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(2) Slater Nursing Competencies Rating Scale(SN-
CRS)
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1. The plan of nursing care is formnlated.

2. The phisical needs of the patient are attended.

3. The non-phisical (psychological, emotional, me-
ntal, social) needs of patient are attended.

4. Achievement of nursing ca;re objectives is eval-
uated.

5. Unit procedures are followed for the protection
of all patients.

6. The delivery of nursing care is facilitated by
adminisirative and managerial services. (Hegy-
very et al., 1976, pp, 108~109)

(5) Standard of Nursing Care: A Guide for evalu-

ation
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Standards of Nursing Care
Group 1. Nursing measures necessary to maintain
hygiene, physical comfort, activity, rest
and slesp, safety, and body mechanics.
Group Tf. Nursing measures necessary to maintain
oxygen supply nutrition, elimination,
fluid and electrolyte balance regulatory
mechanisms and sensory functions. Inte-
ryentions listed in this group would
imply that the nurse recognizes the bod-
¥'s respomse to disease.
Group 1. Nursing measures that should be helpful
to the patient and his family during their
emotional reactions to the patient’ﬂlness
Group [V. Nursing- measures that will assist the
patient and his family to cope with the
illness and the necessary life adjustmont.
(6) Criterion Measures of Nursing Care
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< Abstract>

A Study on Excution of Quality Assurance System in
Hospital Nursing Departments

Sung Ai Chi, Ph.D. N.Se,
Gyu Sock Cho, M.D. N. Sc
(Dept. of Nursing, Chung-Ang University)

In nursing profession, it is regarded very important responsibility to assure good
“nursing care guality because as a profession nursing should show expertise to - clients
and meet their heaith care meeds. Considering this point of view, it is evident that
nursing profession should develope and excute nursing care guality assurance system.
But it iz considered that quality assurance system of nureing care has not sctiled
down vet and research data is quite limited in Korea.

This study was designed to get basic data for nursing cuality assurance system
development. ’

The purpose of this study was to identify excution states of c¢uality assurance
systems in hospital nursing departments. Upon survey the excution states of qualily
assurance systems in nursing departments of hospitals which were affiliated with
Korean Hospital Association during the period Nov. 1986 to Dec. 1986, 71 guality
assurance systems in nursing departments which had cooperaie and responded for data
collection were analyzed. Data was collected using mailed questionares.

Data was describe and analyzed with percentage, mean, Chi square.

The resulis of study were as follows:

1. Percentage of hospital nursing departments which were excuting quality assurance
system was 87.5%.

Regarding the relationship between cxcution of quality assurance system and numbers
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of beds, numbers of nursing staffs, and education offering, only education offering was
associated with excution of nursing quality assurance. Greater excution tendency in
university hospitals than general hospitals was evident. (X*=5.518, p-<.05)

9. Percentage of hospital nursing departments which were organizing quality assur-
ance committee was 84. 8%.

Regarding relationship between mumbers of beds, numbers of nursing ataffs, nursing
education offering and quality assurance committee organization, bed numbers (x*=12.
285, p<.01), nursing staff numbers (x*=13.402, p<{.001), nursing education offering
(x*=4.6, p<.05) were associated \;srith organization of quality assurance comimittee.

3. Average numbers of quality assurance committee members were 8 persons.

4. In 76.5% of hospital nursing departments, members of quality agsurance committee
were organized by incharge nurse and upward.

5. Percentage of hospital nursing departments which used all of structure, process,
outcome oriented approaches was 77.8%. '

6. Percentage of hospital nursing departments which applied the results of nursing
care quality evaluation to clinical practice was 92.1%.

7. Average interval of nursing care quality evalnation was 6 months.

8. Regarding data collection method for nursing care quality evaluation, evaluation
scales, chart review, and other documents review method were used commonly at
hospital nursing departments.

9. The results of analysis of 11 nursing carc quality evaluation scale that were
collected were as follows:

Regarding type of scale, percentage of nursing activities oriented type was 72.7%,
nursing division oriented type was 9.19% total evaluation type was 9.1, chart review
type was 9.1%. '

Analyzing and considering the results of this study, quality assurance system in
hospital nursing departments has not settled down in Korea. Therefore, [unction of
nursing quality assurance committee, nursing care quality evaluation scale, and other
measures for nursing quality assurance system should bhe developed as soon as possible.
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