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Table 2 Relations between nursing autonomy and
dependency in each age group
n=161

Dependency

ﬁ % LU 77-’* Components Instrumetal Emotional Dependency
dependency dependency total
Mgix, BILERO 6 AHECHE < B PNQ2 25yrs.or younger 55 -0.038 -0.054 0.045
161%4C, ZOFME [HMBERICET 50 26-30yrs. 23 -0.186 0270  0.063
KED 1 Iz, ) 31-40yrs. 63  0.278* 0839 0286
LRHEL D S IR e Pl S ) 41yrsorolder 20  -0.127 0.544* -0.228

A H A MR 2 L 7= Pankratz Nursing
Questionnaire” (LLF PNQ &853) % Fv/-
IREHOEE I3 OIKERREZ Ay, B
MY EDOREIIEFE OMALY ERE%

Partial correlation coefficient *p <0.05,%*p <0.01

Table 3 Relations between nursing autonomy and
dependency in each career ladder

7z, BRI EHMOWEI 1, IS DOk n=161
BRAREXERL, Dependency
FANE W, F— 5 OSMIE, THEMm Components N Instrumetat  Emotional Dependency
i ’ 6 ’ dependency  dependency  total
R AR 2O 11 Tk, - -
PNQ3 Nurse 142 0.057 0.712 -0.233%
oy 2 Manager 19  0.102  0.638™ -0.187

HRMBREZE LM EE) E, KEYE, MIE

Partial correlation coefficient **p <0.01

Table 1 Relationships between nursing autonomy, and each of defiant atti-

tude, dependency, and spirit of independence

n=161
, Dependency Spirit of independence
Components Defiant - "
attitude Instrumetal Emotional Dependency Indepen- Dependsncy = Opposition
dependency dependency total dency to parent Intemal conflict
PNQ1 0.171*  -0.147 0.021 -0.083 0.195* -0.123 -0.017
PNQ2 0.093 -0.034 0.005 -0.019 0.244™ -0.057 -0.099
PNQ3 0.054 -0230* 0.015 -0.142 0.188* 0.081 -0.204**
PNQtotal 0.147 -0.170* 0.017 -0.010 0.265* -0.063 -0.115

Partial correlation coefficient % p <0.05, **p <0.01
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Summary

The influence of their dependency, spirit
of independence, and defiant attitude on the
nurses’ professional autonomy was examined
in this study. A sample consisted of 161 nurses
working in six public hospitals of Toyama
prefecture. The instruments were the Japanese
version of Pankratz Nursing Questionnaire,
and Dependency Scale, Spirit of Independence
Scale, Defiant Attitude Scale.

The results were as follows; 1) nursing
autonomy (rejection of traditional role limita-
tion) was negatively correlated with instru-
mental dependency, 2) nursing autonomy
(nursing autonomy and advocacy) was posi-
tively correlated with defiant attitude, and 3)
nursing autonomy was positively correlated

with spirit of independence.



