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Table 1. General Characteristics (N=268)
Characteristics  Categories N (%)
Age (yr) <20 118 (44.0)

21-25 136 (50.7)
>26 14 ( 5.3)
Gender Female 253 (94.4)
Male 15 ( 5.6)
Education College 128 (47.8)
University 140 (52.2)
Health status Unhealthy 3 (1D
Average 50 (18.7)
Healthy 215 (80.2)
Interpersonal Bad 0 (0.0
relationship Average 113 (42.2)
Good 155 (57.8)
Religion Protestant 48 (17.9)
Buddhist 55 (20.5)
Catholic 30 (11.2)
Others 3 (LD
None 132 (49.3)
Charge of Professor 47 (17.5)
clinical practice ~ Head nurse and staff nurse 56 (20.9)
Teaching assistant 6 (22)
Professor and head nurse 154 (57.6)
Professor and teaching assistant 3 (L1
Part time lecturer 2 (0.7)
Satisfaction of Very unsatisfied 10 ( 3.7)
clinical practice  Unsatisfied 48 (17.9)
Average 115 (43.0)
Satisfied 66 (24.6)
Very satisfied 29 (10.8)
Satisfaction of Very dissatisfied 4 ( 1.5)
major dissatisfied 26 (9.7)
Average 81 (30.2)
Satisfied 95 (35.5)
Very satisfied 62 (23.1)
UMSHSHO| et DAESY 2
UMASuFEEe| 2Ey
WFEEYT YIS WAl A
g} Asle e

ehfiglon gl

Table 2. Mean Scores for Teaching Effectiveness, Clinical
Learning Environment and Clinical Practice
Competency

Variables M=+SD
Teaching Professional knowledge and capability — 3.49+ .56
effectiveness Interpersonal relationship/communication 3.11+ .59

Availability as a supporter 2.83+ 71
Encourage and support 3.05¢ .73
Teaching method and evaluation 297+ .62
Total 3.09+ .53
Clinical Staff-student relationships 2.82+ .77
learning Hierarchy and ritual 2.82+ 71
environment Nurse manager commitment 3.16+ .58
Patient relationships 3.30+ .57
Student satisfaction 3.36+ .72
Total 3.09+ .50
Clinical Nursing process 3.80+ .57
practice Nursing skill 4.07+ 71
competency  Education/cooperation 2.93+ .67
Interpersonal relationship/communication 3.91+ .72
Professional develop 3.98+ .63
Total 3.94+ .52

. AEA -@=178, p=003)3F o] =FAAE

velon e aeixie] ol E w - (=200, p=.001),

gABA, JAARE(r=210, p=.001), AF2A F&(r=200, p=
A

e FoE Yeuth #Eedrishs s =156, p=
}
o

37)Es ALe WA 49 2R fofst 3t
U ZAoE uekwth vesaadde A5dad TS
(Tolerance)7} 0.10]3FQ1 ®Ilo] glglom FARYZAF(VIF) 7k
105 9= Helo] §lojx SHAR] taaalide] EA47}
A Aoz IS tiTable 2).

§] =< o [
ts3AAdS st A3 Durbin Watson A4S E3) 2=

B2 A7) 17062 290 717k QA8 9185 0] A7)k

o] Q&= o7 yehton, FaFEH(tolerance)’t & T .640
o7 (.1010]9, BASIZHVIF) 7L 15622 1004
=]

A7) ¢kl taEAde EAZE 9l Aoz yeht Ao
S AR 7S wEshe Ao® YeRdth

& WHAFHETH0] ATl A=
J5to] thss] 84S A A7 Table
49} ) WFESAP=171, =2.410, p=017)3} IFAEFTS
S(B=176, t=2.321, p=.021) EF PdFasHeol Folgt o
Q90107 yepgth & o AME FAEAR

J|2t= 83X 18(3), 20114 8&



Table 3. Clinical Practice Competency according to Teaching Effectiveness and Clinical Learning Environment (N=268)

Interpersonal

Education/cooper Professional

Nursing process Nursing skill ation relatlon.shlp/ -
communication
r (o) r (p) r (o) r (o) r (o)
TE Professional knowledge .140 207 238 245 276
and capability ( .022) (.001) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001)
Interpersonal relationship 200 .148 276 285 230
/communication ( .001) (015) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001)
Availability as a supporter 162 100 167 133 137
v y upPp ( .008) (.104) ( .006) ( 012) (.025)
E d " 214 150 237 176 189
rieourage anc sippor (<.001) (014) (<.001) (.004) ( .002)
Teaching method 189 147 .184 202 226
and evaluation ( .002) (016) ( .002) ( .001) (<.001)
CLE Staff-student relationships 201 045 176 148 240
! P ( .001) (.468) (.004) ( .016) (<.001)
Hierarchy and ritual 156 .007 .085 .068 178
y (.011) (.903) ( .165) ( .264) ( .003)
Nurse manager commitment 115 084 200 210 200
4 8 ( .059) (.168) ( .001) ( .001) ( .001)
Patient relationshi 122 -.010 122 264 175
ent relationships (.047) (.866) (.046) (<.001) (.004)
Student satisfaction 299 187 253 219 336
" (<.001) (.002) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001)
TE=Teaching Effectiveness; CLE=Clinical Learning Environment
Table 4. Influence Factors on Clinical Practice Competency (N=268)
Variables Unstandardized coefficients Standardized coefficients ¢
B S.E Beta P
(Constant) 2.871 206 13.94 <.001
Teaching effectiveness 171 .071 175 2.40 .017
Clinical learning environment 176 .076 .169 2.32 .021
R’=.095, Adj R’=.088, F=13.93 (.000)
3t O m(F=13.932, p<.001), 8.8%2] o] Q= Zlo= detds ddes & Yu 5(2008)9 A7t ot
LFERsTE S Agoln, 4dAel 3dA EdiEtE it o® ¢
Choi (2005)9] A7Ae} ARSI SRl e AwA
= o A3 5ol 7 =7 YERY Yu 5(2008)7F Choi 5(2001)
o Assh YAt AZARAL K840 7FE A et
AN 58] PPUEEES S B WFS A o Yu 5008)8 A7k fAEIT: ol AR
she] olejst QPPAFTEY TIA BAL (s b ARAN wEw ohjel pEdjshdsel Aed o
PIFAFHE TP Aolne PSS PP BET F 5 Y AN o] AeFe ver An
7= o FEE vAE Q1SS gRlekal ofo] gt AAst EA(Kim, 20060), YFAFRTE JLo] A S
Azl Fg ol B AT mEEEA, PPAEWE A FESHL 493 /g Az % 2 Heig A S
37 % PPAEFAEYT WAS wotuy wEEEAS AT Fo, QIEHS 2%E L mdo] HE A 1
WPAGLERAe] PPAGTAEe] mE 9P A S A=A 2] dE DE A S Tk Ak @
Som NEhsEe] EE2AR1 PGS Y] 9% THChoi, 2005).
Z1zAmE AlFetAt 3= AL WEEHLS Han (2010)9] A7AztRT =7 el
arEge Wdet 334 28] BECEhES date  wor aslgeort shmSel Jbg skom Adw o
2 Choi, Jo&} Kim (2001)2] dF+Axe} 43419} 334 7+E Aol #Ag HEEAr17 7P S YERsTE ©)= Han
J|22t5 58| x| 18(3), 20114 8¢ 369
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Effects of Teaching Effectiveness and Clinical Learning Environment
on Clinical Practice Competency in Nursing Students

Han, Ji-young" - Park, Hyeon-sook®

1) Full time Lecturer, Department of Nursing Silla University
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of the teaching effectiveness and clinical learning
environment on the clinical practice competency in nursing students. Method: Undergraduate nursing students (268)
enrolled in one of 4 universities in 2 cities completed a survey questionnaire. Collected data were analyzed using
descriptive statistics, Pearson's correlation coefficient and multiple regression with the SPSS/Win 11.0 program.
Results: The mean score for teaching effectiveness was 3.09 (+.53) on a S5-point scale, for clinical learning
environment, 3.09 (+.50) on a S5-point scale, and for clinical practice competency, 3.94 (£.52) on a 6-point scale.
Significant positive correlations were found between teaching effectiveness and clinical learning environment, and
clinical practice competency. The regression model explained 8.8% of clinical practice competency. Teaching
effectiveness and clinical learning environment were significant predictors of clinical practice competency.
Conclusion: The findings of the study suggest that teaching effectiveness and clinical learning environment be
considered when developing strategies to increase clinical practice competency in nursing students.
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