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A F EAATEEARIE HES A dide Aledolde 28g 52 AAle fAkek Aol
2 3l 9Jo](Ministry of Health and Welfare, A 3R e PS4 ¥, ETskE 30
2010), 715545 sldl ARt Ao, 1ts A BiEdoR aEa AFAQ g5 & F e Al
AL BiA BN T RS He ol (Jeffries, 2008; Tuoriniemi & Schott-Baer,
oz & E A9 & vk 2008), HEEE L B o/E 2440w wgdd &

7%1}‘*‘%011*1% VHEelge ards A3, BE SAA A gz Hlw sl AEE

& sl AFTg 4 U (Feingold, Calaluce, & Kallen,

§_—V§° 7};@‘%—5‘ Ao Aol stal ortaE 2004: Fletcher, 1995). EE'J AlEd ol Age A
71%o] dodh, tiidale] Ay} dawE kash A4 FARRE SAtaE Tlse] FEEIL "eo] FxE ¥
o] glojof 3t} FYIEIE FETE S o] B4R ofjet xpEH T vlHA /\b— Y, dEtEyol
ot A% AFaA T, AFAEA =R e g3 ih(Jeffries, 2005 Lasater,
= o) wjrbEcrt. o] FARl AFAERES & 2007a, 2007b; Medley & Horne, 2005: Willford
HE AFAFAEAT S Fukek JPRES o & Doyle 2006). upebd *]%Eﬂol’ﬁi AFE T g
o] Axshs Aoz, HAZHe HEIIAPT % 3xtEe gl RIS 24 = 3(Ludenberg,
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2008), Ho} =2 A< Ml =™ (Lasater,
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2007a), wEAtE BEalE =l Aluele g g
o] /flEks ke JUEEE AR F o] ZFES)
H 852 71dE 4 Uth(Rothgeb, 2008).
AlEdolde E8e dFuSe FUdAE Yoo
(2001)7} 71E7t58r Asugolr e A#sid,
Bkl g 5402 Al

200744l tEsrlE
%A Chon, Kang, &
Cho, & Kim, 2009).
University SHFag oA Wt AE5S %
Aoz AlEF|HS B8-S Eﬂﬁ%{i(Bryans,
2004; Bryans & McIntosh, 2000), Pl=elA= |
XS A T 7PPSAE A AlER el
285 Busl¥ o (Campbell, Themessel-Huber,
Mole, & Scarlett, 2007; Simones, 2008; Yeager
& Gotwals, 2010), FudllAe AGAsItwE}
ofll Al AlEglolde &8g A7t Raud wl glot
upgta] 2 AT= X]“A}ﬂﬂﬁ-@f AFASE 5
TSAFAA AlEdeld A8 sFedes ERlsta,

GF HHe PRI AEARS 99 V2R
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Lee, 2008; Lee, Kim, Yeo,
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3. o7 EXt

Spunt (2007)7} AAIg+

® A7 2
P T4 asd AR A6 303

TE £

oy

%, Horn¥ Carter (2007)7} At AlE# o]
G DA wpe} Alue s Fdetn S FH|8t
TS FoRE eeflHel e A
14 Avel e Agsta Hriste daks AR z3
FAtH(Figure 1).
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o T AlEdold Af 93 e AE e
WA 1d, gyHld 1d, JA7, A1 V1R BEEL alon, st dAelAe 9E Fdl gk =4
2 HIA8IAL, £7HA], Ade], 97, A& T2 Al 71E3 s BT
sfaict. W8S FHas st tidAkel R frAkgt
L eV g8 URRe] EEE AEEECR v 5. Az HA W 24
A5tk o] el ded, FAP], 438 dRE &
< AFddA Ao} BRI, TAARH G AGAEIIE S AEAE 713 108 5 5YA, Al
gt = okso] A9l whol {8 7]7te] A HlE] Eelold AFaldA AlEHAE & F AEE $3
AE g dH ] 3F = EFE FHSI ek dgzwrt A9 243 A8E ATl 28
A es ddstr] A A Alvele Fee g A, AEAE Her ZT A, AEA A
et WESARE AAEen, FHEEeR Azz ]l A AA 7t HA S dekA] &
WS TPk AFsith et Thiele 29 < BF AEAE A dote "He AT § A
AF 4= A% ddA ZA7), AA S S A FAAE wiFaen, A FAXE AET Aol
7], 438 d2E & AGHS TEY 84 o A AEAE WFsisitt. Agd Fofg 739 F AW
A AlvEl e A4S st ¥ diES Al TIXE AT 61 A AlEdeld A W7t A&
Tt AlEH ol AFAolA di7lst=E sttt # A& w3t 23Tt
Zaa= wAsk] a8 AdE 4709 Auees A FRE AFE FL2ARIZIH (Critical Incidents
7 O o A u skt Technique) & &3] A8, o] WL A
B S a2 oﬂﬂz} THIZE 2 & e 55 FHAER Agsl=s WHC 2 (Bitner, Booms,
RS AlEYolAd AFAdA Aldeed wek W & Tetreaulte, 1990), £ Aol AlEH A A
B35 AABIES si9a, AlEHelAS PRl ¥ o g AR WeS 58 & F WFE ot 4
F2te] iy dtol] Apod2S: k= tlEeE S sl W3 Neg A&t
. 49 37} Im. A3 Aot
AlEdleld dage] A @Al tHelgo] ¥
T AlEdeld Agd tig tedtye] AP 2t 1. YE272t= AlEsold dE 29 2t
1 Bk,
WENS AlEEeld AEe g st 693t 1
4. AT = o 438 F 243 AlFgsigint. 199 Aol FAT
TS 12~13%0l L, AlEdeld & A= v
WES AlEdeld Aol did s Ade 7} Zth(Table 1)
ghetslr] S8 vlTzslE AEAE AMgERlen, A
TAE AlEdeld eejdEold, Aluele Azt o 1) egf<leeld
By wAE Ao =4S AR EstER A eE szl dA HA S didem
Table 1. Phase of the Simulation and Run-time
Phase Run-time
Student Orientation 15min.

Implementation of the Simulation

Debriefing

Pre-simulation student preparation
Facilitating the scenario

80min.

Bmin.x4groups=20min.
20min.x4groups=80min

Total

195min.
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dele ABa) R AR mek PEE g 3n gl ol 2% p3Ee Wor FRY 4+ A9

& ATHL PRANE & F SR PRAL e

£ 39t HEAge] B & AFY B8 F=E "]‘4"/]9_ A tregd g4 618 BT 3
WEs AN, 15% A% & 292t e £5 5 A Ads Basiin, AvEle A 999 34
i Ade dEle UE Qhllel whe RS FEsiTh A 7Y e Y HE2 FEen, frgd
AlvE] e Ak BEAE FHIAIRE 5%, 71 FA2 7R WFE FESIT Ave]e A F
HHE 20902 F 26%0] AaHUT) M= SHAY 73.8%7F gEEv1Y 1FH, AHA 2
ol tig A 35, A el gk 223 Vs

3) HEeg RE ola] WEEA] A Al pe AALS
W 27k mF ABAINE Wl T, ARl Jl%adln, oF WA Ser Was adn. T
ke wEAket gAjo] A Fofste] tiHEdE o A2 o] Bkd U8(29.6%)& A ez ¥

Table 2. Student nurses’ Experience on the Simulation Experience®

Classification Category n %

Positive aspects on the simulation (n=61)

Facilitating the Scenario Active learning 45 73.8
Realistic situation 18 29.5
Reflective thinking during observation 11 18.0
Self-confidence 4 6.6

Debriefing Immediate and constructive feedback 34 55.7
Self-reflection 26 42.6

Negative aspects on the simulation (n=49)

Facilitating the Scenario Burden of patient role-playing 17 34.69
Lack of information 15 30.61
Stress and tension 7 14.29
Insufficient time for visit planning 3 6.12

Debriefing Lack of peer participation 10 20.41
Insufficient time 9 18.37

*

multiple responses

44



@ 57} AV e 59 e ) 908

B AN BUEE de NS Bk & Qe 7]
/b ek WeS TP %o SHA
o] 6.6%7} 7148 WEL AT o2 WES HHe
W, the Ageld A @ 4 ks Al 3449

e W§E Egsdc
_Tue daE £ 55101
SEwon WRHEN, BRE
A=) A A pe ARE
SHAL 42.6%7} 7158 g A
Selga vrle AP Ag wEA A 3
el wgdThs e AEeel 42 Al
F gl 7137k Hicke h8-S 299
gl ek 28 ABL 499 714
Lol AR A9 GGN 4 B, bue)
A 24 WER PRaG A
oA 34.69%7t $AAQ Ao 7% e
B4 ABAA e B2, AAG $E}
oo, ol "BAGE PHoR WA
theo® 30.61%7F ¥HH AYoR & e
B4 guo) e R FurIn axe] B

o,
o
o

]

lo
2
i

Y
re

D)
N
=
ox,
: R
5
of
ol
2
i

of

o,
o ot df
w2 N -

g

12
o, ¥R

i
&
o
>
>
o2,
of

4o ot 18 of K
o rlo

Jhl tﬂl
rlo

ox,

EJP‘ ARkl HEFo|Qlon, o|E "HEHEE o
3Tt AlEdold o] ~E# A9 717 o]
EMEF W8(14.29%) & “»~Ef 29 710z W

Folasicy. tueld GedNE Agel Ao B

So] Egd AFHow Fojaln %e3} vsu]

Zdlsivke 71ec] AUAL(20.41%), °1& A
pxo g MEgleiinh. w3k 19.37%E tEaE A
o] BEFIASS 7IEsldla, o8 MRHRE R
W8k skt

£ A3E Horn® Carter (2007)7F #AAEE A&
gold g vl @A & A eI, AlEE
old Ad g Byt dAld w2t WEts Aol
< 9319t} Seropian, Brown, Gavilances, &
Driggers (2004a)e ¢ 1A17to] &85 e HAWAQ
AlEH|o)A (full-scale simulation)s o224 AJut
2o Fojzhs AA 2 AP B3 gHS s,
AAZE BEAS Bl UL BEAARA FHS &,
upR o 2 Alue] e Fojztel #EAprl ¢ Joow
TS u nE /\}-\‘-Llo] zh&géoﬂ;q A1§9] 7

A=

Eo JE 7187 E9vke gEd A
Ho| °‘°i°EE ol& ¥ k5o TIE & ¢ QU
EP queds 53 MRel 29E TR 5+ AN
°o®2Z Seropian 5(2004a)3 J
xﬂ/\] ls 74¢Jr o] BE )l A|

effries (2005)7}
Hofsts, BHSET
o]Fo] Hotn & 4 Qlth
a‘°a‘9] AFAA ANz BTl Eeljdl AlEH A
1583 Q‘ﬁﬂ-‘ﬂ] AvEle A
g fEggdE ¥33k 180% ZF 195%0°] &8
Aok = Aldel ?:_IEE/*]ZIE 20802 A3 A
Bryans (2004)7} 7tSAME tdog WEts AlE
glo]dellx] AREE AR AR AlZtelglom, Wotton,
Davis, Button®} Kelton (2010)°] k&g 33hd
Yoz o uFds AEYelds & u AE
gold Ald® tEgds 77 158~208202 o
AP 22 ARbo|3I) 2 AFolM tlE2]Ee Medley
9} Horne (2005)<] A<t ‘E}E} Hrzg A =5iet
HY 02 AAGEE AAGN T, Jeffries (2007)¢]
Are wet Avee A 1&1} Fdg 208
st 2y e tig FgH0 Hril A
REE 208 oo Hd e B

al
At B B

45



® S EAT SR A27H AlT @

T 357 WEe® & 4 vk tEed A 53 U
45 BF AT AoE BEYE Jd o B2 ARt
= HPgsliol & Aolt}, g, & ATlA AVl E
Agets Bt the 29 AlEHHE B AR
EolE sttt A Ade] UG AR Hof wHE
Aoz AU E Adste AEFe 29T 4F, &=
AF ARl Aghs we Afde tEeE Al H|Y
o ABE A Polm 2L FIL A ZloR A7
1=

AlEdlold Al tigk e AEelA AuEe
ggo] AAet ARtk AR (29.5%) o gt
A H7ke Jeffries (2007)7F AAISE 2 Al EH
ol AFae] AT AU e o] HA} AR
Aee Wdske 2 & F Aok E=3 AR

=]

s
(6.6%)2 A=4 g585(73.8%) Wg 242 3
7F= Bambini, Washburn®} Perkins (2009),
Bearnson@} Wiker (2005), Ludenberg (2008)7}
AN A Bl g3lg R Axel dx)s)
= Aol

B2

AolA trEelge] tig S 4 F A
7 ez MEstE e dEelgdr Hides
Heaa zplel ges AZshl H37] dEes &
F glon, =g vrege] A A dA Hze] 7
e Ffohs Ae @AV Al s3E At &
T oinh wekd veelgs @ ) H3st vhes &
Loy Hop aadd Aot a2y Medleysh

Horne (2005)°] ASkgh wkel o] Ht] o A A
g4os & wd= 3§ 5 tBegd niE e
QIEZ} oftfQIA] &ar Slofof 3B wzks Alvt
Aol A BPg AAHRolok stal, Folzl tH
B A del 8HAR1 S5s o] AsiAE
o9z gEeggs Agg A )
2 AT A, fEgd g A A er
wFe] S4AQ = Fro| AAAQl T=Hlo]
55.7%% 713 %t} ©]& Feingold, Calaluce}
Kallen (2004)¢] Hie} fARE Aoz, AlEdolAd
150] AN B ueAte] ARE B
o

& whele @ 4 9l

moW oy
fo

>

4

AT
Seropian, Brown, Gavilances$®} Driggers (2004b)
= AlECA 2948 A AR AlEYHAE o

46

g FHow 4T ZAIVE AFalof dtka 513
_%

ARSse BAow & A9

. N = l
Tt gl Bhez @ AE AYdtelor it
7}

A& ARa YatnES 983 s flE #4 9
g

N
- 1
i
oo
_O|L
38
=
ot
D)
18
ok
b
=2
X
rir
ot
i
1o,
o

o=}

7}

o
o
u[rt
rlo
>
P
&
o,
[Rrd
>
N
lo
4z
a
i)
o
>

F2e 7S ek & sle 7137t Hdlve o

)

o
© =

FEATE BHAQ0 AEE YRR Yeag
5(2010)°] AAHA= 2} =

of & x| Aue|ert obd Afole FHE &

aL
A AHgelel w&e] A s =d AE A

gt

Waske A B2 thed) A% @ wEe
2 ARl A%e st @A) 9 dicte]
g & gon), f3} FUANE BPAE o9l A
g 7HE % ot

2 AP AGE0ES dgus 3 R0y



7Fetait.

Algdeld das £99 A WEE AlEwl
A A AAS Ze ARl Addm rE Sl
ARl Fohe AINde] 78S Algetior A
woll g Algte] @4 4549 el Ho
o AABIRtEs} AFelMd Aed + sle The
A= lsigl. et 2 d7aRs eds A
gold Agdl 288 5 s Aot

B AT Ase N tEdEds ssiglens
A7AIE duisished] Algle] glons A5 g
& s oz d7E 4 A At

Algdeld Aus ARgse 5HoR stax @
o @S ool AN RS AldeH, A
o i BrHE HHoR dou APASE T e
TR AdE @ e AQI B3 M 243 o
&5 e dgd doke ey A qdx »
FA el He FA) 2AE T e

A F-8-<l

Reference

D., Washburn, J.,
(2009).

novice nursing students:

& Perkins, R.

Outcomes of clinical simulation for

Bambini,

Communication,
judgement. Nursing
Education Perspectives, 30(2), 79-82.

C. 8., & Wiker, K. M. (2005).

Human patient simulators: A new face in

confidence, clinical

Bearson,

baccalaureate nursing education at Brigham

Young University. Journal of Nursing
Education, 44(9), 421-425.

Bitner, M. J., Booms, B. H., & Tetreault, M.
S. (1990). The service encounter: Diagnosing
favorable and unfavorable incidents. Journal
of Marketing, 54(1), 71-84.

(2004).

expertise:

Bryans, A. Examining health visiting

Combining simulation, interview
and observation. Journal of Advanced Nursing,

47(6), 623-630.

Bryans, A., & McIntosh, J. (2000). The use of
simulation and post-simulation interview to
examine the knowledge involved in community
nursing assessment practice. Journal of
Advanced Nursing, 31(5), 1244-1251.

Campbell, M., Themessl-Huber, M., Mole, L.,
& Scarlett, V. (2007).
prepare students for interprofessional work
in the community.
Education, 46(7), 340.

Childs, J. C., Sepples, S. B., & Chambers, K.
(2005).
education. In P. R. Jeffries (Eds.),
in nursing education: From conceptualization
to evaluation (pp. 35-58). New York, N.Y.:
National League for Nursing.

Chon, S. J., Kang, Y. S., & Lee, M. R. (2008).
Report of cooperative PNP development and

Using simulation to

Journal of Nursing

Designing simulations for nursing

Simulation

operation. Seoul: Red Cross College of Nursing.
Feingold C. E., Calaluce, M., & Kallen, M. A.
(2004).

simulated clinical experiences:

Computerized patient model and

Evaluation
with baccalaureate nursing students. Journal
of Nursing Education, 43(4), 156-163.

Fletcher, J. L. (1995).

A tool for learning and research. Journal of the

Anesthesia simulation:

American Association of Nurse Anesthetists,
63(1), 61-67.

Horn, M., & Carter, N. (2007).
suggestions for implementing simulations.
In P. R. Jeffries (Eds.),
nursing education: From conceptualization

59-72). New York,
N.Y.: National League for Nursing.

Jeffries, P. R. (2005). A framework for designing,

implementing,

Practical

Simulation in

to evaluation (pp.

and evaluating simulations

in nursing.

26(2),

used as teaching strategies
Nursing FEducation Perspectives,
96-103.

Jeffries, P. R. (2007).

Simulation in nursing

47



® S EAT SR A27H AlT @

education: From conceptualization to evaluation.
New York, N.Y.: National League for Nursing.

Jeffries, P. R. (2008). Getting in S. T. E. P.
with simulation: Simulations take educator
preparation. Nursing Education Perspectives,
29(2), 70-73.

Lasater, K. (2007a). High-fidelity simulation
and the development of clinical judgement:
Students” experiences. Journal of Nursing
Education, 46(6), 269-276.

Lasater, K. (2007b). Clinical judgement
development: Using simulation to create an
assessment rubric. Journal of Nursing
Education, 46(11), 496-503.

Lee, J. H., Kim, S. S., Yeo, K. S., Cho, S. J.,
& Kim, H. L. (2009). Experiences among
undergraduate nursing students on high
—fidelity simulation education: A focus
group study. Journal of Korean Academic
Society of Nursing Education, 15(2),
183-193.

Ludenberg, K. M. (2008). Promoting self
—-confidence in clinical nursing students.
Nurse Educator, 33(2), 86-89.

Medley, C. F., & Horne, C. (2005). Using
simulation technology for undergraduate
nursing education. Journal of Nursing
Education, 44(1), 31-34.

Ministry of Health and Welfare. (2010). 2010
Guide for family health praject. Seoul: Author.

Mole, L., Scarlett, V., Campbell, M., &
Themessel-Huber, M. (2006). Using a
simulated chaotic home environment for
preparing nursing and social work students
for interdisciplinary care delivery in a
Scottish context. Journal of Interprofessional
Care, 20(5), 561-563.

Rothgeb, M. K. (2008). Creating a nursing
simulation laboratory: A literature review.
Journal of Nursing Education, 47(11),

48

489-494.

Seropian, M. A., Brown, K., Gavilances, J. S.,
& Driggers, B. (2004a). Simulation: Not
just a manikin. Journal of Nursing Education,
43(4), 164-169.

Seropian, M. A., Brown, K., Gavilances, J. S.,
& Driggers, B. (2004b). An approach to
simulation program development. Journal
of Nursing Education, 43(4), 170-174.

Simones, J. (2008). Creating a home care
simulation laboratory. Journal of Nursing
Education, 47(3), 131-133.

Spunt, D. L. (2007). Setting up a simulation
laboratory. In P. R. Jeffries (Eds.), Simulation
in nursing education: From conceptualization
to evaluation (pp. 105-122). New York,
N.Y.: National League for Nursing.

& Schott-Baer, D. (2008).

Implementing a high fidelity simulation

Tuoriniemi, P.,

program in a community college setting.
Nursing Education Perspectives, 29(2),
105-109.

Willford, A., & Doyle, T. J. (2006) Integrating
simulation training into the nursing
curriculum. British Journal of Nursing,
15(17), 926-930.

Wotton, K., Davis, J., Button, D., & Kelton,
M. (2010). Third-year undergraduate nursing
students”  perceptions  of  high-fidelity
simulation. Journal of Nursing Education,
49(11), 632-639.

Yeager, S. T., & Gotwals, B. (2010). Incorporating
high-fidelity —simulation technology into
community health nursing education. Clinical
Simulation in Nursing, 6(2), e53-e59.

Yoo, M. S. (2001). The Effectiveness of
standardized patient managed instruction
for a fundamental nursing course. Journal
of Korean Academic Society of Nursing
Education, 7(1), 94-112.



ABSTRACT

Implementing Home Visiting Simulation for Nursing Students

Baek, Hee Chong (Associate Professor, Red Cross College of Nursing, Chung-Ang University)

Purpose: To describe nursing students’ perceptions of their experiences on the home
visiting simulation in community health nursing practicum. Methods: Descriptive survey
method was used to evaluate students’ experiences from the home visiting simulation.
Results: The simulation was divided into three sections: orientation, facilitating the
scenario and debriefing. The orientation was held for fifteen minutes, and four sessions of
the simulation were implemented for 180 minutes. Sixty-one nursing students participated
(91.8% female) and the mean age was 21.4+2.4 years. No one had prior simulation
experiences. Participants experienced reflective thinking during the scenario implementation
and debriefing session. They perceived the home visiting simulation as an active learning
and realistic training environment. However, participants expressed difficulties in focusing
on the simulation when their peers played a patient role. In addition, peer patient
role-players expressed the role burden. Conclusion: The home visiting simulation is a
feasible and effective method for attaining goals a community health nursing clinical course
for students. It can be used as a part of an orientation before the clinical rotation or as an
evaluation after the clinical rotation. To provide a realism, we recommend using standardized

patients. And further research on the effects of using standardized patients is recommended.

Key words : Simulation, Home visit, Nursing students
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