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Abstract

Purpose: This study was performed to evaluate
of practicum by using standardized patient(SP)
for nursing assessment. Method: This study had

2 steps. The Ist-step was pre-intervention stage
including selection of a learning title, formation
of case scenario, training of SP and developing
the evaluation tools for students' clinical
competence to assessment, 6 categories 29
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items. The 2nd-step consisted of intervention
and evaluation stages. 34 nursing students
divided 2 groups participated in assessing the
SP. Evaluation of each group was performed
by 2 nursing professors. All students recorded
their feelings after assessing the SP. The SP
also evaluated about nursing students' attitude
toward the SP. Results: ICC(Interclass correlation
coefficient) between 2 groups was over 0.7 in
all categories. Students' assessing score(range
0-1) was muscular-joint function status(0.41),
nutritional  status(0.39), history taking(0.38),
IADL(0.18), ADL(0.15), and emotional status
(0.07). The mean scores of the nursing
students' attitude by SP was 4.03(range 1-6).
Also most students showed positive reactions
to the education using SP because they had the
chance to experience what they could not
practice in clinical setting. Conclusion: The
evaluation tool revealed high reliability.
Nursing students' clinical competence was
below average. But they took a good attitude
to SP. We recommended further research using
SP with various disease.
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<Table 2> The clinical competence about nursing assessment of student (N=34)
Total Group A Group B

Contents Check list (N=18)  (N=16)
M£+SD M*SD M=£SD

Asked a question of characteristics for pain 90£.27 .83+.34 97£.13

Asked a question of progression of pain .78+.39 78+.39 18+.41

Asked a question of other symptoms(tinnitus, dizziness etc) A43£35 .36+.33 50£.37

Asked a question of pain with 10 point or other scale 31+.43 31+.46 31+.40

Asked a question of aggravating or relieving factor for pain 71£.33 81£.25 .59+£.38

Asked a question of medication 49+.50 A47£.50 .50+.52

Nursing history  Asked a question of caregiver 32+.46 .36+.48 .28+.45
taking Asked a question of having DM and hypertension 22439 A11£32 .34+.44
Asked a question of house-environment(ex. Risk fall down) .06+.20 .06+.16 .06+.25

Asked a question of drinking .03£.12 .03£.12 .03£.13

Asked a question of smoking .04+.19 .06+.24 .03+.13

Asked a question of physical activity A46+.47 A4+.48 AT+.46

Asked a question of sleep .16£.36 A11£32 22+.41

Total .38+.14 36+.14 39+.14

Asked a question of washing for him(her)self .04+.14 .00£.00 .09+.20

Asked a question of dressing for him(her)self 10+.27 .06+.24 16+.30

Activity of daily Asked a question of having a meal for him(his)self 18+.32 17+.30 .19+.36
living Asked a question of using a rest room for him(her)self .19+.33 .14+.33 .25+.32
Asked a question of being able to working and social activities 22+.41 17+.38 .28+.45

Total 15+£.22 A1+.19 19+.25

Instrumental Asked a question of preparing meal for him(her)self 21+.37 .08+.26 34+.44
Activity of daily Asked a question of going out for him(her)self 1534 .14+.33 .16£.35
living Total .18+.30 A11+.29 25+.32
Asked a question of emotional state 21£.39 17+£.34 25445

Emotional state Asked a question of having the feel for hopelessness or worthlessness .00+.00 .00£.00 .00£.00
Asked a question of impulse and attempt for suicide .00+.00 .00£.00 .00+.00

Total .07+.13 06+.11 .08+.15

Asked a question of gaining or losing weight .23+.43 22+.43 .25+.45

Nutritional state Asked a question of pattern for regular meal or appetite .54+.47 A4+ .48 .66+.44
Total .39+.39 .33+.39 A45+.38

Made an examination for muscle power in upper extremities 35+.42 .14+£.29 .59+.42

Muscular-joint Made an examination for muscle power in lower extremities 25+.37 22+.35 28+.41
. Made an examination for joints .60+.44 75+.43 44+.40

function status . .

Made an examination for range of motion A44+.44 .56+.45 31£.40

Total 41+.30 42+.29 A41+.33

<Table 3> The attitude of student nurse evaluated by SP*

Contents MESD

SP was satisfied with nursing care provided by Nursing student 4.09+.87

SP was felt comfort and intimacy from Nursing student 4.15£.86

Nursing student nurse listened to what SP said 421+£.73

Nursing student paid attention not only SP's disease but also their life and supported SP 3.79+.84

Nursing student made an atmosphere for dialogue with SP well. 3.94+.74

Nursing student had a great personality and did the polite to SP, and respected SP 4.41+.66

Nursing student explained something as it relates SP's disease easily to the SP 3.50+.62

SP felt Nursing student like nurse. 4.12+.73

Total 4.03+.57

* Standardized Patient
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<Table 4> Merit of SP* practice

Contents Frequency %
Practical and direct experiencing 13 38.24
Experiencing the interview skills with patient 3 8.82
Experiencing professional skills 1 2.94
Experiencing more comfort than clinical practice 4 11.76
Doing by my self 1 2.94
Making a chance to think(about practice) by my self 2 5.88
Understanding the patient more concretely 4 11.76
Having a enough time to talk with patient 2 5.88
More easy to practice because of SP 1 2.94
Experiencing better by 1:1 practice(due to one by one practice) 1 2.94
Experiencing better due to positive reaction of SP 2 5.88
Total 34 100.0
* Standardized Patient
{Table 5> Weakness of SP* practice
Contents Frequency %
Experiencing the difficulties because of no assistants 2 5.88
Not enough prepare to practice 2 5.88
Experiencing the difficulties due to non-cooperative attitude of SP 1 2.94
Having a non-enough time to practice 1 2.94
Feeling like a test 5 14.71
Not easy and discomfort of practice situation 2 5.88
Experiencing the difficulties due to one by one practice 1 2.94
Lack of vividness in clinical practice 1 2.94
Lack of data for assessment 2 5.88
No weakness 16 47.06
Total 34 100.0
* Standardized Patient
{Table 6> Differences between SP* practice and traditional clinical practice
Contents Frequency %
Can be more holistic approach 8 23.53
More easy to approach than in clinical practice 14 41.18
More be careful as true as in clinical situation 2 5.88
Feeling sorry for discomfort of SP 1 2.94
Feeling the difficulties due to approach in given frame 6 17.65
Feeling no differences 3 3.82
Total 34 100.0

* Standardized Patient
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Contents Frequency %
Having good communication 19 55.88
Not enough communicating due to my tension 6 17.65
Decrease the difficulties in communication 6 17.65
Communicating not in order(non-organizational communication) 2 5.88
No differences 1 2.94
Total 34 100.0
* Standardized Patient
{Table 8> Self-evaluation of SP* practice
Contents Frequency %
Thinking about my practical help 2 5.56
Thinking about approach skills for the client 4 11.11
Feeling the lack of my knowledge & preparation 9 25.00
Experiencing clinical practice in Lab(in school) 7 19.44
Thinking about nursing as a profession 2 5.56
Feeling like a nurse 3 8.33
Experiencing interest that differs from in hospital 4 11.11
Feeling like a test 1 2.78
Feeling like in artificial situation 1 2.78
Feeling the lack of vividness of clinical situation 1 278
Lack of positive reaction of SP 2 5.56
Total 34 100.0
* Standardized Patient
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