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Purpose: This study was aimed to compare and contrast the evaluation scores on students OSCE performance
between the instructors and students according to the Bloom's taxonomy. Methods: A total of sixty six students
in a nursing college in Seoul, Korea and four instructors were recruited in the study. The 28 sophomore students
were assigned to an OSCE on intravenous injection, whereas 38 junior students on tracheostomy care. Knowledge
levels were measured by the students using the researcher developed knowledge questionnaires, and the atti-
tudes and skills by the students and instructors by the modified clinical performance checklists. The data were
analyzed by SPSS 22.0 program. Results: For knowledge, the higher GPA of the previous semester was only
significant factor of higher knowledge scores. There were statistically significant differences in scores of total
(t=-2.740, p=.008) and skill (t=-2.528, p=0.014), but not in attitude between the instructors and students' evalua-
tions. The students evaluated their skill scores significantly higher than those of the instructors. For knowledge,
the higher GPA of the previous semester was the only significant factor of higher knowledge scores. In attitude
scores, the students in higher grade significantly overestimated themselves (t=3.076, p=.003). Conclusion:
Clinical performance assessment requires methodological validity and reliability for student to attain necessary
clinical skills properly and efficiently. The findings of this study mandate various assessment methods for nursing
simulation evaluations to be valid.
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of the Participants

(N=66)
Characteristics Categories n (%) or M*=SD
Age (year) 21.1%+193
Gender Male 12 (18.2)
Female 54 (81.8)
Grade 2nd 28 (42.4)
3rd 38 (57.0)
GPA of nursing > A0 6(9.1)
major subjects A-~B+ 32 (48.5)
BO~B- 25(37.9)
<C+ 3(4.5)
GPA of clinical =>A0 10 (15.2)
practice A-~B+ 38(57.0)
BO~B- 15(22.7)
<C+ 3(4.5)
Simulation Yes 56 (84.8)
experience No 10 (15.2)
Number of simulation 212+371
experience
Type of simulation HPS 20 (30.3)
experience Task trainer 51(77.3)
Role play 14 (21.2)
Patient 12 (18.2)
Others 1(1.5)
Number of practice 2.50£2.47

GPA=Grade point average; HPS=Human patient simulator,
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Table 2. Measured Scores and Gaps between the Instructors and the Students

Variables Categories M=£SD Difference t y2l

Skills Instructor's 09.24+8.87 221 -2.528 014
Student's 71.45+7 .40

Attitudes Instructor's 20.66+4.13 -0.96 -1.473 146
Student's 21.63+5.72

Total Instructor's 8990+11.59 -3.36 -2.740 .008
Student's 9327+11.82
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Table 3. Influencing Factors of the Differences in Knowledge Scores and the Gaps between Instructor's and Student's Evaluations

on Skill and Attitude Scores

Factors Knowledge Skills Attitude Total Scores
tor F (p) tor F (p) tor F (p) tor F (p)
Gender -0.803 (.425) -0.917 (.363) -0.081 (.930) -0.712 (.479)
Grade 1.000 (.000) -3.102 (.003) 3.076 (.003) -0.659 (.512)
GPA of nursing majors 5.302 (.003) 2591 (.061) 0.119 (.948) 1.202 (.317)
GPA of clinical practicum 1.540 (.213) 0.915 (.439) 4.516 (.006) 1.669 (.183)
Simulation experience -1.866 (.067) -1.721 (.090) -0.044 (.965) -1.268 (.210)
Practice experience -0.620 (.537) -1.495 (.140) -0.368 (.714) -1.290 (.202)
Number of practice 0.183 (.850) -0.734 (.460) -2.668 (.010) -1.980 (.052)
Z score of exam - 0.865 (.390) 0.548 (.580) 0.934 (.354)
Z score of skill 0.173 (.863) 2,821 (.0006) 1.156 (.252) 2712 (.009)
7 score of attitude -0.106 (.917) 0.894 (.375) 4.767 (.000) 3.397 (.001)

GPA=Grade point average,
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