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ZESTHBHA0] 2[5t YANE B4 BSAT
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L Ro® - AAHYY - Hael - A=y

M 2 7] 98l AE3] ojEeS Az 3tk KABON (2014)2 94
AFuFel A& BAs| feix 43 TR o] W
oo IeM A QEAEFE & ASs At JenR, ddFaSel
et g de] JAFEe] A, ol Wee s
NoEte ATy wdAE wigeR dddgeA AH S} Afugoz Qg ¥Ee wm e Aoz eyt
S AEggEo|ng, o2 x|4g uigoz gzl (Song & Kim, 2013). I QJol%= YFAFuEL AG5 AEnw
Al A N ARE FAY F UEE ol dHHFH 78 BE8k3(Yu et al, 2008), $AFS] AR 1t5AMY] A=
o] Aoty 7153t wEHAGNA PFEFES SALR F£o3 Moy AFS s Fata FE #RAEFS )
A ZEFolol & ghakdt A7 VEE F5IEE ¥ B o, SEAL =%, A o)F T dEstn AdEst W
of Ardel gt kX, oAt it Blx, Hzie|Jelzte] NgE 93 AFE ke 5o EAlfel FzEm
HY, A=, AEAAJezA Y 98 T 2 g 4T (Kwon & Seo, 2012).
S AAZ Aty g5 URSE s 83 wss olg]gt o HoME AFAFHES AUE 3] sl
o|thBea & Park, 2013; Yee, 2004). St} tow s < ANe gy AF5a4 o FEAAd S AEnge
AFE 1,000/]7F o] oldgstr] sl 22-248-& wlgst Ago] 4T3 FI FES AR "ok T=@ diidake]
ojob 3}= FEwS o] B2 (Korean Accreditation Board of A733E7F F A5 AR oA tadigAle] dEdF
Nursing [KABON], 2014), w7}t opd s H[R3 BA, WEE FIPslob FnE YIRS HoslHA e TFE
8A B et 7135 A o] Foix 1 Qlth F 9ol sbestes AEe dAEE WS wldstedof
H feidgele A= 2taey) AlgAdo] o] Fo A gt
A, 20149 AL AASAF7E oigtae] A 30,5917, A A3AE ARnTE wS5HY et 443 dFHE 4@
oigte] A9 294317, & 20670 :olA 60,022780] o] w AL WAL FHERS 2] Yl ongds A%
713F Well F2ref 2 Fd 3 3e] o] Fo] HAriKorean Council A& ATl viAg PG AHE AT F UESE
for University Education, 2014). {tEZn$71# 5 F&53AS Bk w3 S 7] golof 3K Oermann, 1996). E-&29 w
7 de A oAU @A e 47iae] £ ' d3g F ge ddE S AE5E dok s 1%
vg2, yex gigty 2l tsstdle A YEs grs) SAEA AEF AL S Fgale] o Y 3K V)
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o5 e FAHCE FoIg Afe]E HATKTable 1).

<Table 1> The Comparisons of Teaching Effectiveness and Adequacy of Practical Training Among General Characteristics

of the Subjects

(N=619)

Teaching Adequacy of
' . n(%) or ) . .
Variables Categories Mean+SD effectiveness practical training
Mean£SD F ort (p) MeantSD F ort (p)
Gender Male 47(7.6) 198.0426.3  4.85(<.001)  131.1x17.1 3.15(.003)
Female 572(92.4) 175.9+28.7 122.8+14.0
Age (yr) 22.0+3.27
Marital status Single 609(98.4) 177.54£29.1 0.94(.346) 123.4+14.4 0.41(.685)
Married 10(1.6) 186.7+30.9 125.5¢14.5
Religion Protestant 180(29.1) 176.1+30.4 0.29(.883) 123.6£15.4 0.79(.530)
Catholic 60(9.7) 179.4+31.6 122.5£14.7
Buddhism 31(5.0) 177.2431.3 122.1+14.8
None 345(55.7) 178.34£27.9 123.7+13.8
Others 3(0.5) 168.0+14.7 110.4+7.5
Nursing program Associate degree 414(66.9) 177.84£28.9 2.52(.113) 123.4+14.9 0.07(.942)
Bachelor 203(32.8) 177.5+29.7 123.5+13.3
Clinical lecturer Professor” 255(41.2) 183.4+30.0 3.93(.002) 126.2+15.3 3.88(.002)
Teaching assistant for clinical practiceb 130(21.0) 174.7£29.3 a>b,c,de,f 121.6+12.4 a>b,c.de.f
Teaching assistant’ 41(6.6) 168.8425.5 119.8+12.1
Unit manager or head nurse’ 14(2.3) 175.5+26.7 117.3+12.1
Professor regardless major or unit manager® 149(24.1) 175.2426.7 122.3£14.6
Other" 15(2.4) 172.5+28.6 119.5£12.0
The frequency of 1 38(6.1) 162.5+29.3 3.51(.008) 113.3£12.1 5.90(<.001)
teaching during 2° 407(65.8) 177.0+28.7 a<b,c,d,e 123.4+14.5 a<b,c,d,e
clinical class 3° 65(10.5) 183.9+30.7 126.3+13.7
4 90(14.5) 183.1£27.3 125.3+13.1
Daily® 14(2.3) 182.1+28.1 126.3£13.8
Who is good for Professor 204(33.0) 178.1£32.2 1.24(.285) 125.1£15.8 1.64(.131)
clinical class? Teaching assistant for clinical practice 284(45.9) 179.5+26.9 123.3+13.7
Teaching assistant 34(5.5) 176.0+£26.2 122.9+11.2
Unit manager or head nurse 25(4.0) 169.2432.4 124.1+14.9
Professor regardless major or unit manager 25(4.0) 173.3+29.9 122.8+13.9
Preceptor in practice unit 38(6.1) 166.9+£23.9 117.4£13.5
Other 15(2.4) 179.5+32.6 120.8+12.0
St W SHE(|X| 21(4), 2015W 11¥ 333



<Table 1> The Comparisons of Teaching Effectiveness and Adequacy of Practical Training Among General Characteristics

of the Subjects(Continued) (N=619)
Teaching Adequacy of
Variables Categories n(%) effectiveness practical training
MeantSD  F or t(p) Mean%SD F or t(p)
The point which is More professional® 463(74.8) 181.1£28.9  9.05(<.001)  125.1x14.5 8.90(<.001)
good when a Not enough time” 74(12.0) 164.6+24.5 a,d>b,c,e 118.7+11.3 a,d,e>b,c
professor guides Weakness of practice’ 25(4.0) 155.7£21.0 110.7£12.8
the clinical training? ~ Abundance of clinical experience’ 31(5.0) 179.7£31.9 121.5+10.6
Other’ 21(3.4) 167.8£25.3 121.3£16.7
How does it After the end of theory lectures 89(14.4) 176.4+29.5 0.49(.698) 122.6+13.4 0.95(.417)
proceed about Do parallel progress 48(7.8) 181.0+31.2 124.8+15.2
learning theory and Different according situation 464(75.0) 184.9+23 .4 123.4+14.3
clinical practice? Other 11(1.8)  184.9+23.4 129.7+14.0
Qualification BSN' 65(10.5)  176.2+28.1  0.56(.572)  121.9+13.3  0.49(.616)
standards for clinical — Master 402(64.9) 178.5+27.8 123.7+14.1
lecturer education PhD* 144(23.3) 175.6+32.7 123.4+14.2
Period of clinical 1 200.3)  1520+1.4  172(161)  115.5+0.7 0.30(.828)
experiences(year) 2 18(2.9) 176.3£23.7 122.8£11.4
3 113(18.3) 182.5£28.9 124.0+14.2
Over 4 480(77.5) 176.5£29.2 123.3£14.3
The reasons as New nursing trends 43(6.9) 18174321  0.65(.626)  125.8+133  0.81(.518)
above Professional knowledge 10(1.6) 173.0£27.5 123.0£10.7
Clinical career 138(22.3) 177.3+£30.9 121.7+14.7
Plentiful knowledge and career 414(66.9) 177.5£28.3 123.7£14.4
Other 8(1.3) 162.3£18.8 124.2£19.0

T Bachelor of Science in Nursing, *Doctor of Philosophy
The subscripts are significant differences at the .05 level by Scheffe post hoc test.

agm rmskel eyl whe tldAh A2 ug e v WAL A nrEeds daE A4 1o A
AHF AEAHE o Aozt gk T Ao g TAE 3 A F AEE AR fod o] JRdAt
Wl weEEde s ARAAE ERlEET] e B2 dE Ao® Yehdthr=74, p<.001). RFESAT JAE
TE I A, T I BTl 38hde] o]l MY = Aol 7 skl AFl&(r=59, p<.001), HFEH (=45,
dtk AEEAtEg 3dhdo]l A e nFEEAT AREF p<.001), AFAEAH =62, p<.001), AHIA(=46, p<.001)
ZAHA o] 28hdNT} B& whdHd), SA1eke]ulg- 48hdo] 38t 2D AEHTH=64, p<.001) ZHlE BT H93 ALt
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<Table 2> Descriptive Scores of Teaching Effectiveness and Adequacy of Practical Training (N=619)
: : : : Total score Item score

Variables Subcategories Possible range Min—Max Mean+SD

Teaching effectiveness 50-250 83-250 177.6£29.1 3.55+.58

Adequacy of practical training 37-185 79-181 123.4£14.4 3.33£.39
Practical contents 8-40 10-36 23.943.6 2.98+.45
Practical attitude 9-45 21-69 33.9+4.6 3.76+.51
Practical instructor 8-40 16-40 29.0+4.3 3.62+.53
Practical environment 7-35 10-65 20.0+4.2 2.85+.60
Practical evaluation 5-35 7-25 16.6+2.9 3.31+.57

Min=Minimum; Max=Maximum

<Table 3> Correlations among Study Variables (N=619)

Teachin ' 3 93 o] <] 8-0]
Variables g effectiveness -
r(o) % Q3ltHEmmett & Green-McKenzie, 2001). W2t o] 27} <]
Adequacy 'of practical training .74 (<.001) =2 g3l wdr) AA ALl o] wol 28 u) SRS
Practical contents .59 (<.001) _
Practical attitude 45 (<.001) A mup Ao, aaAd deuss AR gen
Practical instructor .62 (<.001) 2 o|& Algsteok st
Practical environment 46 (<.001) B A3AY Aduagrt AFSAEE & v JG AR
Practical evaluation .64 (<.001) W5 AdAAaT Amele Aszm Aav@ HEdolz
2 WEdA 2Rele ZelE AYARARY 05 BE
T AATH A dASs ARG TP e 2HE EHa fo@
B Q7% QAE ARE oRBUE B Adm Ao dork Al SIS QAdEnae FEAAA
b 412%% AASGT FYSE GHT AR 21 AAEAA F2 ALeln en, o)z A&l WEAAA
AE P Tad 54 maeh #¥E A OR(Nahas & 2x PEue s olrnz JALES Hed =3
Yam, 2001) Kim (1996)°] A7elx Admsrt Amgrh= WEAE Aol FHI7F HA] ¥ FsAPE QPEFAE
A7} 44.9%9 H3} AR} whdol, Han (2012)9] ATl £ dlo] daE AFAETE HA e AFE AUTHChoi et
ME 348%7F B &8l wet vid gE sApE A=st al., 2002). YFAGLE FSALER Stolg ThEeE FokllA A
o, 25.0%E FUAEAL 17.9% % ZE|H, 84%s AH5AEA w3t el dgew s FAEAA AAH ddEE
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Teaching Effectiveness and Adequacy of Practical Training in
Nursing Students
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the teaching effectiveness and adequacy of practical training
in nursing students. Methods: This descriptive research was conducted using a convenience sampling. The sample
consisted of 619 nursing students with experience in practical training among five colleges, located in four cities.
The data collection was performed using self-reported questionnaires. Research tools, developed by Kim (1996),
were used to measure the effectiveness of clinical instructors and the adequacy of practical training developed by
researchers. The data was analyzed using SPSS 20.0. Results: The average of teaching effectiveness was 3.43 (out
of 5) and adequacy of practical training was 3.33 (out of 5). Teaching effectiveness and adequacy of practical
training showed a significant positive correlation (r=.74, p<.001). Teaching effectiveness and each sub-area:
adequacy of practical training, practical contents (r=.59, p<.001), practical attitude (r=.45, p<.001), practical
instructor (r=.62, p<.001), practical environment (r=.46, p<.001), and practical evaluation (r=.64, p<.001), revealed a
significant positive correlation. Conclusion: Nursing students prefer the actual training from professors who are
more professional and clinical experienced. Professors presenting the theory lectures should also be aware of
clinical practice so that education can be more professional and effective in terms of clinical practice.

Key words : Nursing students, Teaching, Effectiveness, Clinical practice
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