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Abstract

Pumpose : The purpose of this study was to identity the factors affecting career preparation behavior of nursing
students and to investigate the effect of satisfaction in clinical practice and satisfaction in major on career prepa-
ration behavior. Methods : The participants for this study were 162 nursing students. The data was collected
from May 22, 2017 to May 30, 2017. The SPSS/WIN 20.0 program was used for t-test, ANOVA, Scheffe test,
Pearson’s correlation coefficient and multiple regression analysis. Results : The average score for career prepara-
tion behavior, satisfaction in major and satisfaction in clinical practice were 2.67, 3.88 and 3.33. There were
positive corrections among career preparation behavior, satisfaction in major and satisfaction in clinical practice.
24.1% of career preparation behavior was predictively described(F =15.15, p<.001) in the order of satisfaction
in major(8 =.35, p<.001), school grades(B+ B=.54, p=.021, A f=.51, p=.011), and academic year(B = .23,
p =.002). Conclusion : It is necessary to encourage nursing students in their career behavior in a more positive
way, nursing educational institutions will be required to make efforts to develop and enhance a curriculum cov-

ering a systematic career education and major, and also to map out a plan to identify its long-term effect.

Key words : Nursing student, Career preparation behavior, Satisfaction in major, Clinical practice satisfaction
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o1& &13}7] 9J51o] Multiple regression analysis 4814 55.6%°]Q3, Hat AE 23.60+5.11499 ) of
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L oivgArel e 574 o|u} 919 UG 23.5%, FUEC] =obA 19.1%, A
BRoakA 16.1% 20| QITHTable 1).

AF AL Uuby B4e shde 33hd 44.4%,

Table 1, Characteristics of Participants and Career Preparation Behavior, Satisfaction in Major, Satisfaction in Clinical Practice ac-

cording to Characteristics of Participants (N=162)
Career Preparation Behavior Satisfaction in Major Satisfaction in Clinical Practice
Characteristic Categories n(%) t/F t/F t/F
Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD
(o) (o) ()
Academic 3 72(4440) 256+046 -305 386+042 037 3.34+041 028
year 4 90(55.60) 2.77+041 (.003) 386+042 (709) 332+036 (779
Christianity* 45(27.80) 2.76+0.46 3.88+044 3.30+0,38
Won Buddhism® 13(8.000 284+035 3.91+051 3.34+0.33
Religion Buddhism® 11(6.80) 2.38+044 2.64 3.95+047 0.12 3.46+0,53 182
; d oo (s SISt/ T 12y
Catholicism 16(9.90) 2.76+051 3.88+0.,55 3.54+0,46
No® 77(4750) 262+041 3.86+042 3.29+0.34
Bad® 8(4.90) 233+027 3.66+0.45 3.08+034
Health Normal® 53(32.80) 269+036 240 377+042 342 318+032 948
" . . d>b,c ’ d>a
condition Healthy® 69(42.50) 2.65+043 (.070) 386+044 (019) 332+037 (<.001)
Very healthy®  32(19.80) 2.79+0.59 408+0.45 3.60£0.36
Very bad® 1(0.60) 227 317 3.03
Bad” 1(0.60) 225 316 311
Personal 163 3.65 e>d> 550 e>cd>
N [° 33(2040) 260+036 3.79+0.42 . 3.22+0.36 ’ !
relationship omat (20.40) 260£036 Lo, AIEREE 007 abe U (<o001)  ab
Healthy 93(57 40) 265+041 381+045 3.28+0,33
Very healthy® 34(21,00) 283+058 4124040 3584043
Matched with the
high school 7(4.30) 2.66+046 3.80+0.44 3.28+0.21
grades®
On the advi f
n e advice O 3503 50) 2.63+0.38 383+045 3304043
Reason for parents or others
application ~ Beneficial to find 140 530  f>d> 114
to nursing a job and 31(19.10) 255+047 (227) 372£046 (<001) ab>e 3311034 (341)
department overseas’
Aptitude & )05 30) 2784042 4.08+0.34 3.380.39
interest
Professional job® 26(16,10) 2.63+0.44 3.65+048 3.24+031

Other' 6(3.70) 2.84+073 416+037 3.60+046
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Career Preparation Behavior

Satisfaction in Major

Satisfaction in Clinical Practice

Characteristic Categories n(%) t/F t/F t/F
Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD
(o) (o) fo}
Unsatisfactony®  5(3.10)  2.52+0.61 3204063 323+0.36
Major Normal® 57(35620) 257+042 266 367+042 2102 d>c> 3.18+036 1073 d>c>
satisfaction Satisfactory”  84(51.80) 271040 (050) 3974033 (<001) b>a 337+034 (<.001) a>b
Very satisfactory”  169.90)  2.89+0.63 4.37+0.40 3734038
Vi
VoY 4p50)  301+040 3.65+0.36 2.94+0.35
unsatisfactory’
Clinical Unsatisfactony® ~ 14860) 2.62+037 1o 3604045 750 e>d> 3111025 1113 e>d>c
" . . .
S;T;(;gzn Normal® 67(4140) 258+041 (083) 375046 (<.001) c>ab 823+032 (<001) >b>a
Satisfactory’  68(41.90) 2.76+043 4014034 3.43+0.36
Very satisfactory®  9(5.60) 2.68+0.73 430+0,50 488+0.41
Hospital 134(82.70) 2.68+0.45 3.88+0.45 3344038
The first School nurse 9560) 2.72+029 3.82+0.36 3.19+0.38
course of Industrial nurse 53,100 245+042 040 383+041 047 323+040 119
hope after Public nurse (.805) (.755) (.317)
graduation sficer 8(490) 271+032 4064029 3204027
Other 6(3.70) 2.60+0.70 3.75+0.67 3564052
Top rank
2(120)  275+0 4134039 3374011
(Average grade A+)° (1.20) : : : ° °
Middle-t k
iddle-top rank aq0030) 2774044 3.85+0.37 3.23+0.36
(Average grade A)
School Middle rank 271 abc> 137 201
81(50.00) 272+042 © i~ 3854045 3344039
grades (Average grade B+)° (50.00) 2. ’ (032) d>e ’ ’ (.247) ' ’ (.095)
Middle-! K
iddletow rank 019 00) 2544047 3.08+048 3444038
(Average grade B)
L k
oWwraNN 47500  220+033 352+057 3.06+0.20
(Average grade<C)
Difficult to |
Difficut to Ve 51 90)  2.85+072 411+0.36 3.52+0.59
The without other help
standard of Live on shortage  14(8.60) 257+0.44 3.72+0.40 324+0.30
average Live on average 101(62.30) 2.64+045 (18;22) 3.84+043 (12';12) 3.32+037 (05'22)
household  Free from leisure  30(18.50) 2.81+032 399+043 342+042
life
Enough f
nough ee 4 1860)  2.68+0.59 3.98+059 3304042
from leisure
Own house  64(39.50) 2.71+0.41 3.86+0.39 3.29+0.36
Boarding house 21200 237+053 413+0,03 354+013
Board-oneself 75(46.30) 2.68=+0.46 3.92+048 3.34+0.41
Current Boi:f'w'th 4250) 257+050 1.05 363+027 083 353+042 059
dweling type siblings (:389) (530) (708)
Board-with fiend, 140 00) 2474048 3724059 3.39+0.28
colleague
Board-with
oard-wi 4250) 289+052 3.86+028 3.40+056

relative
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3. ZISrise] A2Zu[elE, A TukRE

0 L7 Y

WIIEIEE

HEYeYel AREUBE BRE 2674, AFW
el 3887, YAASTUEES 3300 tehy
of AFVREY 5IGE Gl AATS] 419
Hog 71 f£9kon] ANE 3847, TAE 3.66
A, WIRE 357 2oldek YPALUFEY 3
G At Ao et o] 365702
9k AEUE 3497, A5V 3447, A
7 3347, AEAE 3227, AEAZ 2948 o019

Table 2, Mean Scores for Career Preparation Behavior,
Satisfaction in Major, and Satisfaction in Clinical

Practice in Nursing Students (N=162)

Variables Mean+SD

Career Preparation Behavior 267+0.44
Satisfaction in Major 3.88+0.45
General satisfaction 3.84+0.60
Perception satisfaction 419+0,53
Subject Satisfaction 357058
Relationship satisfaction 3.66+0.68
Satisfaction in Clinical Practice 3.33+0.38
Clinical practice curriculum 3.65+053
Clinical practice content 3.49+0.39
Clinical practice instruction 322+057
Clinical practice environment 3.34+0.51
Clinical practice time 294+0.83

Clinical practice evaluation 3.44+0.61
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Table 3, Correlation for Career Preparation Behavior, Satisfaction in Major, and Satisfaction in Clinical Practice (N=162)
Career Preparation Behavior Satisfaction in Major Satisfaction in Clinical Practice
(o) (o) (o)
Career Preparation Behavior
Satisfaction in Major 35(<.001)
Clinical Practice 14(071) 48(<.001)
Table 4, Effect of Career Preparation Behavior in Nursing Students (N=162)
Variables B 8 t P

Satisfaction in Major 35 35 492 <001

Academic year(4)* 20 23 312 002

School G.rades(A+)T 33 08 096 340

School Grades(A) 55 51 258 011

School Grades(B+)" 49 54 234 021

School Grades(B)" 30 29 1.40 163

R*=24, F=1515, p<.001

* Dummy Reference : Academic year(3)
1 Dummy Reference : School Grades(<C)

Borom, APUHE/L 5245 ARFuATo] & oE Austgh AREuRE] 1Y 9% Z o
QFTH(Table 3). zgole FWAHB+ f=.54, p=.021, A =51, p

—01)o]glon, theo g ATuEr(p=35, p<.00l),
5. ARZH[HEo] njxj ek (=23, p=.002) 2=0|ITHTable 4).
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997 o]A}, EAFaA}Q] X(variation inflation factor; VIF) AFAL bz dutA el EAJLS F10lstar o]y

BAV} R Ao2 e A o)

ZulgEol nAL 9F FEE sopsly] gstel o & ZEIY] E2ARE AT A=Hodt

Aol kA B4 F folat Aol mol sk, 3 R AT tharte] AREuREe 43 v B
WS EAYII ARZEN AN ABBAS B 2678, $H 27280\ HEYIES oz
1 AFUEEES P P AL ¥ F ATSW vunE B A7 FAY £7E A
Hju4E Agste] Hu| 8| AR AASEt A% 83 Jang?} Moon[11]9] Aol A 18hd R e 48hd
| A2ZuREe ARG GoRtUonE=1515,  7HH NEhES YOR shgou] ARZ
p<00l) ARFHYFE JFae APUEE, 3F  F 52 B 2514, 24 4016802 ¥ dyur
W, SHAA R o5 WAk AREUWES 24.0% Ptk vhwe] 35k} 43hd BETiehY S oAb




ol et 47}

ool A

F

his

OF3

o o

A 4157, 4

=

Moon¥} Kim[16]o]| A=

T2ZLT APTIH K] Vol. 2, No. 1, 2018. 3.

T

RS

k)

]
Bt 2.64,

=

2

)

wr
T

H R66[oz B A

5

Kim[9]o| A= Ht 2.674],

EED R

7}

St
el

wlol e} 745
Aiey. whakA 1k

5

]_

i

X}

214 = o] et zfol7h

3 A UE717 Bele] M4}
wel Az 4k

fsi3

LA |
o]

1=

=

=

=
=

]_

Jus

2ol Zfo]

Py
E]

]

A
=

S A o] HFUEET} E9hom Jeongd
=

Shin[17]]| A|

z

J53 glet. o]o}

[

A A8

=

Foll A 2HEAZE

AT
%o ofu]

=
oz
2]
I Ho

L

e}

F

5}

5
e}

I ko

3
il

*

Aol 7k Atet

1l

ﬁo
B

—

s

3} vl

|
=

ol H4t Agadol] vt gl

ubdol Wt 33370 BE o]Ae] fzolglon o
Yu[18]2] 3297, Lee9} Ha[19]2] 3.54

ApsE .

I

o

Hr} A8z
JH L} 22

Hd
i
X

5]

3
ol

e
tel

s

°

g B o]

woltt. 431do] 3
]

ol 3

A
o

=

ol Z=4ol%len o

4

3

|

B+ ol 4pel

g AR EuEo] Wad Aow AR
o w2 Aol

Z]
hl
]
=

wr

=

1
R

A}
e
o
X

ol

7

o
N

]

el

g0l Bo AR e

s
of

ol

;OH_
Mo
o
<0
ol
N
<

-

o

dol AFTt=Ex=r} 3.7974, Jangd} Moon[11]9] A

AF8-3t Jeong} Shin[17]0]| A= 7t

il
o

mizs

4
N
Lol
fro]
Bo

A& st AL 4}

15

°
il

<=dl T8

belgel otk 357 olgom

0]

oz A
A HERAH. ©]

=
=

}_

fEs

=
3T

o

ol

o))
L]t
jn

NIr
Ho

o

L=

.

=

fol

A

o] e}




=
fLs

AAA R A=

15

Ris

Y 241%% 89, A=
°

_]

A
=

oA shd&

=
=2

‘6‘_]—%(])4 =

E Ayee 241%500, A2z

3

3

B Aol A 7t
o] Az z]

P
na

o
oF
il

B

_—OT
-

an

!
o

or
!
iod

le]

<
!
o

EA7HA]

Sh
ot

e 4

i dAbe] A=Euy

o
S0} 3194 ofelo] Hzu| Yo

=

-

of uw

5|

1=
i

[elz
o}

7}

o]

°

o], C o]
Ay Aj7hele]

1

le]
oL

°

| &4
1,

o
fs

°

AT B+

Aol Rz

T
o]

°

|

f s

1
5}

°
At L 2 go wa

o]

7] C o]5te

AETH A

-

o3|
=]
of

o

B

)

ol

zel
wjr
)

!
o

X

0

Tor

References

Journal of Counseling and Psychology. 1997;9(1):

311-333.
ical nursing education. The Journal of Korean

1. Kim BW, Kim KH. Career decision level and career
preparation behavior of the college students. Korean
2. Kown IS, Seo YM. Nursing students’ needs for clin-

T

p s

T

RS

o

fjoF
o A%

o

==

gl A5= 71

1

R

]_

[e)
oL, A=EH] Y

tishy el A=

<

Academic Society of Nursing Education. 2012;18(1):

25-33.

3. Jung MS, Park KO, KO MH, Kim DH, Kim SY,

BX

3t

Ho

A=E Al

3l 7%

o

havior in nursing students. The Journal of Korean
Academic Society of Nursing Education. 2010;16(1):
preparation behavior and degree of satisfaction in the

83-91.
5. Lee SG, Lee JK. The difference of employment

Kim YK et al. Professional nursing. 3rd ed. Seoul:
jor and career search efficacy on career search be-

Hyunmoon; 2018. p.270-276.
4. Moon IO, Lee GW. The effect of satisfaction in ma-

7] A% Med 2AATE 3

|

o

3}

PEIREET L

1

o

N
=
o

|

o

2

E

3
S R

o




22

10.

11.

12.

13.

SR 7S AR X] Vol, 2, No. 1, 2018, 3.

first job of korean university student, depending on
employment goal. The Korea Society for the Study
of Career Education. 2008;21(3):1-25.

. Choi JI, Han TY, Lee YH. The effects of self-leader-

ship, career identity and career decision-making effi-
cacy of physical education major student on career
preparation behavior. Korean Journal of Sports Science.

2014;23(5):113-126.

. Song HS, Lim SH. Influence of major satisfaction

and job-seeking stress on carrier preparation behavior
in senior nursing student. Journal of Learner-
Centered Curriculum and Instruction. 2017;17(4):

21-36.

. Kim MA, Lim JY, Kim SY, Kim EJ, Lee JE, Ko

YK. Influencing factors on nursing students’ career
attitude maturity. Journal of Korean Academy of
Psychiatric and Mental Health Nursing. 2004;13(4):
383-391.

. Ko YJ, Kim IK. The relationship between pro-

fessional nursing values and career preparation be-
haviors of nursing students. The Journal of Korean
Academic Society of Nursing Education. 2011;17(1):
62-71.

Seong JA, Bang SY, Kim SY. The effect of nursing
professionalism and career identity on career prepa-
ration behavior in nursing students. Holistic Health
Science. 2012;2(2):29-38.

Jang TJ, Moon MK. Factors influencing the career
preparation behavior of nursing students. Journal of
Korean Academy of Nursing Administration. 2016;
22(4):344-352.

Kim KH, Ha HS. A study of department satisfaction
factors of undergraduate students. Korea Journal of
Counseling. 2000;1(1):7-20.

Lee DJ. The relationships among satisfaction in ma-
jor, genderidentity, and gender stereotypes of male
nursing students [master’s thesis]. Seoul: Yousei

University; 2004.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Cho KIJ, Kang HS. Study on self-concept and sat-
isfaction of clinical practice. Journal of Korean
Academy of Nursing. 1984;47(1):63-74.

Lee SH, Kim SY, Kim JA. Nursing students’ image
of nurse and satisfaction with clinical practice.
Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing Administ-
ration. 2004;10(2):219-231.

Moon MK, Kim SY. The mediating effect of
self-leadership in the relationship between career de-
cision level and career preparation behavior of nurs-
ing students. Journal of Health Informatics and
Statistics. 2017;42(2):162-169.

Jeong MH, Shin MA. The relationship between
self-esteem and satisfaction in major of nursing
students. The Journal of Korean Academic Society
of Nursing Education. 2006;12(2):170-177.

Yu HS. Relationship among stress of clinical practice,
practice satisfaction and clinical competence in nurs-
ing students. Journal of the Korean Data Analysis
Society. 2015;17(2):1129-1144.

Lee MS, Ha YO. Ciritical thinking disposition, pro-
fessional self-concept and satisfaction of clinical
practice in nursing students. Journal of the Korea
Academia-Industrial cooperation Society. 2015;16(12):
8738-8744.

Koo HY, Im HS. Comparison of factors influencing
satisfaction of clinical practice between associate and
bachelor nursing students. The Korea Contents
Society. 2013;13(1):311-321.

Yang NY, Moon SY. Relationship of self-leadership,
stress and satisfaction in clinical practice of nursing
students. Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing

Administration. 2011;17(2):216-225.






