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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study critical thinking of nursing students at
Boromarajonani College of Nursing, Uttaradit and to compare the critical thinking among the first
year, second year, third year and forth year students. The sarple comprised of freshman, sophomore,
junior, and senior baccalaurate pursing students in the first semester of the academic year 1998. The
instrument used was Watson and Glaser Critical Thinking Appraisal (1964) translated by
Navapornpaisarn (1992). The reliability of the instrument using split-haif method was .75. Data were.
analyzed by using descriptive statistics, One-way Analysis of Variance and compared means by,
Scheffe’s method.



The results of this study were:

1. Mean scores of critical thinking of freshman, sophomore, junior, and senior Dursing
students were 57.45 (SD. 4.68) 57.35 (S5.D. 5.68) 53.78 (S.D. 4,30) and 60.61 {S.D. 3.96). In order to
use the percentile 25 50 and 75, the scores of seniors were 58.00 61.50 and 63.25, respectively, the
scores of the juniors were 56.00 59.00 and 63.00, respectively, the scores of the sophomores were
53.00 57.50 and 61.75, and the scores of the freshman were 54.0 58.00 and 61.00, respectively.

2. In the mean scores of subtest, recognition of assumption, all of the class had the best
range from 70.50 to 74.38 percent, while the inference Weré ranged from 36.00 to 41.20 percent of
_ each total subtest score,

- 3. Comparing mean scores by One way ANOVA, there was a difference in the critical
thinking ability of nursing students between groups, at the .001 level. Senior nuréing students had a
higher ability for critical thinking than freshmen and sopbomore students (o .05). There was no -
statistical difference of critical thinking ability between freshmen sophomore and junior nursing

students.



