAE e 57
Zsha Q% @4e Qe A€ Zaase] Bt
2gE & FAFY shetn B 4 A Aotk
olo] F AFst 2is) AgH AL 19574 104,
ARz A48 QFN4G “2F = 2(Sputnik)”7t
Axd LA Tz 3T 0@ Fes, d
8 QFAs, 48 #z(Over achievement)st
A9 Aol A7 FASHANA Fol2 + gute
AL 493 AEd T
ol Aah e AAA A Bal $A FA A
4+ QEAL, 7xd T4 19EF F 4 UdE A4
£ olw gt Aol EF FFo] AATEA oW
Qe F3 Qirt SR St 27 94
o] EIE FE 37 Foeln A dasiEEe
5 oje ExA4¢ Er7} & F5Es e BAlolth
olo & dFaE ALY B/E s dBAUA
23 g49de rAdd &7 ARAALE 23T
Aol A A 2 A5 E S Yo FA M7
Fgoed, thest 2& g BAL o] Fo nuA
2 AdTE A= wgrh

Ha
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B. 172l 8

E AT BAL A4S G AR 9
g FE Ay Q4uds TEN &3k $Ad4 ¥

1) sl A BsdAdel #F 2AQTW),” AW, A8A 6%, 1969, p. 39

2 oleS, 2R Agdtn gA% 2t B AW ARA 3 A2 d%F A

=98 HA®, s, A0W1E, 1971 p. 29

AELEA A% o

3) B4 “shaoks ARk &5F Fel A% AT, AAFNEE, AdATa HHEY, 1965),
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A olsstn ol AaE shuel A2 ATE A
22A 349 e 23 n4E AP glel ¢
& F7) el

C. 7o ¥e

E AT AE 2AGAE A4 Ta A3 &
Aol e webd B AT AnE z2Ad4

W el F el AMAsA oferl
D. =7 34

A ST A4bst A A44E 4 Ao
2 S99 AdddlA T R7Y H Azl
S8 4% 8 Murray 8 47 o] 2o] 2§74
Wt dhsled Edwardse] o3 <lzb8] Ay &35
A5 93 1A ST L 2HE 4+ gES
WE~ 4l Edwarde personal preferene shedule (E.P.
PS.E ¢9stos k- +4¢ Aez o H4y
345 o] 24 274 @ 2R 3YRuYE S
& gt g

1 iﬂél % 0EH 24

o] At EP.PSo e dAxHq AEFEL A
2 uh@—z}lg # £ (Social desirability Scale value)s}
ZeAE AE A 49 475 vk F by
g Fedd A AYES Adstglens O A%
ol vebd & whsbA Aol =}l ghgsld e A uk
EAAE ALAE AAL ¢ JEF TP, 2T
18-4) 374 2 4(consistency check)® ¥4 AT
AAE AEEG e AR & AALY 72 Fobi
4 dom, shie &7 AdFe s &T7) o}
Vb delsha &Foke) 44 A g A LF
E vebde ez EEAdA obE AAs o o &
A A% g9k gl

2. J¥EL U= §F

3L TR 945 A9 A A4
R ot 2u.

(1) need Achievement {n. Ach.)

wE ol AAATA v, AWE B A
= &7

(2) need Deference (n. Def.;

ALY AR & w2a AE A Polsg

® 47

(3) need Order (n. Ord.)

F49¢ shlAde] AUgk AYE 491 2E dof
HEL Adede &7

(4) need Exhibition (n. Exh.)

el e olokr v} FEo s F49 FAL Fn 4
ol3te, 2719 A4 AFgln deojdle &7

(5) need Autonomy (n. Aut.)

thE Abgholt sael fulelxl w22z AR
A gk, Aol 4FE gt golste &7

(6) need Affiliation {n. Aff.)

7 A AE A g AT A AYgE A
719 FEEA A At &7

(7) need Intraception (n. Int.)

B Aol A4 Y #F, 247, B, 444 %

47 Febsle &7

(8) need Succorance (n. Suc.)

gEAdez Yo H2v e ub] die 47

(9) need Dominance (n. Dom.)

o Al A A=At S Yolste ArgAL
TS, EgA4dg AEAs ) e 7

(10> need Abasement (n. Aba.)

ZEL 4544 Lald, Q9 FXe] =p4lel A
dE AL AE &F

(11) need Nartwrance (u. Nur.)

T e A 545D g2 EY AEE g
Al A FHE &7

(12) need Change {n, Chg.)

PR Lol FEEA Bebe FA2 A2E AL )
2AEE &7

(13) need Endurance (n. End.)

Addg oA ALAA Bl &

(14) need Heterosexuality (n. Het.)

el sk A7 slsbel, Aol sl Fo]F LoE &
:‘Z-

(15) need Aggression (n. Agg.)

oA wlal WA, TEddal u e nase &
.

1.

Ao
2

= M

Tl A A st vl AACRMAEY wlateldl AaaA] 7]

4) H. Murray, Explorations in Personality, New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1938.
5) A.L. Edwards, Manual for the Edwards Personal Preference Schedule, New York: Psy. Co., 1959,

6) ¥ s AAA, p. 200
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glthe st g Rkl AFE A esA, 5. Ag o2}
ey-g w1 A A Hald vl o] vlafL Lumé o
T, 6l 2AA Hels A gAA Aol AldAE
7€ Holland 8] 7% 4 #jA A 4Agle]
FAD L BT 3, = AA 9l A4, e
FHe& FAoR A g AL 19 AT
dAE JARle] Aol JctEAL AEAFz 9l
Lr Fil 3L bR AL A FopllAd B
Aol ¢ HeFgch v o4 Tt
¥ A gl F AAde ez s AL ol T
T edzte AL AAATFL gAial, AAY T
AA-g A4 AxA o FAE o] B £
Al GA FA4E AR gl Aoldh A A
Q18 AAHaE FHTdl o] olnd I olE WA
B UASA R e 4AelA s e Ry
A S Ao}, v Tl A Murraye] &7
of we} 16748 &4 & sHAn ZAl AYyge=
wtdd g EPP.S.M7} &7 8 A4F shiel A
Aol Fo Az ohiY) o}E £ 4ATAE
224 oslEltte A4 o} E ol whyuctE 19
e AT dRAE AAYdT ¥ 4 d= Aoldh

o] A% B4 A2A Heilbrun o o 712 ¢35}
w, sz JE&4.2 n. Achievement ¢} n. Endurance
of & F4F Bolx gl¥E ww, n. Changed] W
A4F vola ¢god, AA F¥A-L n. Nurturance
o] =& A4E Bolw vtk A Az AL n
Nurturance o ¥& A4F BT, AR H4L
n. Exhibition 5} n. Autonomy, n. Aggressione] &
& J4E 243z glow, n. Intraception 3 n.
Abasement, n. Enduranced] & A4E BdFa

9ok

=T 84 13 FPEE 4oz 44T Geb
hart & o %1 28, 2 TP =g F}Yuc)
n, Achievement, n. Order, n. Intraceptione] ¥&
A45 no|lx ¢l dkuld] n. Nurturance 9} n. Chan-
ge, n. Affiliationd] ¥& A45 ndFa ¢}

e o] AAE B4 AEHoks] 4ol Al Y
AR T2E dTehed 53 ol AHEFe HE &
4 o 23 LOHIAE A wol BeEdE
W, Smithe k5 &4 9 A Fzel AF T4

- AAEA] T4 Add FA e AEA
F9la, Madigan®e dubdo . 73 Aol A A
A ggF 749 & n. Order, n. Deference, 2.8 3 n.
Endurance ¢} ¢] oig] aFAs Fo=qcln Hilx
15k

=%} George 9} Stephens & & TWe| A& ¥A 7135
QoA g A & A4E Jehix gy ST
n. Order, n. Intraception, n. Deference, n. Endu-
rance 8] Fsolx, W& A4E veblE A2 n Suc-
corance, n. Exhibition n. Nurturance, n. Affiliation
8 AR vepyged, ol A 1EAS} A4 w
2% $TTFEE woiFd Egerd] zdse
78 Aol gt Bm#lxm, Schultzl’s 743 4
8 £F-F27F 28 A 48dg AeFe Hisl
e AL AF5s e

4 AL Falgl T2 A Levitt 8 2919 o 718
& £ dud, 444G 4849 13 e 4
Uk =i s Y FEYANA PlmsE A, 7%
ZEAEL AL AEA oln) 54T T2
& 7Z+A1s5l= n. Autonomy, n. Dominance, n. Agg-

7) K.M. Lum, “A Comparison of Under & Over-achiving Female College Students,” J. of Ed. Psy., Vol. 51, No. 3, 1960,

pp. 109-113.

8) K.L. Holland, “The Prediction of College Grades from Personality and Aptitude Variables,” J. of Ed. Psy., Vol. 51, 1960,

pp- 245-251.

9 ASH g4 A & AF 4 A7, 2EFAF, T 1148173, (A dANGa, 1962)

10) H. Murray, Loc. cit,
11) A.L. Edwards, Luc. ci»

12) A.B. Heilbrun, “Configural Interpretation of E.P.P.S. and Prediction of Academic Performance,” Persvnul Guidance Jour-

nal, XLII, 1963, pp. 264-268.

13) G.G. Gebhart, “Personality Needs for Under & Over achieving Freshman, J. of Appl. Psy., Vol, 42, 1938, pp. 125-128.
14) J.E. Smith, “Personality Structure in beginning Nursing Students,” Nur. Res., Vol. 17 140-145, 1968.

15) M.E. Madigan, Psychology, Saint Louis: Mosby Co., 1966, p. 341.

16) J.A. George & M.D. Stephens, “Personality Traits of Public Health Nurses and Psychiatric Nurses,” Nur. Res., Vol. 17,

pp. 168-170, 1968.

17) E.D. Schultz, “Pcrsonality Traits of Nursing Studente and Faculty Concepts of Desirable Traits,” Nur. Res, 14:281-268,

1865.

18) E.E. Levitt, B. Lubin & M. Zuckerman, “The Students Nurse, the College Woman and the Graduate Nurse; A Compara-

tive Study,” Nur, Res., pp : 80-82, 1962.
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A vebdvty Ragan, ARaezdY Bie 4
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Azupgose 72 T3y £ BT L
RAE Aasd T test & FHYTh

e Al 2 A A TS st shEEa Qe
A5 Ex Fin de TAE Al AlE
rolmgrid], oJRAL “EE d4-S JdAsw A3
ok PFo o|FA #HECME Melton 8] o] el
e} @y 2227k BEFL Adoled F& SFEst
E AWd4 gdetm mep 280 &T7F=2 HolE
ol oz A 7E e wdel FASHE STHLE T
=3 8ke shgrh

& . ZalETES AASE YRR vEd 2
o] 37bx ML 2,3,4%hd A BolA AA, T
Yoz sedF AdsA stgck F,

D Azae AR wevhn 4 A4

) 2adE 5% 4 AR 2vh

3 WAA s wA e ATk

2 A A 25 Dol At L AETFEL
2, 23 el ARete T4 2AF TEoE A
o} ,

Ay ozt 475Y 3T BEAAE 445
o t-test & st}

(R IoMdo0 e BAWY Qa4 e
o] AAwle] WA EANE o] N3 3,484
garag A9 of - AT FH ol nE sy,
ANAFEE] AL 1970 395 1971 84 7HA A
olo] Q44 A2} ol ol IS HFATE
o A4, A4, HE A/AAE AE2E 2149 ¥
Ro] WA A4 9B A7S Hded £ 4
Fa7t & AGFEEE e B4E A -F 02 &
A7, AAE ST AAo] Ao sl AT
2.9 A F2(449, 31.2%). Eel A FE TEE
22 T(48%, 33.3%)e2 JPk ASYden 9
A, t-testZ gtk

(Rl DM 00 CHE BEMWy o dAsEYE o F
e £7ae S golnr] $iste 2 s AR
o] o 3,484 4T 7% AT Uk HEE
2 2t 4 739 47728 HolE gopugt
], o]t “S7le 1 AEd vt od PFE T A
Q7] AAe) A4e b= gl Tzt
E AAR e s e a4 47
flrm As s Sgstnd el 5 At o4
w2o] QolubA ool A ol j fof & qlzke] YA

2 AQr BFAG4e] T, vl2 2 FA= R
A B Folg A4 E9R FFAT 2
Melton & ¢] & ZA2HA F91& L7t 544
EoobgAd SastE e+ ododzstn 2ok
4o 2 stelF Aok QAR F ol -3k
e, Aelst 23, Lokst pad, A 1E
&, »A 23 FlA A FE mAe AEL
Wq false] 7t FEW WlRE Ak A4S HF
A4e] AAA 7 TE5Y FAE ot

V. Al 3 dY

A RlEENOl =MW

1. #HAR SAIEH

2 ol A4 3079 o) 2035 0] Al FEe=
2 AAAAL 05.4%2 debkew, 2Athid 44%
Be ohg o198 72t

<B-1> ZAlel HAEH
18y 28hd 38hd 483 A A
& 7 73 79 73 68 293
(80) (80) (74) (73 (307
LI 91.3 98.7 987 93.0 95. 4

<E-I> HB &0 gk AFYEHN=220)
& 4 du e
AL
W AR iz 4 Aee 21010
adde 44¢ 4+ e AR 168 | 0.76
W AR A wx dkcim gAget| 310 14

<E-V> gninse] MeME(N=14D

% | ade 428(%)
SECEEE L ‘ 2% 0.18
AHala 23 30 0.21
& oF 3 25w 12 0. 09
A A 3 %3 52 0.37
xR 7EY 12 0.09

20) A.W. Melton, “Motvation and Learning,” Stuides in Motivation, New York: Appleton Century Croft, 1955, pp. 424.

21) Ibid.



2 CHAIXSl HBEE0 CHE UE
WA AT gl A3 2 EA
Ao w-B3 3-Vo 2ok

ERE LERL

B. 7}ﬂ0Il oE #n %

7F gebel 7 shdd & T-TR A4 AolE nAZE 2R
ole}, ¥HEY AFAZ o uF, EuiFd &7
T Ao]F BoF Aolnh

Ay &TAS A4 F4F% 23 eAY 2 &
Tuiqd FEst 23 E o 2V 2ok

HI17md g AFYEsE AR Aole] A
<BE-V> Zt 2 STHole| wm

13 (N=73) 284 (N=79) 33 (N=73) 43hg (N =68) A A

Mn SD t Man SD t Ma SD t Man SD Mn SD
Ach.| 1503 3.99 .23 14.89 353 -—.88 15.44 4.14 —.23 1560 4.18 1524 3.95
Def. 13.40 3.69 ~.54 13.73 3.83 1.57% 12.77 3.71 —100 13.38 3.49 13.32 3.69
Ord. 13.39 4.61 —2.06* 14.81 394 .91 14.23 3.89 .31 1400 4.89 14.11 4.34
Exh. 14.38 3.84  2.45% 12.85 3.84 .98 12.25 3.68 —2.33% 13.79 4.18 13.32 3.9
Aut. 14.48 4.18 —.56 14.87 4.32 —1.79%% 16.04 3.68 L.75% 14.88 4.18 1507 4.12
Aff. 14.70 3.90 - .91 15.28 3.97 .52 14.96 3.62 .17 1507 4.23 1500 3.02
Int. 19.52 3.48 —.38 19.75 4.02 2.28* 1829 3.87 -—.69 1875 4.08 19.08 3.90
Suc. 15.37 4.72  2.04% 13.78 4.88 .30 13.55 4.57 —.18 13.69 4.48 14.10 4.71
Dom. 15.14 4.49 .20 15.00 4.28 -.29 15.21 4.55 =-—1.02 15.99 4.49 15.33 4.44
Aba.| 16.77 4.37 —.92 17.44 4.57  1.33%* 16.47 4.41 .25 1628 4.55 16.74 4.48.
Nur. 18.33 4.46 —1.99% 19.70 4.04 .64 1926 4.38 L21* 1841 3.93 1892 4.23
Chg.| 1866 3.91 .29 18.48 3.84 .05 1845 4.12 .46 1813 4.11 1843 3.97
End.| 1195 504 —.85 1263 4.79 —1.20% 13.58 4.96 1.21%* 12.54 ©5.26 12.67 5.01
Het. 10.56 5.21  1.53% 0.33 4.67 —.75 9.95 539 —23 10.15 4.80 10.00 5.02
Agg.l 1314 359 1.69** 12.10 3.98 .45 11.82 3.66 .46 1151 4.28 12.14 3.9l
* p=0. %05
*% P:O-l

E-VellA 2y vish ol Adnd-g A AH =
< A4E veplz Y ST
n Nurturance, n Chanpe, n Abasement o]s] @¥.& A

& vehi o

n Intraception,

9l =42 n Heterosexuality, n Aggres-
sion, n Endurance 2 1,2,3,4%8hd¢] A4 %@ ¢
4% A37A% gk ol Azl AE Madigante]
AR RERHAAA A A §F2 AAS 5 9
=n Orde;r n DCeference, n Endurance 7} vl 34 ¢
A4 i‘ﬁ“r‘ﬂ Aukgl A& el g, o
ael wgAAd dold addl APAL A
A )lt &7l o] FashA #F43tes Heil:
brun &) 7pA%2sk 23 EAEL JAAE AEAA o
¥ E48 $772E A8, 444 &7 AR
a7 hebdehi Levitt 9 29099 shale] dARek

m[.rtl f"‘ r{o

21) M.E. Madigan, Loc. cit.
22) A.B. Heilbrun, Op. cit.,, p. 266.
23) E.E. Levitt, & others, Loc. cit.

I ¥ 4 gl

=g 7 ddsfole LTTEALY Aol E AFT B
3 grbA Waldl A o3t Jol s dA= gk

A 1hdsk 28hdzte] el Ze A+
Exbibition, n Succorance, n Nurturance, n Hetero-
sexuality, n Aggression 5o 4] 2]¢] gl 2po] & w.ol
chA wheb 2¥hd o] 18hd Bl n Order, n
n Nurturance dl] 4 =74, n Exhibition,

n Order, n,

9=,
Abasement,
n Succorance, n Heterosexuality, n Aggression ¢ 4}
WA Jebdg B 4 ek F AgAele, ZapAel
o &xbe) BEsg BE C‘éa =5 E 77 24
Ao & 4 oddlsh ooz HAe I EFY o &
2zl 7b LepAe @r?'% a7k Yrtis % 4 9

Ao, 3 48d6]4] n Intraception, n Exhibition -§-



A3 Al KolR FEE 29wW olv FHe
@ 47727} Y4H ASLL §FE 9T 17
vh 2ot o] Ashe REEAY SFFEI 286
A 4838 AeEe WadE Schultz8] AHEM
& Q33 AvAd 2ok AT o Ashe: BB
Aee 4A%del d3E T+ B4 FAade]
Toelghn A% WeAdE 25 Eavha Lo

theoz A EA ATagd A wE,
24 @ Ashe B-Ws o

<E-V> UINKH o o, BUE OEE HD

4aFF(N=D) ERITE

Mn SD Mn SD

t-value

Ach. 1571 4.00
Def. 13.86  3.71

14.90 4.20 0.70
13.03 4.09 0.74

Ord. 15.33  4.43 12.35 4.10  2.49*
Exh. 12.24 3.43 14.65 4.13 2. 20*
Aut. 13.95 3.56 16.35 4.80 1. 96**

Aff. 15. 10 3.8
Int. 18.48  3.12
“Suc. 13.67 4.07
Dom. 16.33 4.84

13360 364 113
17.90  5.47  0.43
13.42 391 0.22
16.10 4.60 0.18

Aba. | 19.24 4.45 16.32 4.90 2 18*
‘Nur. 21.05 4.36 1829 4.68  2.14*
Chg. 16. 48 2.96 19.39 4.59 2. 56*

11.84 4.69 .12
10.16  5.65 1. 56
12.84 4.32 0. 85

End. 13.29 4.41
Het. 7.95  3.83
Agg. | 11.81 4.25

¥ p=0.05
*% p=(. ]

Z-Vol 4 vehd AsE 2 575 Abeld 99
0] o] B mola ¢l Ae] n Change, n Order. n
Exbibition, n Abasement, n Nurturance, 183 n
Autonomy ¢|th. F, wET-Fo] EuEF TEEvin
Order, n Abascnment, n Nurturancecel =} 73},
n Change, n Exhibition, n Autonomye]| oF3lAl
ehta gl Aolvh ol24 343, £FAoln AY
Aola FAAolr W3l AAFE Heldte 4Ho] %
2% FgRdl gl A A B8 Esbh A
a4 dded, duA uidA g geiste
¥ 4 Jekx £rth

o] e Azt A F T FgHFa AAHRle] &

24) E.D. gchultz, Op. cit., p. 264,

A7 ET % A Lol detds 499 Azd
Z9lwh

AIJHD: 4ol A8 G450l dpdez oF
S §TF2 Aok, 944 449 s AR
§FF2A Ao & LAF Roleh.

QA% 449 5 AAFEY 4TFF2E M nT
A5k Bhg B-WsH 2o

<E-W> A&l 1 . XX Hm

2} 2T (N=48)
Mn SD

SATF(N=44)
t-value

Mn SD

Ach. 15.93  4.27
Def. 13.55  3.32
Ord. | 13.55 3.88
Exh. 12.84 374
Aut. 15. 25 4. 08
Aff. 14.45  3.93
Int. 19. 16 3.35
Sue. 13.84 4. 15
Dom. 15. 66 3.96
Aba. 17.07  4.05
Nur. 19.50 3.8
Chg. 18.50  3.43
End. 12.68  4.66
Tet. 9.91 4. 32
Age. | 1141 414

14.81 4.24 1.26
12.77  3.87 1.03
14.52  4.41 .12
13.25 4.36  0.48
16.5¢ 4.22 0.34
15.96 3.94  1.83%*
17.56 3.92  2.09*
13.96 4.54 0.13
15.06 4.60 0.66
15.33 5.06  1.&0**
18.88 4.72  0.69
1775  4.27  0.92
12294 540 0.24
10.54 5.94 0. 58
11.81 430 0.46

* p=0.05
K% P=0-1

-Vl A debd vhef] &5k,
Affiliation, n Abasement o] 4] S-F-F}o]o] £1¢] gl
el & WA m, v%o 2 n Achievement, n Order,
n Deference Sl & o7k8 ztol7k Q&S & 4 9
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=Abstract=

A STUDY IF PERSONALITY STRUCTURE AND HIERARCHY OF
NEEDS IN COLLEGIATE NURSING STUDENTS

KYE YOUNG CHOIL

Department of Nursing, Graduate School, Yonsei University

(Directed by Shin Young Hong Professor)

Presently, the performance level of (e college student has received a great deal of attention,

particularly in the area of professional education. The problem of underachievement, especially in

areas dealing with science and technology, has gone through considerable investigation by

neumorous Psychologists and Educators. Thus for, however, they have not been successful in

determining conclusively the non-intelectual factors involved.

The maladjustment problem of these students has been a thorn in the side of nursing education

for some time. This topic has been discussed among nursing educators without any tangible

results. Furthermore, the fact that the ntmber of students who withdraw from nursing education

programs before graduation has increased. This represents a major problem for nursing education.

This problem area had increased attention drawn to it on October 1957, when Russia successfully

launched to first satellite “Sputnik” into space. Various studies seem to indicate that factors

related to over-achievement and under-achievement can be found in the motivation of the students.

This study is aimed at testing 3 hypotheses which hopefully will lead to a better understanding

of the learning activities of nursing students and to determine some of their nonintellectual

personality traits.

Hypothesis | : If learning activities in nursing students and personality are correlated, there

will be significant differences in personality need structures between 4 classes of nursing colle-

giate students.

Sub-hypothesis: There will also be significant differences in the degree of student satisfaction

in her major subject,

Hypothesis 1 : If there is a special personality need structure which is required for the clinical

learning activity in general, then there will he significant differences between the personality need

‘structures of under-achievers and overachievers.

Hypothesis II: If each clinical nursing subject requires different personality need structures,
then there will be differences in personality need structure between the different clinical groups

Methodology:

1. Tool: A Korean translation and correction of the Edwards Personal Preference Schedule of

U.S.A. was used.

4 Cre e
2. Subject and Test Method: Subjects were nursing students at Yonsei University, who enrolled



for Fall semester of 1971, The Researcher herself executed the test for the test for the class:
. as a group, and the absent students were tested indidually. Out of 307 students, 293 students
- (95.4%) were reported.

3, Statistical treatment: The mean and standard deviation for each of the 15 personality need
variables were computed and the value of T-test was obtained to determine the differences
in the personality need structures between each group.

Results:

1, For the first hypothesis, the personality need structures between each of the 4 classes and the-
reported degree of satisfaction in major subject showed significant differences. Therefore the
hypothesis I was accepted.

2. The comparison of personality need structure of under-achievers and over-achievers in clinical
fields showed significant differences. Thus hypothesis § was accepted.

3, Personality need structure between clinical subject groups showed significant differences,,

therefore the 3rd hypothesis was accepted.



