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-Abstract-

Key words : standardized nursing language, cancsr patient,
cross-mapping of nursing language NANDA, NIC, NOC,
ICNP

Analysis of nursing records of cancer patients with
standardized nursing language systems

Lee Mi Soows « Lee Byoung Sookex

Purpose: The purpose of this study was cross—mapping
unique mursing  statements which were identified in the
nursing records of patients with six most commen cancers
in Korea with the standardized mursing languages of
NANDA, NIC, NOC and ICNP. Method: The subjects were
72 nursing records which covered 1,502 admussion days

+Kwalk's Hospital, Nursing supervisor
#+College of Nursing, Keimyung University

from August 1, 2003 to June 30, 2003, They were the re-
cords of the patients of six most common cancers who were
treated at the six 3rd level general hospitals in Busan and
Daegu. The unique nursing statements were identified by
dividing the statements from the nursing records into the
single statements according to  their meamngs. For
cross—mapping, identified umique nursing statements were
classified as Data(D) for the subjective, objective data of
the patients and the other data such as treatment, admis—
sion, discharge, and residence of patient, ‘Problem(P) for
nursing problem or diagnosis defined by the nurse’s deci-
sion, ‘Tntervention(I)' for nursing intervention for problem
solving, and ‘Outcome{Q)’ for patient reaction and results of
the provided nursing interventions. Unique nursing state-
ments classified to D, P, 1, O were cross—mapped by using
Microsoft Excel 2000, The statements of D were
cross—mapped with JCNP Nursing phenomena, P with
NANDA mursing diagnosis and ICNP nursing phenomena, 1
with NIC and ICNP nursing intervention, and O with NOC
and JCNP mursing phenomena, Result: The results of this
study were as follows. 1. Number of umque nursing state—
ments were 506 in the records of lung cancer patients
(1812%), 430 in stomach cancer{17.19%), 458 in liver can-
cer{16.40%6), 456 in colm cancer (16.33), 457 in breast cancer
(16.36%) and 436 in cervix cancer (15.60%¢). 2. The range of
percentage of cross—mapped unique nursing statements with
the standardized nursing languages were as follows: P with
NANDA nursing diagnosis 87.50~100%, T with NIC 59.72~
7443, O with NOC 61.06~7264%, and D, P, I and O with
ICNP 60.92~60.95%. 3. Number of the standardized nursing
languages identified in this study were 21(12.66%) from 155
NANDA nursing diagnosis, 75(1564%) fram 4% NIC
Nursing interventions, 54(17.47%) from 260 NOC nursing
outcomes, and 343(13.03%) from TCNP 2,634. Conclusions: By
the results of this study, NANDA, NIC, NOC and ICNP
were found that they can be used as the language systems
for nursing record and nursing information system for can-
cer patients. But, further study on the umgue nursing state—
ments which were not cross-mapped with the standardized
nursing language systems will be necessary.



