Journal of the Korea Academia-Industrial https://doi.org/10.5762/KAIS.2019.20.7.547
cooperation Society ISSN 1975-4701 / eISSN 2288-4688
Vol. 20, No. 7 pp. 547-554, 2019

The Effects of Adult Nursing Education on the Critical Thinking
Disposition, Learning Commitment, and Learning Satisfaction of
Nursing Students Using the Havruta Learning Method

So-Hee Lim
Department of Nursing, Kyungmin University

19

o stEZER= Al1o] TS 95t HA)
5 He 93 40171538 722

o v

Sl oE, TR SHEE SH9 LYol £ AT
215 el B Estel lwa AT, SEEY, FEUSE] u]X
3] Slste] ANt AES

i

514
20
oz

ang 71 12 20174 9URH 129714 UA A4% QA el A5 391 28
25 e 968 & ABE 479, A7 49908 APtk £ 7L M55 SANY Aol 42 24

SPSS WIN 23.0 213 o]83l0o] 7|1&EA|, x’test, t-test, Two-way repeated ANOVAS o|-&5lo] B3
o} A4, stEFE S5 E8% *5‘017}?1'7} &S AP AP A PSR 2 x| Bjid Apary
F SEHEY, EUESEE A9 A-Te e Ago] |3t Aol gigloy, stERE SRS -85t RIS
3t WS AFSE Adds 1S ¥, H|BE ADAd¥(md=.14, p=.045), FEEA(md=.27, p=.025), THIE
(md=.30, p=.031)7} BAZLE 25t S7t= et wetA] stEFer ShsHS &8et AASs 182 745 o
Y] Hmy AT, SHEEY, SEUSEE T AT T2 Odolg T & ot o] E WSZE T
st shd 9 wibzof A8sto] TR IO gyE F1d "art Ut

i

o 196 H

Abstract Havruta is the best teaching and learning method for developing the process of thinking, and
it is a method of education centered on a range of student activities. This study examined the effects
of adult learning nursing education using the Havruta learning method on the critical thinking
disposition, learning commitment, and learning satisfaction. Data collection was carried out from
September to December, 2017 in 96 second grade nursing college students attending a university in U
city. The data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, x’-test, t-test, and two-way repeated ANOVA
using the SPSS WIN 23.0 program. The critical thinking disposition, learning commitment, and learning
satisfaction were similar in the experimental group, who performed the adult nursing education using
the Havruta learning method, and the control group. On the other hand, after the adult nursing
education using the Havruta learning method, the critical thinking tendency (md=.14, p=.045), learning
commitment (md=.27, p=.025), learning satisfaction (md=.30, p=.031) increased significantly. Therefore,
adult nursing education using the Havruta learning method is an effective program to improve the
critical thinking disposition, learning commitment, and learning satisfaction of nursing college students.

Keywords : Havruta, Critical Thinking Disposition, Learning Commitment, Learning Satisfaction, Nursing
Students

*Corresponding Author : So-Hee Lim(Kyungmin Univ.)

email: sweetnurseme@naver.com

Received April 22, 2019 Revised June 17, 2019
Accepted July 2, 2019 Published July 31, 2019

547



el

R

2] A204 A7=, 2019

1. M2

1.1 givo ey
e R

F97)%0]

ki)
=
TFohs A

.

=

i

Whe 249 B4sholtHA, 5], shusete] g
4ol Sgmge d 4 st
Set 59, HlaEA SR £9, A7 H2A7] st

57 StERE Q9] Tl 71 W

o
—

rﬂ

o T2 & 35, 6]
A, stEFE SsHS W8S AR digt

= A9E ARTE 4un, sEsetd B
< 283 o], vl

HA 8],

#

EI7F HERATHOL.

HlEA Al old &S
2sh7] fisf 271, R, A
&2 Hele sold2). 3t
= w2 Halehe gidAte] ddaqtel avdes
#57] skl Hl@H ARazh 78T H5ol U 1t
SNSRI eS| Ge HEE AtalsEo]
AAEEA H2F v T ARLE 1Rt teso]
AL QUEH10L. of=et vl ALE FAZIT fIste
% teHERE 29 AR wsks F7o] Fastn,

Sfste] LA F4lo] obd Skt B4l L8}

i

ol

548

4e =SI8ha 483 20l AFal

St FEdow sgdl g BAE sk,
28] 4R olaly] Aalol HER0] &
2311, 12). FEBYL &R} SR Fol
A TH] B B0l B8R WELS 2 S
e HA) ARORN3] SHBYS AR of

H=

Yot aolE 3449 99e F= Aow HuH 9
oH14, 15].

2 Sof 158 AgOIZLAE ol 4 Tharet T4
#o] #go] 273, 9] Sloid skt S &
S} Hg At shrEelo] AR Sl A%
oA 2k} o)A Stuset shayol ANE AF
S @A77t Basith 53], 24 AFTIEOA Bo

Ayt Aol BRI A
WSS olgstel vgk AuE
FEAl Sadze) 34 9
=2 FYAI] AT P 2
et @ 4 ek

o

12 7 25

2 o7 shuse aaue 4
oM 745 TjEYe) gk A 5
shautEE] nxE auke setshast A
TAHS B et 2t

AA, A58} wHojA stEF

S04 shBeet sy e
Bop S EY 47t 22 2

ol



StEEEr SEHE 83 JUS s WRo] s vy A, SEEY 9 ST vX= g
control group pretest-posttest design)& -85t § ¢l AEL] EZo] o]Rojd £ JEE FARO] JTS
A o)t steict

ZHEE olF, 7 oA HF AHH AES A
2.2 S A 2 XpZ4E oA AEcH=E stet. 2 XA A8E AEZ 1
B A7l UA] A4 AA thete] Ast Zojw ol A SRl AEehal SsAt g o 4 S
zodof] ZoJ5t 28Md 715 TisHAY 96T = AT 47 AGEES 1087 Al9gsty, do3goR vhEesial
27 490 a2 2slqich B o379 jiE—HJ] o} o|e} &2 AEF4Y stE=E Sl A8 A
HAYLS olsly] 915t G-power 3.0 analysis QIZtE st W& 4= A U = lEolA, SHARR}
softwareS 019_5}93\1—,} ARAT[1GE Az ang  TEIAE AL § 125 9 Aetelt
7| 8 ROGE 05, A 92 ANSRE W, & e WECOIE WO cleRd ol 8~99S o =
204 & 42799] R i) B apt man 7} FES 25 PG & o ot 3084 28
FEAS ZF5)9T0) SIEE siqlty. REEEC|S, w4ATE 1081 1ot

2.3 G771zt & Ext

L

l:‘r—iﬂr 7‘E‘r(Fig 1). HA,
A5t ZF27E wigE Azt 7&«1

EE A8 At g
AL, 5029 AH FAe *l‘“

o]r

Ay ArEael shuset
s5at vgel dhstel

AR 82 A

N

ol

Pordch. Ao AES
AN B S EES
| 8 54 g A

oo NASlT B

K
do 1> o
1o

™o
oo

oL ok
50 R
w3
=l ol
o
L
rlr o

T

_4

ofr
o

ot
4

EZo] Ty & 7~890] & 27} &
6}04 ZHERS EM AEAog 1087t
CZHERL A EROA £2 UES B
ﬂ@l gaista, AR gt g 5 AEA
A= o} It E3l REEEA

ksl !_\.;(]_7]_ z]—o:" S} Eal 01

s
= ok SR

549

A HEaopgel 9 Aojewe At
AREAE QAL AZhE ol gte] Thate)
by B4 WA ALY, SREEQ] SHjulRES

=

2R34T AFE RAR= 132719 7eiFo] BT =
28 & digxe] vwg AAnAgE, seEY, s

58 720k YEAZ olgste] ZAsier

Experimental Group ‘ ’ Control group

Lecture Lecture
(50mim) (50mim)
| !
Write Group question
individual questions discussion
(10min) (3min)
| |
One-to-one question Summary
discussion Q&A
(10min) (10min)

|
Group question
discussion
(10min)
|
Whole question
discussion
Q&A
(10min)
Fig. 1. Program process

2.4 A=A

2.4.1 HTAE AlDAS

LSS

eal

Atad

v ARag gk &71(1710]
of ZA5IGth & s NHGA/Z7HGED), AF
BUER), AR, AABGED), A4 38483
), 44T IJYHGED), AFEGEDY 7719 &
& 277 2o E AUk Likert 58 =& 4

A =FE AFES

A&
&

o] =2
1, O



&5 =822] #2038 A7E, 2019

$7 258 vE AnAFge] B AL ougit
T 7 F9A1[17]19) Cronbach's alphat 8401312

o, 2 AFo|AlL 870]%ic,
242 t5=Y
S529e gotd Sli8le] AH =78 AHgstel
2ok, & w7 SRR YGRY), BT B
EGEP, FAA HENGRY), F5-ALAAGEY),

IAHZGED), BARGED), A4 JAHAGED), ¥
P ARG ERD), A7) B84 AAGEEDY oMY
Q9] & 2083z A=t Likert 58 F=E F
7 EE5E T5EY0] =2 AL guigith oty

Haa T A"
511819] Cronbach's alphat .780]%0H, £ -0
A= 95019t
243 SEUEL
SanlEr L 0]1\03[19]0] JHEstar, 7gwl[20]0]
54 BT E7E AMgsio] 57 O}W = ETEF
105308 3;101011:} Likert 58 H=2 H7t =

E2 AL it} FAW[20]1Y
Cronbach’s alpha®x .910]3loH E AFoJA& 93
o|3it.

25 7N

P
Tﬁ

A5kt :rLJ’} "ﬂz:rL—J Anta] 549
o] 2N AR x -testo} t-testE EA5IATE AU
5o Aget StHEEN Shgrio] et H|HE
TS0 gt 7HEF AL o]

/\]-_‘ﬂ_/lé‘é‘c}:’ Sl EO \;l Sk&uRE=
BARA(Two-way repeated ANOVA)S AlA]

A P

]OJ o T

=2 T

o

==
BRE

speic.

2.6 =X 134

ARAL AEAS ms] A Al A7 %
A3t Wy S-S ST APLHOE AT FHolg o
S B Al Wsto] MBS W 5, HE
A AFSATT. AHE GEAL QPO Hslel &
Guigolt AAFRY vjdo] BFHT AT 2]
£ A8 28 A% AFSIER. B0, A @

T HolE 39 L ARG FAE ojust Zavt
Folojo] g8l HEIAE FH3] U sl HEA

of BAISHA.

550

3. A4z
3.1 ORIl ety S8 A S2EY 85
Ae] dutd Edog g, A, ST 4
=, AIZEEst o] it ZIteE Selskaion, A
Al FEolA AAzt tz=t Aol frolgt Zol7t ¢l
of thAte] BT Zod Uethx’=.01~13.66,

p=.241~.917),[Table 1].

Table 1. Homogeneity of general characteristics
between experimental and control group
Exp. Cont.
Characteristics (n=47) (n=49) 2 p
N(%) N(%)
Male 10(21.3)  10(20.4)
Gender .01 917
Female  37(78.7) 39(79.6)
>22  26(553)  34(69.4)
(Age 13.66 399
year) 23 < 21447 15(30.6)
40 < 1(2.1) 4(8.2)
GPA 3.0~3.9 39(83.0) 37(75.5) 1.88  .391
> 29 7(14.9) 8(16.3)
Classes —\1ioD 8044167 8124162 796 241
expectations
M= Mean, SD= Standard Deviation
32 CHIRIO) Bauao| AH SHY HS
FSEHARS v A eK(=89.99, p=.421), S5

EA(t=67.33, p=.296), TFTNEE(t=24.01, p=.519)=
AT 27 Alolof] FJgt xfo]7} §lo] BRIgt A
o7 YehgtHTable 2I.

Table 2. Homogeneity of independent variables
between experimental and control group

Exp. Cont.
Variables (n=47) (n=49) t b
MzSD MzSD
Criical hinking 360+ 46 365+31 8999 421
isposition
Learning 204481 28456 6733 29
commitment
Learning 390£78 397473 2401 519
satisfaction
M= Mean, SD= Standard Deviation
3.3 CHAXIO| H|THA AtaASE EHSH
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Table 3. Comparison of critical thinking disposition
between experimental and control group

Before After

Division Source F o}
M(SD) M(SD)
md=.19
Exp. =007
Group .06 .808
3500300 369(46)  Time 1150  .001
cont md=. 14, Group™Time .30 587
ont. p=.045
3.51(28)  3.69(46)

M= Mean, SD= Standard Deviation, md= mean difference

3.4 OigXte] ste=g st

Table 4. Comparison of learning commitment between
experimental and control group

Before After

94 7ol Hyslol whim BA 2, £ We

(F=.00, p=.974), & A& 7HF=3.84, p=.053), =t
AFZe] W ARG oA o3t Afo] 7} QIATHF=1.74,
p=.191).
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Table 5. Comparison of learning satisfaction between

Division Source F o} .
M(SD) M(SD) experimental and control group
Before After
Division Source F P
md=.27 M(SD) M(SD)
Exp. -
p=.025
Group .00 974
2.68(57)  2.95(.82) Time 384 053 md=30
Exp. D=AOA31
G *Tj 1.74 191 Group 1.73 191
Cont md=.05 roupHime ? 36055  390(78)  Time 310 015
: p=.645
2.79(46)  2.84(.56) =17 Group*Time .44 511
M= Mean, SD= Standard Deviation, md= mean difference Cont. p=.199
3.79(66)  3.97(.73)
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M= Mean, SD= Standard Deviation, md= mean difference
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