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ABSTRACT

The objective of the research , titled “ The Desire to Study in the Nursing Science
Program Among the M5/M6 Students in the 14 Southern Provinces ™ is to study some basic
background including knowledge and attitude towards the nursing profession which causes
students to choose the program . The population was 60,181 MS5/Mé6 students from 323
schools in the 14 southern provinces . Eight hundred eighty — three samples were selected by
Stratified Random Sampling with Proportional Allocation. The questionnaire was developed
by the researcher and tested for content validity by three experts. Using a Kuder Richardson
Reliability , the reliability of the knowledge scale was 0.739 . The reliability of the attitude
scale with the Cronbach ‘s Alpha was 0.743 . The data was analyzed by Frequency ,
Percentage , Mean , t-test , One-Way Analysis of Variance and Least Significant Difference.

The results were shown as the followings :

1. Among 883 students in the study , 70.4 % desired to choose the nursing program,
whereas, 29 % desired not to choose the program . The samples were divided into four groups :
(1) 45.2 % desired to choose and finally chose the nursing program , (2) 25.2 % desired to
choose but finally not chose the program , (3) 4.1 % desired not to choose but finally chose

, the program , and (4) 24.9 % desired not to choose and finally did not choose the program .

The samples desired to choose and finally chose the nursing program because of
their preferences since they were a childhood (40.2 %) . Forty — five percentage of the samples
desired not to choose and finally did not choose the program because their view of nursing as
in appropriate to their own personality . It was also found that 41.7 percentage of samples
desired not to choose and finally chose the nursing program because of their parents ¢ desire .

2. Among a group who desired to choose and finally chose the nursing program ,
-there was a significant difference in choosing the program between male and female students .

3. Among a group who desired to choose but finally didn’t choose the program ,
there was a significant difference in choosing the program between students whose mothers

work as government officers and as housewives / employees .



4. Among agroup who desired not to choose but finally chose the program ;
and finally didn’t choose the program , there was no significant difference in choosing the
program among sex , age , educational level , parents * occupation , and parents ‘ educational

background ..

5. There was no significant difference in choosing the nursing program among

students whose parents with different desire .

6. There was no significant difference in choosing the nursing program among

Students ‘ level of knowledge and attitude towards the nursing profession .





