FNE ZHHAABAE, DEHIABAHE, 3B HLABAME,
NANDA taxonomy I, Z+EEMEZA A, 7FSZANEEZA A,

ZrEZAAH ERAA, D2AFARFAA, BAA AL FAA

HB|* - O|X| =™ - US| H - Wald - 2

s BB

F745 255487
Vol.5, No.1, 72—85, 1999.
BAYEAR A2
AR E 58
A2
LN =

&Y AAAIFcZ 7tEAY e &33 gE
of HZ9E YoM HEALEC] AL A
sjokste FHe] Fo] ZHHo g Futslar o
o, R} AFE ey $EL R &
H, A, #4& FAA71ed A dFHS
vl Aok T3 dole R} ANEE YH o
A& 28 FHIT ol HokMy F8F A
oz YFEx Yot 53] AETHEL =l
okl S E HA 9 HWE &3 golEd
A ol §T 7 e TYo| BFHLE a7,
2z o] 1 Fofe] wHo] Fuld J3FS
XA o} o]2d AR L 7+E 5o
NEE A8sta, 458 F3ANE F U= 9F
go| & = gl

a8y H3AATL e}, 7hEe Al Ee
7, NZA A7 Fol A3 thegain, o]25H
L2 A8 f3 ol b27] g, 713A 9 o8
AF2 F3A7e] 4E3 AL TS & 5 fle
H, FHe| vjm, #43 GLof o /1A ¢HAl
o] Bd35A "Bt (Werley, Devine, Zorn, Ryan,
and Westra, 1991). °]# 291E-& McCormick

AG St oA o BN
vejojst Zraekat BhAbE

S Al o} ,

o)

=

r\l

)

H0

ol &0 =

(1988)& 7}sAYF, 25 AT, h3wfo] A
& 23PAL e & Jde EFsE dojrt
%71 WZolgty At F ol EF3}E
Aoy7}t glo] hEAFE A3 HAE 2 ¢l
o} el ZEARE ANSATE BAE 9
oA F83 ATL GFshr] e dAH

2 ¥F3d 7034285 A E(Nursing Mini-
mum Data Set, NMDS)& 7&3t= Ao 7%
F a3t

AA v, 7 8 F ARSI 1A
o) Fidsle] dx)ojorsh= HAASHE J)
U3t ZEE Aol AA g T BES FAd
BRAANE Fo] Ed] Y= Yo}, 7)o
s diZHY Ao FHEHAYASAE
(Uniform Hospital Discharge Data Set,
UHDDS), 7}3#2AEME (Nursing Mini-
mum Data Set, NMDS), 7+tZ &2 AR5 A4
E(Nursing Management Minimum Data
Set, NMMDS) %ol 3t} o]d] EadAE o]
59 A, AR, SAEL v, 4
BY, H3HAAEAES] THLA F 25T,
REFA, 23R B@ B8 =2 S e
2BFLA B,

WRES|X|

~



I =

FH 228 A E(Minimun Data Set) & BA98
AAL EA FEolut FFo) tial vl dlolE
AFE-A}F(multiple data user) & 712235 FFA|
2 5= e Y99 Aoy W (categoty) E 7H
Areol HA P73 Q2 EotHMcCormick,
1988). Ago2 ezl HAHoHAEE B
g gAFA vt AR S = e TR EFH A olE
M E(Uniform Minimum Health Data Set,
UMHDS)o|glz o] Bd& 7|¥te g Long-
Term Health Care Data Set, Uniform Ambu-
latory Medical Care Minimum Data Set, %35
A28 M E (Uniform Hospital Discharge Data
Set, UHDDS) & #E2Y o] & SHAAE
AEo] dg AHEHEATH(Ball, Hannahm,
Jelger and Peterson, 1988; Leske and Werley,
1992; Werley et al, 1991; Werley, Lang, and
Westlake, 1986a). 121} ol2|g AFAEd=
FEA R IR Q 4w XTSI YA 7] wiEol
FUsz 25 Aol 8 AR 3R R ALEA
Ed) M3 B Aol FHAL, o] e 87
2 713 HAAEME (Nursing Minimum Data
Set, NMDS), 7+Z#8]34A8AE (Nursing
Manangement Minimum Data Set, NMMDS)
2 m=7 g9tk (Devine and Werley, 1988;
Leske and Werley, 1992; Werley, Devine &
Zorn, 1988b; Werley et al, 1991).

3 S HALAAFAEN EFHE 94 F 7
A, EEA, 7t A st xFEE
FAA S0 L3 MEEE e=Hl, NANDA
Taxonomy 1, 7ZPEZAEFAA, TEFA 3
BEE5AA, 7203AH}EFA A, Omaha A ALs]
2 A9 EA A (Omaha Community Health
System) S°] Ut}

B
RUN

1. SEEIRXEME, USHIMKIBRME, et
2|E[AALZMIEL| |

1) £%5 91284 E (Uniform Hospital Dis-
charge Data Set, UHDDS)

23 598N E(Uniform Hospital Dis-
charge Data Set, UHDDS) & S AAEA
E(Uniform Minimum Health Data Set,
UMHDS) 9] 7dS 7jutez 7 Aoz 7}
2 da] AbgEE EFAAelt. 1969d BA
2 A7 2 /s 9% <9 4E (National
Center for Health Service Research and De-
velopment) 7t 3t g3 Conference on
Hospital Discharge Abstract SystemseljA]
A94R8 FHE T2 RAFEAAE 4
3t7] Al&+stget. o] ConferenceE %3] 1972
o] o]Z2 ©]= National Committee on Vital
and Health Statisticse SZEHIAIAHEES
Awraigdeh. o227 MEd FREHARSAES
197413, Department of Health, Education
and Welfare7} Medicare$} Medicaid Z&2:1
Az o5 FAEL Y3 FAL vz 7] A
A ste], 197507 AHE-817] Al 2st ATt

ELEAABHEE HAF¥A FAG #Ad
AA, Z2aYL ANustr] g A8t dag
AR /MAPE 71ge] g7 wet AEEHA] |
ol H71#e BAdsdEH BHA EAE
olgisl, RUE s A& EE AT F Ux
2 g8 Hug g89 ¢ Yk

SHEHYABHNE 2452 Ul #xte 5
NN2oM A& & Je ARERZ FAH A7
2o, STEHAABHE 273l W¥FL
A7t NN EHAY EFEHA S AF

EaR

2
Wi 8T =, ‘;IL‘ 7l
ol F88 ANgdaprt FAHoR 7154
A AU, o8 s AAH R {F5T
F gl AF7EqAYEH STHEHARABAHE
AE5E A& g gl EAHl It
E3EHAABAHEE )9 ¥ (category) &t
16709 8.4 (element) 2 = o},
(1) d7ad/ZAA/AEH AR 84 1 AAL

4w 5 (Personal Identification), Ad<
A, A, AF/NF, Fa

(2) A7349 A5 24 g =, F8 A, 7|
E} Atk

(3) RAAA A8 84 BAZFAS, A

k
W5, F2)9 WM,
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(4) EAAMHIE g 84 YA9A), 5994,
Az}, 8z} 48F(Disposition of patient),
gy 28R

2) 7+5 F 42} 8 M| E (Nursing Minimum Data
Set, NMDS)

8 H 428 A E(Nursing Minimum Data
Set, NMDS) & AR ZAANANA s 7b
At ARAFE FFAIe HEF 7039 &
A 993 BHE IAH F 29} ¥ (category)
£ 7H H4%e) Zw gEES d3(Ball et
al, 1988; Devine & Werley, 1988: Leske &
Werley, 1992; Werley et al, 1986a; Werley
et al, 1991).

DEZHLAEAEE st dida}, 20887,
A8 H oA, A7 ©E HAadke], 71 2AA
58S #3E EF33] A% A AA Ax
24, 2 /dLe FREHAABHENA FEH
t}. 1985 Wisconsin—-Milwaukee School of
Nursing Conferenced|4] Z}3HAASHEY
W& /syl g8 2z Hel A3 vlol
84F sy, 2 Foo SRS sty
grelshAl HAH Werley et al, 1986a; Werley
et al, 1986b). ZtEHLAFAES] EHL B E
ARG, 18R, YA FF, A7 FolA
7+3 HlolE & FE3H v &3, thokd $730
U FAe} 1 71EA AT RS 71es
I, AAEu e} ATE 737 ARZEAY 7HER
ool W} oH FA 2 el =A] Agsia e
< AAdhe Aolt}, Bgtollet 71E g} o
8 B79g JEAA%Y AAE T 15HA
ABANE 845 A8l A8 FIA7|3, B
AR A A I 5 Ae AFRE AFstedH
a2 2&Fo] qluh(Ball et al, 1988; Devine &
Werley, 1988; Leske & Werley, 1992;
Werley et al, 1986a; Werley et al, 1986b;
Werley et al, 1991).

DIHALARAES BATL JF, 24,
A, B8 ANAAR FUF 7198 A
2 Zlojy, o]g &= EEstd fojot Ao
£ /sl 434 e 7S TYE U E

AR ol B AHANslE ZEABAAZ FAE)

ofgttl,

3 HALAAFAEE 9 3

S4EF Ho YR 1 IFR). &,

(1) Zv2 84 : 23, P FA, 705454, 7
39 = (AFE AP 73079 F
3)

(2) 8o A73A a4 7429 ID, AdY
d, B, AT UFA, F4

(3) A¥l& 24t Al Au| & 7ge] I §
WU, 82 A%/ 89 AHAE, HEHTIAL
o AHNS, YIA3FY dLYA, H9d
7t B8] AF MHdH, Is8H JEA

ZHLAFTAE 945 F 0353, 45%

9} 16709 74

A, 2543, 7439 A5, 3AAFR7E IH
W3, AS7E3ALe] WHHE § 6 84S A9
# oE 84v THEHIAASHE =
€ Aoz Hgd A8 £40] 7hgsitt. 28
U ZEHAAEAENA b F287 oS
RAe 25 24—F 243, ke FA, 7034
#, 2159 Fe—E gshs ZolH, o] 99
A B2 =g E0] 712 gtk (Delaney et al,

1992; Ozbolt et al, 1994). 2t} ©]H T =7
A= B73t o7 74, 7+ FA, 703573
3, 7hEe] A iy RESL HE3) g7
of §ol9 Heje] Mg s B A7t ol F
ojA o 3} (Delaney et al, 1992; Martin &
Scheet, 1992; McCloskey & Bulechek,
1993; Ozbolt et al, 1994; dF&ell, 1997).

3) 7433 3 A A8 A E (Nursing Manange-
ment Minimun Data Set, NMMDS)

axe] A3, 27 959 F, v 8ade) I
£ 12 F e 8L A= AL AL AA
o} B3 olg AFE vadl=dy Y53, &
g Ao YA FA4Y aHdE €3, 23Ut
AFTHe B39 54 & sFssls A2 3¢ 2
o} &3el Ao HFHo|h(Delaney &
Huber, 1996: Huber, Delaney, Crossley,
Mebmert, & Ellerbe, 1992). ¢j¢] g2lE9 =
AL h3AFA, A4, MY, AA, A AA

BB IRSK
7

4



(H 1) ESEHXZME, IS 2| AKIEMIE, Zis || AXRMES] U]l
S 0F gamadeds BEAAARAE DEBIRLARAE
Aol & Uniform Hospital Nursing Minimum Nursing Management
(Full name) Discharge Data Set Data Set(NMDS) Minimum Data Set(NMMDS)
(UHDDS)
gaX MedicareZ 9= 2 E 99 Essential care nursing data ZE#elE 9§ vlole| 8 FF3}st
Olamz)  @xs9 xFstd Aesd o £38 2FEskE] A8 7] 18l
< 9sf
M 197213 1985 1989
kA National Commitee on Vi- Wisconsin—Milwaukee Towat] & 2] NMMDS 749 3
tal and Health Statistics School of Nursingo] A 918 AONE
Conference
AR} RAEAF=} BE AN 258k 2F hasAst
SAF ok
£ Medicares ¥ 2E 99 O3 settings) $AFG oA B o5 dgeo HHFHA A=A 9%
ARNEY 28E AEFF A2 e 99, 153 U S #Ed A8 9
VR ESH 289 1EARE
3
Tz H3(4) HE(3) E(framework) (3)
- Q17EA /AR A (A E] A - ke e (4) - 873A909),
224(05) AU FHE  DEIY, LBEFA 23 AY B9 /Mu) 29 He)
(Personal Identifi- 7+3Z3}, 7439 7x =)= A
cation), YU, Ad, -drgHai(5) 7HEAd g /M 20 ¢
‘?JE/“'Z, Fi 7Mele) ID, 3L, 44 3 AY @9 /A2 59
AR A5LA(3) . AF/NE FA 93
A, F9 A9, 7 - ME] 2948 (7) 234
g AN R 271 2o T89S, TR FS B

CBAANAAELA(3) Y

ﬂnﬂ%ﬂ14ﬂ°L§

e A

A4 B, oAbAEW RN @3, ddd+ Yol A jatdA o] BRA
3, 3o Wi, HA9A, - 2+E R (4),
- AU AR 2 A(5) 25 HE A #2)9) AFEAHQ 2
ALl HAYA, dap,  AFH A EA 743 QAR 743 RA] Q1Y)
8%} A8k (Disposition of 78 0lAe o E A EH 27
patient), 8 H) A&z} REE
- AR AL (4)
A& ge
224 A (8 AA)
23 A @ /Mu) 2 ot
H&
A, 27 98 AMu|Ag #Aglsta, Blwstr] Y = 7HE AlFA7E AHEA S A3 dlolE e AR
a3 7vs WS oigk e RF0F A3 & 2o, Ag3te AL AASR
o] &S A2 Ut 723 B AA A (Delaney & Huber, 1996; Huber et al,
AETd & 59 17 7138 24337] HaiA 1992). ol2i gk Ao A, 19893 7M. H Az}
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A
T

il
g

SAE d7go] B4 987t AlgsEe HES

23tal7] Yo ag YA A &

Ao, AF3r) 93 s AAHLATHNEE

=9t} (Huber et al, 1992; Delaney & Huber,

1996).

589 73 A #Y HoAR 75 P22
3L 4ol 713028 4 5 AxEs)
' M2 92 AFssi. daagIALxs
A Aol 7+5 & FFE A%
% 8A4E FHs =53 A2l Aol dig

2 AHF} BE3g I 4AES 4% F
F 8 oz A€g-g ey 238 F 2
T B AN ks dde §AS A=
ol wlgl a4 g 4= Aok (Huber et al, 1992).

23R H2ABAE AFE 745 AG &9/
M2 £Ed 21L& . dolHe 73, UE
A3, AA, 92 JEE AAske TRt W
Eo A%E & o txE I EF 1749
FAg9ez BEFPETHHuber et al, 1992;
Delaney & Huber, 1996).

(1) 84 : 7vadg a9/Au|2e] e, At/
A Ad, 7k A9 d9/ME A
% Ag @ /Mn| 29 52, 93 B
A, 82/ 3R A=, D, o
goll A o] oAb AAg o] B

(2) 22229 ; Ao AFFAGHU Z294Y
(profile), 7+3. JAAHGA 748 A A) A4,

=0

=2

¢

T =
Ex B

= o
iat‘

d

& Al AFEAGFHA T2k (pro-

file), HXE

(3) A AL AEFE, AEAAGEAA),
ZHEAE ool /Au L A, H)E

AT HLABHESY] ZYL 53L& HE

2 A&7
3 A, v, A7 FE BAsted F88)
. 23y 713 B Y LABMEE 7EAGY
QgFz e} AR S Hre] A% FESG AEE
a3l B23te AFdFe] Utk (Delaney &
Huber, 1996; Huber et al, '1992). (X 1)& %

7‘l?1_

2,

GHAJAZAHE, HEHALAEHE, H5AEHH
2ABMEE Bl2F Aol
2. USHE EZsl0| tist =3

=7k

=

P=)
=

1) SR (S EA) o - " BRAA

iz} el Ao A7 GE S AEE ¥y
AEE aoFs Zhd (label) 84 7434 7185
AF3t7] g A4g g dot. v=EY
3loja] EEZrT Lol 3R 3 FAH]
o g BFAA F Ev7r529g 3] (North
American Nursing Diagnosis Association,
NANDA) A A)A1st NANDA Taxonomy I
7} Omaha Community Health System % &
AB-FA A (Problem Classification Shema,
PCS) & v|a 43324 st}

(1) NANDA Taxonomy 1

v A BRAA NES A% g2
19734, v)= St. Louisol|A €8 W71 gh&
t] 3] (National Conference)dA AlZ=Ac},

=)
3

ol& 19754, 1978Y@ 3lol& ztx, 19969
PittsburghollA] /&8 7+372¢ EFo 123

3| 2lo] o|27|7kA] v 2dritt MFA 23 IG
ARALL w8y Jdot. o3 IAFP=F
19829 Hu| s RT3t 2AHA0H, 1984
A 62 Suiy HuhsAGE3| s 344
248 27 A&t

1973d R 3)ojoM Hrhe SAIEL AEF
279 Yztete] HEAGe FE R, AYE
2 FA7kAe g4E TR s AlHsi
19823 3leloiA= 7keAY] WS st A
FHsA ok 2t ojdj7kR] g F4 Qlo] &
v EAGE S A Fhitel] wet A28 ZH
FAGe] Yt 19843 e 7HE G
E993] (Diagnostic Review  Committee,
DRC)7} A5 =g 7hsxds Bk
o} 73S AAFAIRE 19863 A = ¢
gozur AEHAen, oF NANDA
Taxomomy [-& 7§@3te AMg3bA] =AUk
Taxonomy®] 323 71% YL 3, 4, 53 3] 9
E¢ RoyE 9Ao R 3 7130187158 F4L
2 3l APHAL. 0|52 AHH Wi E ol &
&l b3 g A 7|E2 unitary mane)
el P o] A& Tl P3G
ol&3 F4A FFol =2t A& HHIAL
o, 7 o] EolAof w} FAA o] UvH

=
=

&S| X|

7

6



ol A RE ARHo|2 A FFEOE F
2 = At
ol BaAA ¢93(taxonomy commit-

tee) & 6, 73 3 & AXUA 2/1AYPE TH
3ted 7033 7152 unitary mane] s{EA] <l
72 s el (human response pattern) €2
AYPsA. Az ARA M= F 1(level
D& 7 e 9 "ol 4 £E0)
7b¢ %3 taxonomy®] 71E-& AF8kAL At
YA 0 2 taxonomyw T SHE oA A
S 73] A St 2L NZE AT
MEe FEshed 2 ZFo] Sl o2 d £3
of WA &G £F& BF WFE)
C

taxonomy committee7} AAIe EFA AL o}

3 7t

1) 97l9] deol= 4 &40 gl idE ¢4
S

of Wl 1 M3 s iAo, 244
taxonomyul ol Al $1x]7} A4 A},

2) AT A Gy} Ate] F & e st

FRIAAGT.

3) 7RG 7hE o] o]2F A9} dH e
Y x| i},

4) ¥ e vF7aYs| o FEEA 2 Sl
Aol Jdd FETAES o dsto o
2 e JAgez wolsdx]r] 3t
taxonomy& A4rslst7] A skl
1990 EFAANL3lol= NANDA tax-

onomy IE& %3¢ 3oz w73ty o] 3

#sly st AAsteE =8-S AlEsta Aok
o7t Aag3ls 7hEdgg AA|F e 3

AH A AZFEA} A AA o ek M, 7HE,

g9 YAH o2 AR Y A
oz Aog WHHNANDA, 1991). ol&{d 2+

IAREL 7E3ALY] AU B2 AHES 2

a71 sl 22 FAE Age o 71x7) A,

Taxonomy I& F4/4d &0 & 1&1A

Be FAEQY £89 65F0E F FEL

FEEAT T FF0l M =2 EE o

gx0lo)4 A7 248 4 glon g T

i

A

=

z
o

¢

AIEE Agaiel e & Aok 2ARL A
s B3, 23] sz A F7o)

Fg o] o] YAH ez Xgs Agst=dl &
B3t o84 4 Urh

A 1588 Q7] v JHER AAE
A% 2AAHA &5 AFsAL, olzfg U7k
e g, oJriaE, 2, A,
, A4, #A, AR N7 Ak FEY 2
2 357le] MFEE pAH X, Jd A
A 7R 12970 7F Aok

(2) Omaha Community Health System

A 25 AlA (Problem classification
schema)

Omaha System2 1975914} 1993@7}A] 15
d oS AA AdEReH BRAAZTAN 7t
24 ed® EFAAolty, Omahae] HEHZH
3] (Visiting Nurse Association) 2} Division of
Nursing, Public Health Service, United
States Department of Health & Human
Servicesdl] 9J&l] A=At} Omaha SystemE
A AL A7} AP AFeL 7154 HHE
LA R}EE LTFE TEAF]7] A8 EE AT

AZE 2153YL ALYA 7152 s, AY
A8 A7 2p3AE AR A e s 8zt
o] A¥A A8E Yo, dFHQA 847t
2rate] ol g3lrio] i AA|Holn, A o]
Aol AFE 5= Aot =3 FAAYA &8 A5
o dstes 98 xR FAYIL, BFY
L) 7128 Fo] 25 2 A7 37k 9
T4 84 —EA)EFA4 A (Problem classification
schema, PCS) ZA18% A A (Intervention sc-
hema), A3EFA) 7 (Outcome schema) & 7l
B3Rt &, 4070 BAEA|, 63749 HEFA
2 3l Mgez AR FH=rt et o] 37HA
T4 847t AGALE] ZFSANA A GALE] e
AREE 93 2ZxHolx FAH H2E T +
UESF & Aol Reth

AFAEL $ALe A BF AAd sl A
23l Ao FHE FAck BAEFAAE oS
g oA NIzt B E AR S T8 N,
AR HAT. AZ A A FYAAFE F
3t FFo] Al ol2717HA] 48] FELE
AAE FA3A. o8 g T4 wEde 99

e N ot oo

o445, vol.5, No.1, 1999

77



(domain), 4| (problem), Zr—/b]<=>1(moclifier)
%78 /%% (sign/symptom) 7+ Uct. Z+ A E
ZAAA E& AFeL dor, JYGAH3 ﬂ%’
AR 7FA] dukAQl g9, & B3 F, FA A}
318, A4, 247 F4 P97t Uk

40719} 73 AT Rt A ZEA FEs A
3L 270 o9 FAolg XA AA Sl EA|
£ YIS A $2]oj= B4 1], AF4a
&, F4/F3F FER A AAAE) AERE A
3ttt A7FR, A& AN, AdAH Z
&/3%. 5 WA ’401% YA A £
A & 71ER1A] op W RIRIA] o tHE Q14]E
EE FET T4 A9 A I3ARG

2 A7} 233 AZA7 BEE 32 Ao A
HAHA FANY FF= At FAT ERIOl &
HE FAEA S FHHQA A5 ot

Omaha system? $z}e] A E 7| &=
APg el AReta & ¢ e T FIFE AR
33 Q17] W&ol oS A F ol AL 7+E

Al Al FAQA e gk AH 2l S AFIER
A AALS] 7hsALe] AT YAA ZH F H
2o &8 AAZE & 4 Aok =3 7Es
A, 944 9d, 98, AL LAE TRt
U=

NANDA taxonomy I3 Omaha®] A4 e]
557 AAle A2 98 538 7R BHEoRle
I As 3P T4 ZelE Rth
NANDA taxonomy I-& Omaha system¢] &=
ERAARG 344 5] ¢ &tk NANDA
757G lowa there)] ZHEFAEFAA
NIC# ZFEAARFAA NOCH A Yol
o]F0j%3, Omaha System?] 7}Z &A= NIC
I QA Fdol olFojF. (R 2)= NANDA
taxonomy I #} Omaha system®] #-A|E-5A| A
E ¥R Aojt}.

2) 3 FA S &

AR g BFA A
HINMAE 7232

Ao} ExHEAS EHl

(I 2) NANDA Toxonomy I 2} Omaha System2| ZHIEF A2 [

o] &

- = NANDA Taxonomy Omaha EA|E 77
Aol & North America Nursing Diagnosis Omaha System : Problem Classification
(Full name) Association taxonomy(NANDA tax- Scheme(PCS)
onomy)
ARdE 1973 19759
7| e A MEst AL 99 AGAL3] A%} PEAL A R0} 7|20 wHe ¢
Asle £ WA 7] Y8
7N kA NANDA VNA, Division of Nursing, Public Health Ser-
vice, United States Department of Health &
Human Services
AH8-A} ZHS A 25, A7) AL AGAte 7t AR &4, G5 e BE3) 23
g9 A& AT
Coding 1.3.2.1.1. Exchanging—Stress In- 2907 Circulation Impairment Syncopal Episodes
continence
T 9719} Pattern, : &, oJAAE, @A, 4l Domain : A2 & /A A4E
7t Ad, &%, AA, A4, 734 g9 A, At Be, g5
47} 2] Axis, 407 ¢} Client Problems
2971 ¢] Label,
104719 7ts3I
AAA4 NIC, NOC¢} | A NIC¢} 437

oy

Syd T

F513|X|




A Fol EFFAY LETA FHAA
EXgHen —‘?r_—%ﬂ‘ﬂ UA gobr] A= o]y
at71el o2l Fol Aok EFAT BAGHE A
st #xte] AFAE FE8) A3 THER A
A FHH, 2294 FA0IH 73] AAE
Uelie 222 ole &2 5oy PHE U
B taXes e Asse vgan.
McCloskey 9} Bulechek(1996) & 7352 25/
o) BoAdE e 2ol AR :
1) 7t3A8E A% 2Estd ¥ S 919
2) At Aget AHAES ‘?‘i@o}c’% BN S
&gst7] sl
3) AR A BAA L] AEE F0A717] A
4) 23 g A 2A S &8 HAs)
5) e AL A Fd aAu) 2 ¥ 8-S A3}

P
tjo
pist
Hm

7] S8l

6) 3TN Lo AAES AT AYE F
71 f3l

7) thE A 553 239 75 dig oAt

4% shed ag Ao g AlFsls] $isl
8) o AAFTA] EFAAG 9AIAEE7)

M dag Aol

olo] AntFR oz WolEAAI A THIFA
BEdA2 23ZAEFAA (Nursing Inter-
vention Classification, NIC), Omaha System
o] FARFAA, 7M1 7rEEFA A (Home He-
alth Care Classification, HHCC),
Intervention Lexicon & Taxonomy{NILT)
7} 9121} Omaha Systems} 7}H T EFH4 A
(HHCC)& 2 AA7} 3 A (7Y), 5%
A 2 25497 o A7) "ol )M e 2
SFATHE EFS NICo NILTE ¥ - 4
stazz} g

(1) 223 ZAEFA A (Nursing Intervention

Classification, NIC)

232 A B FAAE lowa t) &) McCloskey
9} Bulecheko} &4lo) 9 7v3 &4 BHHo) 7+
IFANE BF3H7] 98t 1992 =AU
I Azt 723AE $2pe] ol9lg fF AMg3ske
TE EYFoZ YEHUA FAE Jlestar Yot
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The paper presents a review of three data
sets (Uniform Hospital Discharge Data Set,
Nursing Minimum Data Set, and Nursing
Management Minimum Data Set) and six
major nursing classifications(the North
American Nursing Diagnoses Association
Taxonomy I, Omaha System, Nursing
Interventions Classification, Nursing Inter-
vention Lexicon and Taxonomy, Nursing
QOutcome Classification, Nursing Outcomes
Classification, and Classification of Patient
Outcome).

The reviewed data sets and nursing
classifications were different from each
other in the purpose, structure, and user,
Nursing Interventions Classification and
Nursing Outcomes Classification were linked
to North American Nursing Diagnosis As-
sociation, but others not. The data set and
nursing classifications need to be linked to
other data sets and classifications.
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