.M 2

1. 7ol Wey

BHEFAE 5] BAH arwA 5 A o
 EE o7k My AAH ARAM ABAPIA A
B AR g0 8 e} 9EFAE 0E
FE, BB, BEAY F Ol FARw, el
testel MEAERA WlME BE SR SR
MBI oleige] e el ol 4
AAT R s WAL Aseks aavt Ha 9

tHCarpenito, 2003; McCloskey & Bulecheck, 20
04; Son et al., 1998; Yoo et al., 2001).

olo A|JA3]e] tEFAE Awdt= Omaha A
B2AA, 7S EFAA(Home Health Care
Classification, HHCC), =AIztEge]sle] <l 7
¥ ICNP(The Classification  for
Nursing Practice), Z12]aZ Jowa TS FTAHO=E
7hdtkE 3 AEF A A (Nursing
o3t NIC) 3 Z2 s A% &+
AEEATHYoo et al, 2001). v}
AArE s FHOR, AT
FHOE AdEe] 3 115l A

International

Intervention
Classification,
AA =l
Omaha EFAA=
ERAAE s

e S, APPSR SR ek s
s APIALHY SR

8 ofux

89 Awg TFHoA EaW(Park & Kim, 1998),
T 7 B A Aderh Bedeithe WrkE v
2AtHSnyder, Eagan, & Nojima, 1996).

ICNPE o E7E9] 3 o Jd®oid &
o] AQHE BAAAR, 7t Fof x3e] Hitsivl
of A5 ARgell ofEgol s 4 AL, Adzre] #
7} m3e S ogul= o] tkRyu, 2001). ool

3:—1_

T

A3
oy
kU

2 X

Ala] NICS 2bsAlel ef3] olsolxi BE e ¥
o, wah g JpEe Y 72 52 ARd S+
Ark. I =3} FHol o] HFH &8 2w
o &oJstaL A FAIE F/HE & e Fxel Unt
(McCloskey & Bulecheck®] A4, Park, 20000] <&
%; McCloskey & Bulecheck, 2004).

—rE]b}E‘roﬂ/‘L- N5 9E EFshe A7 A=

5 RolEA ul= Jowa e
g S FA A AT olFoiHeh o=
AN A EFARFA dsk euer 48 74
S AFs] Y3k A7tPark & Kim, 1998; Yom,
1995, 1999), NIC®| T=x¢ = WHsle] eldAdS
A=E= AF(Park, Park, Jung, Park, & Yom,
1999-b; Park et al, 1999-a)7} Ulem, 7rFHS
o w2 N FEFAE BHE ATE o]FolH

T8 S E9(Kim, 2005 Kim, 1997), A1 ¢

B ZFEAHAI A AF E-mail: grovy.shin@samsung.com)

Figd 20069 5¢€ 18‘?:_] Akl 2006 549 189 AXAMERY 20061 84 314
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St9l(Lee, Kim, Lee, & Jung, 2001; Oh &
Park, 2002; Park, 2000; Ro & Park, 1998; Yoo
et al, 2001), oFs Zr=$I(Oh, 2001), AlA¥e} F
SI(Kim, 2004; Oh, Suk, & Yoon, 2001), A4
¥} +FE9)(Choi, Park, & Kim, 2002)% oz

om, o] NFEE dFew N HETA o
e A 3 AEES 43 A (Park, Park, Yom,
Jung, & Park, 2001; Park et al, 1999-b; Son
et al., 1998; Yom, 1995, 1999)% U1

- S aAE omAld e g l‘%%% A2 &
ofvet, v UNEFAE AHEI dvke HelA
u-elsfAle] sia ESA e AEFTA RT3t
AHog gy 7ha AMu)2 AlFe] U
= 7|3l a8y Ag7A e AT SAE 7IEke

2 e7|H AR AREAE o] 8ate]

H

A sizditin, 3 A8 4 B A T
se] Ao} F5 BApel 3ol wel A A}

S WS S oIt T A DEdy T rA 9

ol & ?i?b te g7 Xdﬁ“li%@] o] Ef ]
= WAt 9

ol =
AN FRHE I EFAE Ff”éé Ak gk

B ATE thela) AUEls S Qe 3

2FAE EAst] N &8 TksE v ARS
Agshs e HHow drh. FAAQ 552 o3
&

D WA a9 A 5T AE L4

2) o3 ddas] I DsTAE B

3 Wl GAReel WY EEFAE ma g,

3. 80l29| Hof

A17rssts]x] A18¢ A4%, 2006

o=z WIHA 3] f8l e BE TR &5
THMcCloskey & Bulecheck, 2000, 2004). ¥ <1+
A= kA 7}_9_1}247]E x}/«};\]/\wg 0130}04

X’“TOF EAS AHost 4 = 7tEFA(McCloskey
& Bulecheck, 2000)%, B dAForE RE 713A}
aol] & o4 7153 7tEFAS AT F AL A

o g,

1. A7 MA

® AT Uaplsh 2)nb) gaad 15715 o
oz - gAY AN EFAE Ak vl

9la 2} otk

9 FFAEaY )T Dot Sl gaAwslel 1
S5 AN 2R Agsle] g 1dgre) 71a]
=g vgoR SRk Wablsh @bl guse w
FoE0EE 951 Ior, 7 Quugds s
A1 Eske Wi 84 S Al ok 108,
S|z of 11.6%elgieh WAl 23] vt

=

71 W3, 357 Wi, uieRl Wie, AR Wi
dAFF Wt A= 5 1070 Jekeirh 2390
om, Sj3A= dub o3, A ela FF o iR
Hlola o3t Agelat, AAela, AR}, Hlwr
3, <ha, omlRlEHAR F 137 JAGE EFESA
o E7)EE 7 el miRE A 670 o] 7
¥ sAe] BT|ERRE oido® SRl ole
Yoon (2002)¢] A7ellA %% o wixE A 671€o]

=

o
©

R o

WA Qrhs Avel 2As] (EAE A @
28 BEEA Ade 0RE Fol7] ST E
Ao} 54 A7) g (EFA 59 WEe]
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Fo Fol7] 98] Aol e BEE Ae 2005 Aw T EF 2 AQDel wAR A 6719 o)
9 19%E 12972 S REsAlel RkEalel hET1Ee Aelsla, @ 2R 2
% Aol 678 o4l WsA} 35370l A AT =1
3. APET e AW F AT Fe] FoE wol ik Ang
sk
DsEA A D)% s dole
ox% olgASITh MEIAVE WMIAHE Ha 5 KB £

T(Sung, Cho, Jang, & Hong, 2003)°lA 7Ids =
AAago Rz felab A jlaelo] 2437K hee -3t e AmE SPSS 100 A T2ag o] g3t

H =
A EA Ao, AL A e the

&

FAN-DTTA AA 5255 238k vk 1kEag) o A
5 AMAI=Ele ks ks)E S A dEte 7}
Neglow gol ojg 54T 9 F 0 20 D 7E5Abe] ks BAe Ageh WPg, PEow ¥
~’F5£f?} NHEFAE MYste] 71%81{— Aotk o] Al~H] Asidon, AT digate] 5A4 AT FolAE
= 9 Aus AF AAAE BEdz pgElal, 22 H2E(x -test), t-testS o]-&3te] A5k
o] AMES 913 NICS #ar 8}‘3}5}. 2) EFA 4 9 vlae A4, NEgd PJdeR
A5,
4. X257
m. o4 Zxt
NS HA7IE A 2B 2005W 1EHE 12€
o UAlet oAl ddes] 1HE71F) k57| FlA 1. 72F5 A UHIM EM
HaFA BTAE AEShL, HeU|ES g 7hEA)
Hehs 5390 20061 39 dA SAAHRE 3 5715 23 WAl a9 ks 1491,
<Table 1> Comparison of demographic characteristics of nurses in medical and surgical units
L Medical Units Surgical Units 9
Characteristics o % o % X/t p
Total field above 6mos. ~ below lyr. 14 9 16 8 1.965 0.742
experiences lyrs. ~ 3yrs. 50 34 84 41
3yrs. ~ byrs. 41 28 49 24
Syrs. ~ 10yrs. 30 20 40 20
above 10yrs. 9 6 12
no response 5 3 3 1
Present unit above 6mos. ~ below lyr. 22 15 25 12 1.975 0.372
experiences lyrs. ~ 3yrs. 61 41 93 46
3yrs. ~ byrs. 44 30 50 25
Syrs. ~ 10yrs. 16 11 29 14
above 10yrs. 0 0 0 0
no response 6 4 7 3
Educational Diploma 26 17 30 15 2.465 0.482
level Bachelor 113 76 158 78
Master 4 3 6 3
no response 6 4 10 5
Marital status Married 30 20 49 24 2.658 0.627
Single 113 76 151 74
Others 1 1 0 0
no response 5 3 4 2
Age(Mean/SD) 26.47/£3.06 26.55/£2.97 -2.48 0.804
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ATl B4 F A SF AE, d 2FA 2% 4
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A} 264741019, )3A] 7FEAF 2655419, -9}

Al JAE DAY Ak B2 Aol 7k flle

rio

WakAl 1070 L EL]oll 149 22547} 3 A o]
A e e EAE 190/19eH, & 4,054,9443] 9]
=

Mo 1T IAPE
Al W ol R AT AE 1002, Fok A
F EUY, ok A o, G oY, 5T &
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B 2%, Fok Zeketel, MH s

<Table 2> Core nursing interventions of medical units

Ae1zr5es]«] A118W A43F, 2006

g, 49 Al 3e] =e]qltKTable
2>, A e FAY] 438 Hims 3,300,239702 A
=]

W FHAF TUEE 25 A 5053 FEta AU
W, A 25 FEA F8e 46.7%0] APt vgew
o WErh =L eTAE W olik Y e 55
3), 55 #ld H 4.13), 29 (g He 2.3
g))e} o]tk

ol geRleld Fof taAdE AHd Ei
22.23)), Ad WL HF 13.23), 7JEKFS, HH
A JEA 5233, TsHY B 0.33), <5 O
(@ H+ 0.13)2 BEFHAeH, BE 5o 534
AA E5FA F 35.1%24 EAV) 8% Hit 38.1

3] s3sk3ich
T UgA Jads] sAPE dFdel o)
Ffale EFAE 6419eH, & o] 3 W o)At

FE= EFAE 1237090

L. . Annual Percent Average daily
Nursing intervention
frequency (%) frequency per nursex

Medication administration: oral 832796 20.5% 22.2
Vital signs monitoring 568087 14.0% 15.1
Medication administration: intravenous 494927 12.2% 13.2
Fall prevention 206994 5.1% 5.5
Pain management 154812 3.8% 4.1
Infection protection 87275 2.2% 2.3
Cardiac care 86787 2.1% 2.3
Medication administration: others 85116 2.1% 2.3
(Eye, Ear, Mouth and Throat Preparations etc.)

Neurologic monitoring 84971 2.1% 2.3
Admission care 82019 2.0% 2.2
Fever treatment 71651 1.8% 1.9
Airway management 70356 1.7% 1.9
Pressure ulcer prevention 68526 1.7% 1.8
Chemotherapy and side effect management 67726 1.7% 1.8
Hyperglycemia management 62140 1.5% 1.7
Fluid monitoring 54077 1.3% 1.4
Bleeding precautions 48753 1.2% 1.3
Examination assistance: Transhepatic artery embolization 48370 1.2% 1.3
Tube care 42904 1.1% 1.1
Infection control 42675 1.1% 1.1
Discharge care 39277 1.0% 1.0

Average daily frequency of a nurse* = Annual Frequency/ Number of RN(149)/(365/Manpower Index)
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<Table 3> Core nursing interventions of surgical units

. . Annual Percent Average daily
Nursing intervention
frequency (%) frequency per nursex

Medication administration: oral 1131039 19.8% 22.0
Medication administration: intravenous 786859 13.8% 15.3
Vital signs monitoring 750474 13.2% 14.6
Pain management 451653 7.9% 8.8
Incision site care 357345 6.3% 7.0
Fall prevention 266530 4.7% 5.2
Airway management 194466 3.4% 3.8
Neurologic monitoring 109389 1.9% 2.1
Admission care 102199 1.8% 2.0
Tube care: urinary 95686 1.7% 1.9
Wound care: closed drainage 91674 1.6% 1.8
Teaching: preoperative 84396 1.5% 1.6
Medication administration: others 83277 1.5% 1.6
(Eye, Ear, Mouth and Throat Preparations etc.)
Discharge care 64685 1.1% 1.3
Pressure ulcer prevention 58913 1.0% 1.1
Circulatory care: venous insufficiency 56385 1.0% 1.1

Average daily frequency* = Annual Frequency/ Number of RN(204)/(365/Manpower Index)
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<Table 4> Common core nursing interventions of the medical-surgical units

Average daily frequency per
nurse*— Medical units

Nursing intervention

Average daily frequency per
nurse*— Surgical units

Medication administration: oral

Vital signs monitoring

Medication administration: intravenous
Pain management

Fall prevention

Airway management

Neurologic monitoring

Admission care

Medication administration: others
(Eye, Ear, Mouth & Throat Preparations etc)
Pressure ulcer prevention

Discharge care

22.20(20.54%) 30.16(19.83%)
15.15(14.01%) 14.61(13.16%)
13.20(12.21%) 20.98(13.79%)
4.13(3.82%) 8.80(7.92%)
5.52(5.10%) 5.19(4.67%)
1.88(1.74%) 3.79(3.41%)
2.31(2.10%) 2.13(1.92%)
2.19(2.02%) 1.99(1.79%)
2.27(2.10%) 2.22(1.46%)

1.15(1.03%)
1.26(1.13%)

1.83(1.69%)
1.05(0.97%)

Average daily frequency* = Annual Frequency/ Number of RN(353)/(365/Manpower Index)
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- Abstract -

Analysis of the Core Nursing
Interventions Used in the Medical
and Surgical Units in a Tertiary
Hospital

Sung, Young Hee#Shin, Hee Yeon»*

Purpose: The purposes of this study were to
analyze the core nursing interventions that are
used in the medical and surgical units, and to
present the basic data that can be applied in
clinical fields. Method: The data was collected

* Associate Professor, Department of Clinical Nursing Science,

of Medicine
#t RN, Department of Nursing, Samsung Medical Center
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from 353 nurses of the medical and surgical
units from Jan. 2005 to Dec. 2005, using the
database of nursing processrecord system used
at a tertiary hospital. Results: 190 interventions
were performed in the medical units, with 21
core nursing interventions. 198 interventions
were performed in the surgical units, with 16
core nursing interventions. There were 11
common core nursing interventions. Conclusion:
The results revealed that the ratio of
physiological interventions and the interventions
related to safety were high. The interventions
were classified according to one's field of
together  with  the

specialization, common

interventions ~ were also  being  performed.
According to the changes in the demands of
consumers, there was also increases in the
performance of 'pain management' and 'fall
prevention.’ We expect that this study will
allow for the performance of standardized
interventions, and that it will be helpful in the
role of the experienced nurse, and in the

approach to the nursing specialty.
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