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- Abstract—

Survey of Use of Evaluation
tools for Student’s
Clinical Competency

Educational committee, The Korean
Nurses Academic Society*

The purpose of this study was to survey the use of
a evaluation tools of clinical competency for nursing
students.

The sample consisted of the departments of nurs-
ing in 14 universities and 20 Junior colleges of nurs-
ng.

Nata analysis was done hy frequency, percentages
and factor analysis,

The results of the study were as follows ;

1. A common measurement tools for evaluation in
the clinical area was used by 74.4% of universities
and Junior colleges of nursing, Only 0—4.5% of Jun-
ior colleges of nursing and 1.5—7.4% of universities
used a evaluation tools developed according to their
oL,

2. Theoretically, 3% of those sampled applied the
nursing process as an instrumental means of nursing

*1988 1991 Educational committee,
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o 3h7k 5.8H8 %] #1224 X35
practice. Bloon’s theory was applied by 35.8% of
the schools. Most of them used their own measure-
ment tools for evaluating their students.

3. One half of them used quantitative scales, the
other half used others,

4. Professional attitudes were included in their
contents bvy 93.9% of universties and 94.1% of Jun
ior colleges of nursing. The major areas of evalu-
ation were knowledge, skills, attitudes and inte-
rpersonal relationships in that order.

Results ;

From this study can be concluded that regardless
of the number of academic years of nursing and pro-
fessional area, common standard evaluation tools for
nursing competency were found to be needed,
Theoretically, an evaluation scheme which applies
the nursing process should be required.

Knowledge, skill, attitude and interpersonal re-
lationship would be essential elements to be eval-
uated.

Maximizing the clinical competency and minim-
izing the conflict elements for nursing students is
important, Nursing, education, students and en-
vironmental aspects must be consider in the goal of
clinical education. A diagram, a checkhst and a an-
ecdote note in addition to the quantitative scale are
necessary for effecient evaluation,



