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The: purposes of this research were to analyze the ability to make decision on nursing

problems 4n 4 phases : defining the problem ,analyzing data , analyzing, and choosing alternatives,
and to e;(plore independent variables were: work experience, self-concept, empathy  clinical
environmei'lt, i.e. physical environment and relationship between nurse with patient, and relationship
among heilth team, i.e. relationship between nurses and doctors, and professional relationship, that
would be, Eable to predict the nurses ability in decision making on nursing problems. ngples selected
by stratiﬂ:%d random sampling were 140 nurses .who were practicing in inpatient departments in
communiti' hospitals, industrial area, éastern seaboard. Research instruments were self- concept scale,
and a quéstionnaires .designed to measure clin.icalv environment, relationship among health team,

i
empathy, I;md the decision making ability. All instruments were developed by the investigator and

1
tested for fontent validity and reliability.

Results of the study were as followed :

1. The ability to make decision on nursing problems of professional nurses in the phase of

defining tllle problem, analyzing the data and choosing the alternatives were at the middie level, but in

the phase I;'such ability of analyzing the alternative was at the low level.
{

| 2. The group of variables that significantly predicted the ability to make decision on

I
nursing pn:oblems of professional nurses in all phases and in the phase of analyzing the alternatives ,
choosing :the alternatives, was physical environment, at the .05 level. These predictors accounted for

I
1091, 4.1P and 4.13 percent of the variance, respectively.
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