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<Table 1> Application of an evaluation program for integrated practice

Evaluation area Evaluation content Evaluation method Time (min)
Cognitive and affective ability Application of nursing process for the case Oral test 20
Psychomotor ability Bagic nursing skill Practice test 20
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<Figure 1> Framework of the evaluation program
for the integrated practice
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<Table 2> Evaluation of cognitive and affective ability
Evaluation item 0 Evaluation criteria 1 Evaluation criteria 2 Evaluation criteria

1. Nursing diagnosis Suggests no nursing diagnoses
or nursing diagnosis with no

connection to the case

Suggests more than 3
nursing diagnoses in the
exemplary answers

Suggests 1-2 nursing
diagnosis in the
exemplary answers

2. Significant data related
to 'impaired physical
mobility' or 'risk for
disuse syndrome’

Suggests no significant
data or data suggestion
with no connection

to the exemplary answers

Suggests 1-2 pieces of
significant data in the
exemplary answers

Suggests more than 3
pieces of significant data
in the exemplary
answers

3. Related factor to
'impaired physical
mobility' or 'risk for
disuse syndrome’

Suggests no related
factors or related factors
with no connection

to the exemplary answers

Suggests related factors
in the exemplary
answers

4. Nursing objective
(expected outcome)

Suggesting no nursing
objectives or nursing
objectives with no connection
to the exemplary answers

Suggesting a nursing
objective in  exemplary
answers or no measurable
nursing objective

Suggesting two nursing
objectives in the
exemplary answers

5. Nursing intervention
(nursing plan)

Suggests no nursing
interventions or nursing

Suggests 1-2 nursing
interventions in the

Suggests more than 3
nursing interventions

interventions with no connection exemplary answers in the exemplary
to the exemplary answers answers
6. Logical application of Poor Average Good
nursing process
7. Active attitude Passive attitude for problem Average Active attitude
solving for problem solving
8. Communication skill Poor Good
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<Table 3> Evaluation for psychomotor ability

Procedure item

Evaluation criteria

0 1 2 Criteria_description
1. Wash hands 0 2 Oral mention is okay
2. Follow the five rights procedure 0 2
3. Prepare the fluid and medication according to medication card 0 2
4. Clean the injection port with an antiseptic swab 0 2
5. Inject aseptically the medication into the fluid 0 2

The rest is omitted
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<Table 4> Evaluation score for ability in application of
nursing process and nursing skill by evaluators

(N=50)
item M T SD Range
Nursing process 83.87 + 11.75 60 - 100
Nursing skill 85.69 + 8.18 68 - 100

gt Al He 83870l
85.69 7 0]31t<Table 4>.
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<Table 5> Seilf-evaluation for ability in application of nursing process and nursing skill after program by students

(N=50)
ltem + 8D
Nursing process Ability to apply nursing process 4.00 + .73
Ability to solve problems based on critical thinking 394 = 74
Decision making to solve nursing problems 4.04 £ .73
Active in solving nursing problems 4.06 = .74
Communication skill 398 + .76
Nursing skill Ability to perfectly prepare all the equipment 4.06 £ .77
Ability to follow the principles for all procedures 390 £ .76
Ability to perfectly perform all procedures 3.84 + .68
Ability to present rationale for all procedures 392 + 78
Positive attitude concerning explanation to clients about the purposes and steps of all procedures 408 = .78
Ability to perform all procedures considering clients 4.00 = .73
Positive attitude concerning client's comfort while performing all procedures 410 + .76
gHR7ts mKES|X| 13(1), 20073 69 37
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to develop and evaluate an integrated clinical evaluation program to
increase the competency of senior nursing students. Method: A cross-sectional one group test design was utilized.
Based on a framework derived from the prior studies, an integrated clinical evaluation program was developed. In
order to assess the effect of the developed program, the senior students' experience with the program was
measured. The participants were senior nursing students and the program was performed on November, 2005 after
their semester was all finished. Result: The evaluation score for ability in application of nursing process was 83.87
and nursing skill was 85.69 by evaluators. The students reported that the program provided a chance to relearn and
practice basic nursing skills and it was helpful in increasing decision making competency and their ability to apply
the nursing process. Conelusion: This study suggests that the integrated clinical evaluation program contributes to
cultivating a nurse with comprehensive nursing competencies and to improve the nursing students' knowledge,

attitude, and skill.
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