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Educational goal Formulation

Nurses’ home care knowledge & skill

Feedback

First step Educators’ expectation of nurses’
home care knowledge & skill
Data for actual situation :
Second step
Need analysis :
Discrepancy betwen the educators’
Third step expectation of nurses’ homecare

knowledge & skill and nurses’
home care knowledge & skill

Figure 1. Diagnostic process of educational needs for this study.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Educators
General characteristics No %
Institution Health center 22 15.2
Hospital 47 32.4
Junior college 27 18.6
College 49 33.0
Age (year) 30 — 34 42 29.0
35 — 39 46 31.7
40 — 44 20 13.8
45 — 49 22 15.2
above 50 15 10.3
Academic College & junior college 49 33.8
backgroud Master course 55 37.9
Doctor course 41 28.3
Career Under 10 31 214
(year) 10 — 15 53 36.5
15 — 20 30 21.7
20 — 35 31 214
Specialty Community health nursing 34 23.4
Aduilt nursing . 32 22.1
Pediatric nursing 19 131
Maternity nursing 19 13.1
Psychiatric nursing 21 145
Others 20 13.8
Total 145 100.0
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Table 2. General characteristics of nurses

General characteristics Student - Health center Hospital Total

] nurse nurse
No (%) NO (%) NO (%) NO (%)
Age(year) below 24 248(99.2) 4( 1.7) 193(37.0) 445(44.2)
25 - 29 2(0.8) 23( 9.8) 243(46.6) 268(26.7)
30-3¢ -(-) 64(27.2) 54(10.4) 118(11.7)
35 - 39 -(-) 69(29.4) 26( 5.0) 95( 9.4)
above 40 -(-) 75(31.9) 5( 1.0) 80( 8.0)

Academic Junior college

background or below 143(57.2) 226(96.2) 368(70.6) 737(73.3)

College or above 107(42.8) 9( 3.8) 153(29.4) 269(26.7)

Marital Unmarried 250(100.0) 25(10.6) 109(78.5) 684(68.0)

status Married -(-) 210(89.4) 112(21.5) 322(32.0)

Career 0 250(100.0) -(-) -(-) 250(24.9)

(year) Under 2 -(-) 4( 1.7) 162(31.1) 166(16.5)

2-3 -(-) 13( 5.5) 135(25.9) 148(14.7)

4-~5 ~-(-) 26(11.1) 105(20.2) 131(13.0)

6 -10 ~(-) 56(23.8) 79(15.2) 135(13.4)

11 -15 -(-) 60(25.5) 29( 5.6) 89( 8.9)

Over 15 -(-) 76(32.3) 11( 2.1) 87( 8.7)

Field of None 250(100.0) -(-) -(-) 250(24.9)
assignment Community health '

nursing -(-) 235(100.0) 4(0.8) 239(23.7)

Adult nursing -(-) -(-) 313(60.1) 313(31.1)

QOthers ) -(-) -(-) 204(39.2) 204(20.3)

Total 250(100.0) 235(100.0) 521(100.0) 1006(100.0)




Table 3. Difference in the mean scores of home care knowledge between educators’ expectation and each
group of nurses.

Categories Educators' Student Health center Hospital Total
expectation nurse nurse nurse .
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean
Mobility 17.44 1.33 14.94 2.01 13.75 2.06 14.36 2.01 14.36
impairment
dependence on 17.66 1.75 13.32 2.22 12.97 2.58 13.40 2.35 13.28
medical equipment
Cardiopulmonary 16.55 1.79 13.59 2.02 13.76 2.06 13.89 2.14 13.78
impairment

- Nutrition & elimination

impairment 16.43 1.49 12.76 2.14 12.77 1.69 13.07 1.94 12.92
Psychiatric
disorder 7.26 1.55 783% 144 6.16 1.47 7.16 % 1.52 7.08
Cancer and -
terminally ill 9.03 1 .04' 7.99 1.52 7.88 1.19 7.71 1.37 7.80
Total 84.38 4.38 70.42 5.74 67.29 6.21 69.24 6.45 69.23

% Not significantly different from educators’ expectation at
the 0.05 level by Scheffe’s test

Table 3-1. Difference in the mean scores of home care knowledge between educators’ expectation and
each group of students with different academic backgrounds.

Categories Educators’ Junior college College
expectation student student
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Mobility impairment 17.44 1.33 14.54 2.00 15.25 1.96
Dependence on
" medical equipment 1766 175 1319 250 1342 1.98
Cardiopulmonary '
impairment 16.55 1.79 13.69 2.06 13.51 1.90
Nutrition & elimination ' :
impairment 16.43 149 12.54 2.12 12.92 2.14
Psychiatric disorder 7.26 1.55 7.52 % 1.33 7.99 % 1.39
Cancer and
terminally ill 9.03 1.04 7.97 1.59 7.93 1.15

* Not significantly different from educators’ expectation at
the 0.05 level by Scheffe's test
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Table 3-2. Difference in the mean scores of home care knowledge between educators’ expectation and

each group of hospital nurses with different academic backgrounds,

Categories Educators’
expectation
Mean SD
Mobility impairment 17.44 1.33
Dependence on
medical equipment 17.66 1.75
Cardiopulmonary
impairment 16.55 1.79
Nutrition & elimination
impairment 16.43 1.49
Psychiatric
disorder 7.26 1.55
Cancer and
terminally ill 9.03 1.04

Junior college College
or below or above
Mean SD Mean SD
s oz s am
13.24 2.46 13.80 2.04
13.89 2.15 13.89 2.10
12.97 2.04 13.30 1.66
7.00 % 1.47 7.54 % 1.57
7.63 1.30 7.86 1.28

* Not significantly different from educators’ expectation at

the 0.05 level by Scheffe's test
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Table 3-3. Difference in the mean scores of home care knowledge between educators’ expectation and

each group of health center nurses with different career.

. Educators’ Under
Categories .
expectation 2yr
Mobility impairment
Mean 17.44 15.00 *
SD 1.33 3.16
Dependence on medical equipment
Mean 17.66 13.00
SD 1.75 2.94
Cardiopulmonary impairment
Mean 16.55 14.50 *
SD 1.79 1.91
Nutrition and elimination impairment
Mean "16.43 12.25
SD 1.49 0.50
Psyhiatric disorder
Mean 7.26 6.25 %
SDh 1.55 2.06
Cancer and terminally ill
© Mean 9.03 7.25
SD 1.04 1.26

Over
2-3yr 4-5yr 6-10yr 11-15yr 15yr
13.23 14.04 13.89 14.03 13.36

1.96 1.68 1.94 2.09 2.15
12.23 13.35 12.84 13.03 13.01
2.71 2.71 2.56 2.62 2.53
13.62 13.73 13.77 14.05 13.53
2.33 2.34 2.30 1.76 1.99
12.54 12.77 12.61 13.10 12.68
1.05 2.03 1.59 1.73 1.74
6.23 * 6.73 % 6.16 6.22 5.89
1.64 1.64 1.45. 1.37 1.47
7.77 7.81 7.68 7.90 8.08
1.24 1.27 1.28 1.08 1.15

% Not significantly different from educators’ expectation at

the 0.05 level by Scheffe's test
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Table 3-4. Difference in the mean scores of home care knowledge between educators’ expectation and
each group of hospital nurses with different career.

Educators’ Under Over
Categories .
expectation 2yr 2-3yr 4~5yr 6-10yr 11-15yr 15yr
Mobility impairment
Mean 17.44 14.60 14.25 14.11 14.49 14.21 13.64
-SD 1.33 2.96 2.07 2.17 2.01 1.57 1.43
Dependence on medical equipment
Mean 17.66 13.54 13.30 13.04 13.70 13.97 12.73
SD 1.75 2.34 2.53 2.46 2.01 2.03 2.05
Cardiopulmonary impairment
Mean 16.55 14.08 13.85 13.70 1391 1341 14.36
SD 1.79 2.01 2.32 2.15 1.98 2.56 1.50
Nutrition and elimination impairment
Mean 16.43 12.27 13.06 12.70 13.01 13.34 13.27
SD 1.49 2.14 1.89 1.87 1.86 147 1.62
Psyhiatric disorder
Mean 7.26 7.31 % 7.12% 7.10% 7.04 7.28 6.45
SD 1.55 1.52 1.56 1.52 1.61 1.19 1.04
Cancer and terminally ill
Mean 9.03 7.64 7.77 743 7.82 8.17 7.84

SD 1.04 111 1.39 1.31 1.55 0.93 1.08

* Not significantly different from educators’ expectation at
the 0.05 level by Scheffe’s test
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Table 4. Difference in the mean scores of home care skill categorized by nursing process activities be-

tween educators’ expectation and each group of nurses.

Educators’

Nursing process .

o expectation

activities Mean SD

Assessing

Vital sign checking 4.38 0.77

Care of specimen 4.05 0.88

Health assessment 4.14 0.61

Socio-economic 417 0.65

assessment

Nursing diagnosis 4.50 0.70
Planning

Care plan 4.49 0.59
Implementing

Basic care 429 075

Curative care 4.42 0.71

Rehabilitative care 4.40 0.68

Emergency care 4.36 0.98

Psychological care 4.53 0.63

Medication 4.42 0.76

Nutritional care 431 0.69

Other means for care 4.32 0.61
Evaluating

Evaluation 4.43 0.81

Student Health center Hospital
nurse nurse

Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
421% 0.80 4.19 0.83 459% 0.69
3.43 0.91 3.77 0.92 4.29% 073
3.13 0.86 3.42 0.93 3.56 0.86
3.04 0.91 3.36 0.91 3.23 0.87
3.28 0.83 3.49 0.85 3.64 0.80
3.29 0.81 3.32 0.87 3.76 0.80
3.7 0.98 3.72 0.99 395% 0.85
2.85 1.03 291 1.13 3.49 1.03
3.15 0.97 3.09 0.99 3.51 0.98
2.11 0.88 2.80 0.91 2.89 0.90
3.35 0.99 3.64 1.06 3.55 1.07
3.42 0.93 3.72 0.94 3.95 0.79
3.22 1.05 2.72 1.22 3.67 1.10
3.38 0.99 3.80 0.97 3.58 0.96
3.43 0.86 3.52 0.83 3.72 0.81

* Not significantly different from educators’ expec'tation at
the 0.05 level by Scheffe’s test
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{Abstract)

A study on educational need of nurses for home care
Jung—Soon Moon
School of Nursing, Catholic University Medical College

This study was conducted from July to December 1990, in order to diagnose nurses’ educational need for
home care. The study subjects consisted of 145 nursing educators, and the 3 groups of nurses, namely 250
senior nursing students of diploma and collegiate program, 235 health center nurses, 521 university hospital
nurses in Seoul.

Four types of questionaires were formulated by Delphi method. Two questionaires for the nursing educators
were designed to measure their expectations of nurses’ knowledge and of their skill for home care, and another
two questionaires for the nurses to measure their actual home care knowledge and skill. ’

The results of the study were as follows : -

1) The mean scores of educators’ expectation for home care knowledge were 17.68 for the care of depen-
dence on medical equipment, 17.44 for the care of mobility impairment patient, 16.56 for the care of cardiopul-
monary impairment patient, 16.40 for the care of nutrition and elimination impairment patient, 7.20 for the
care of psychiatric disorder patient and 9.03 for the care of cancer and terminally ill patient,.

2) The mean scores of nurses’ home care knowledge tested by 20 items were 14.36 for the care of mobility
impairment patient, 13.28 for the care of dependence on medical equipment, 13.78 for the care of cardiopulmo-
nary impairment patient, 12.92 for t:he care of nutrition and elimination impairment patient, and those of tested
by 10 items were 7.08 for the care of psychologic disorder patient, 7.80 for the care of cancer and terminally iil
patient. The sum of means marked 69.23. As for the nurses’ home care knowledge categorized by tasks in
terms of the group, significant difference were shown in the care of mobility impairment(P=0.00), cancer and
terminally ill(P=0.03), nutrition and elimir_lation impairment(P=0.00) and psychologic disorder patient(P=0.
00). No significant difference were shown in the care of dependence on medical equipment and cardiopulmo-
nary impairment patient.

3) Regard to educational need of nurses’ home care knowledge categorized by task according to the group it
was found that all sampled nurses had educational need in the care of mobility impairment, dependence on
medical equipment, cardiopulmonary impairment, cancer and terminally ill patient. It was found that health
center nurses had educational need in the care of psychologic disorder. No educational need were found in the
health center nurses whose career less than 2 years, in the care of mobility impairment, cardiopulmonary im-
pairment and psychologic disorder patient, and in those of career with 2~5 year in the care of psychologic dis-
order patient. No educational need were found in the hospital nurses whose career more than 15 years, in the
care of cardiopulmonary impairment patient and in those of career with 11~15 year, in the care of cancer and
terminally ill patient.

4) The mean scores of educators’ expectation for home care skill measured by Likert 5 points scale were 4.



21 for assessing, 4.49 for planning, 4.29 for basic care, 4.42 for curative care, 4.40 for rehabilitative care, 4.36
for emergency care, 4.53 for medication, 4.31 for nutritional care, 4.32 for other means for care, and 4.38 for
evaluation.

5) Regard to nurses’ home care skill measured by Likert 5 points scale of self evaluation, there was a signifi-
cant difference between the nurses’ home care skill and group(P=0.001). The higher scores reported by stu-
dents were vital sign checking and basic care while the scores of below medium were curative care and emer-
gency care. The higher scores reported by health center nurses were vital sign checking, other means for care
and care of specimen while the scores below medium were curative, emergency and nutritional care. The
higher scores reported by hospital nurses were vital sign checking, care of specimen and basic care, while the
score below medium was emergency care.

6) Regard to educational need of nurses’ home care skill by nursing process activity according to the group

. it was found that health center nurses had educational need in all nursing skills including vital sign checking,
care of specimen, health assessment, socioeconomic assessment, nursing diagnosis, care plan, basic care, cura-
tive care, rehabiitative care, psychological care, emergency care, medication, nutritional care, other means for
care and evaluation. And students had educational need in all nursing skills except vital sign checking, and
hospital nurses had educational need in all nursing skills except vital sign checking, care of specimen and basic
care.

7) In short, the result of this study suggests that the curriculum should be organized in accordence with nurs-
es’ educational background and their career for the education of nurses for home care. It should be considered
to develop the short term educational program focused on curative and rehabilitative care for health center
nurse or community health nurse practitioner and which was focused on family care for hospital nurse. Con-
cerning about this field practice for home care nurse, they are required not only community practice but also

clinical practice including emergency, curative and rehabilitative care.



