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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to investigate patient safety teaching competency of nursing faculty and the extent of teaching patient
safety topics in the nursing curriculum, Methods: A national survey was conducted with full-time nursing faculty in 4-year nursing schools, Re-
gional quota sampling method was used. An online survey was sent to 1,028 nursing faculty and 207 of them were completed, Among the 207,
we analyzed data from 184 participants, The revised Health Professional Education in Patient Safety Survey was used. Data were analyzed us-
ing descriptive statistics, independent t-test, one-way ANOVA, Pearson’s correlation analysis, and multiple linear regression analyses, Results:
The faculty’s self-confidence was lower than their perceived importance of patient safety education, The mean score of teaching patient safe-
ty was 3,52+0.67 out of 5, and the contents were mostly delivered through lectures, The extent of faculty’s teaching varied depending on fac-
ulty’s clinical career, teaching subjects, participation in practicum courses, and previous experience of patient safety education, The significant
predictors of the extent of teaching patient safety were the faculty’s self-confidence in teaching patient safety (8=.39) during clinical practi-
cum, their perceived importance of patient safety education during lectures (3=.23), and the teaching subject (8=.15). Conclusion: To enhance
the competency of nursing faculty for effective patient safety education, a patient safety education program tailored to faculty characteristics
should be developed and continuously provided for faculty. In addition, it is necessary to improve patient safety curriculum, strengthen clinical
and school linkages, and utilize various education methods in patient safety education,
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Table 1. General Characteristics (N=184)
L . M+SD/
Characteristics Categories n (%) Median(QR)
Gender Female 181 (98.4)
Male 3(1.6)
Age (yr) 447117 83
Education Doctorate 162 (88.0)
Master 21(11.4)
Bachelor 1(0.6)
Clinical career (month) 93.0
(44.0~145.0)
Educational career 72.0
(month) (36.0~180.0)
University location Gangwon 7 (3.8)
Gyeonggi 19 (10.4)
Gyeongnam 11 (6.0)
Gyeongbuk 21(11.4)
Gwangju 14 (7.6)
Daegu 19 (10.3)
Daejeon 16 (8.7)
Busan 7(3.8)
Seoul 16 (8.7)
Ulsan 3(1.6)
Incheon 3(1.6)
Jeonnam 12 (6.5)
Jeonbuk 12 (6.5)
Jeju 3(1.6)
Chungnam 13(7.1)
Chungbuk 8 (4.4)
University-affiliated Yes 85 (46.2)
hospital No 99 (53.8)
Hospital level Hospital 10(11.8)
General 16 (18.8)
hospital
Advanced 59 (69.4)
general
hospital
Position Professor 30(16.3)
Associate 29 (15.8)
professor
Assistant 125 (67.9)
professor
Participation in clinical Yes 175 (95.1)
practicum course No 9(4.9)
Previous experience of  Yes 109 (59.2)
patient safety No 75 (40.8)
education

MtSD=Mean standard deviation; IQR=Interquartile range; yr=year.
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Table 2. Patient Safety Teaching Competency and Teaching Methods by Patient Safety Topics (N=184)
Patient safety teaching competency Teaching methods
Patient safety Teaching  Teaching  Teaching  Teaching
topics confidence confidence importance importance ExtenT 0 Lecture Practicum _. .~ Assignment Others Total
. . . . . teaching Simulation
inlecture  Inpracticum inlecture in practicum
M=SD n (%)
Clinical safety 4261063 431+£0.62 4.62t055 4741048 4.04+0.72 170 167 11 55 24 527
(32.3) (31.7) (21.1) (10.4) (4.5) (100.0)
Working teams  3.91#0.69 3.99+0.76 4.26+0.73 4.36x0.73 3.48+0.82 159 131 62 47 12 411
(38.7) (31.9) (15.1) (11.4) (2.9) (100.0)
Communicating 4.11£0.68 4.01£0.71 4.43+0.68 4.44+064 3.74+0.73 148 145 77 39 10 419
effectively (35.3) (34.6) (18.4) 9.3) (2.4) (100.0)
Managing 3.8910.69 3.80+0.72 4.38t0.63 4.46t0.63 3.52+0.87 152 143 59 35 9 398
safety risks (38.2) (359 (14.8) (8.8) (2.3) (100.0)
Understanding  3.85+0.76 3.77+0.83 4.05+0.81 4.15+0.80 3.07+1.06 135 103 27 18 6 289
human and (46.7)  (35.7) 9.3) (6.2) (2.1) (100.0)
environmental
factors
Recognize, 3.63t0.84 3.57#0.87 4.13+0.78 4.22+0.72 3.20+0.97 139 105 40 19 10 313
respond to (444) (33.5) (12.8) (6.1) (3.2) (100.0)
adverse events
and close calls
Culture of 3.80£0.78 3.64+0.85 4.11#0.81 4.16+0.76 3.18+0.95 143 119 42 18 8 330
safety (433) (36.1) (12.7) (5.5) (2.4) (100.0)
Total 3.96£056 3.91#0.61 4.32+0.52 4.40+0.50 3.52+0.67 1,046 913 418 231 79 2,687
(38.9) (34.0) (15.6) (8.6) (2.9) (100.0)

M+SD=Mean standard deviation.
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Table 3. Difference in Patient Safety Teaching Competency by General Characteristics (N=184)
Teaching confidence Teaching confidence  Teaching importance  Teaching importance Extent to
in lecture in practicum in lecture in practicum teaching
Characteristics Categories n (%) tor tor tor tor tor
M=SD F(p) M=SD F(p) MzSD F(p) M=SD F(p) M=SD F(o)
Scheffé Scheffé Scheffé Scheffé Scheffé
Clinical career <122 4(2.2) 3.45+0.60 12.56 3.28+0.48 10.27 4.19+0.72 2.09 3.98+0.91 2.31 2.90+0.64 6.75
(month) 13~36° 32(17.4) 357t047 (<001) 3.54#0.56 (<001) 4.20:0.61  (083) 4.23t0.55 (060) 3.12#0.71 (<.001)
37~72¢ 49(26.6) 378045 gab{de 3.74#0.53 adde 4224046 4.39£0.42 3.51#059  «Ke
73~120¢ 33(17.9)  4.22+0.51 4.19£0.55 4.35+0.48 4.48+0.41 3.53+0.53
>121¢ 66 (359) 4.17+0.53 4.12+0.58 4.45+0.51 4.47%0.52 3.77+0.67
Educational <12 6(3.3) 4.3340.50 1.01 4.3110.45 0.84 4.58+0.33 455 463031 127 391#068 1.35
career 13~36 42 (22.8)  3.94#0.51 (.402) 3.90£0.61 (.503) 4.51+0.35 (.002) 4.47+0.45 (284) 3.60+0.71 (.254)
(month) 37~72 46 (25.0)  3.99+0.59 3.94+0.66 4.39+0.40 4.45%0.41 3.59+0.55
73~120 25(13.6)  4.00£0.57 3.9520.60 4.29+0.49 4.38+0.51 3.53+0.76
>121 65 (35.3)  3.890.57 3.85+0.60 4.13+0.64 4.30£0.58 3.39+0.69
Participation Yes 175(95.1)  3.94+0.56 -1.97 3.89+0.61 -1.88 4.32+0.52 0.12 440050  0.71 3.50+0.67 -2.00
in clinical No 9(49) 4312049 (051) 428051 (062) 430:048 (907) 428:048 (480) 396:058 (048)
practicum
course
Previous Yes 109 (59.2) 4.11x0.54 4.69 406058 419 4414048 3.05 445+048 159 3.66x060 3.46
experlénce No 75(40.8)  3.74+0.51 Kl 3.69£0.59 (<.001) 4.18£0.55 (003) 4.33%0.51 (114) 3.32+0.71 e
of patient
safety
education
Subject Adult/Geriatricc 60 (32.6)  4.04+0.58 2.78 3.9940.65 161 4.26+0.52 1.19 4404045 246 356062 3.79
Pediatric® 22(12.0)  3.79¢053  (013) 3.73+t060  (147) 426x0.67 (315 4.39+051 (026) 3.30+0.69 (.001)
Management¢ 17 (9.2) 4.28+0.60 d<c 4.19£0.67 4.62+0.42 4.68%0.49 4.00£0.66 b,d,f<c
Community? 22 (12.0)  3.68+0.40 3.70+0.56 4.29+0.50 4.18%0.53 3.23+0.65
Fundamental® 16 (8.7) 4.09£0.53 3.98+0.57 4.33+0.41 4.19£0.54 3.73+0.67
Maternalf 23(12.5)  3.90+0.56 3.85+0.57 4.30£0.56 4.41£0.53 3.29+0.58
Mental healthe 24 (13.0)  3.89+0.53 3.89+0.56 4.35+0.45 4.5310.41 3.65+0.66
M£SD=Mean standard deviation.
HjFcHpR=.15). °oI& W47t SAEE wSPEE AYchs AWY  ¥gela glom SxIQEH | tigh ZHlo] EolR] 1 Yl AHC R,
2 427950k B AToIME RAle) BT SR AHS ol§ 59 arfe} s BY ¥ YoM i ARE gyl o
sof 8171299l Mg W (goodness—offit tes) A B Y Hol AFIEE Flo] BRIOMH oS L o] Ba
#FsHE 7HREY] Kolmogorov-Smirnov 27 A3t A4 7P8E st 4719] 1raost 43hd shiS o= SRR wsabds
W55 0(Z=123, p=095>05) Breusch-Pagan 584 48 24 ZAISE A tollX= 81.6%2] shgo] AR wS-& whgtial 51
3, SR 7P =1717, p=19205) W&l gARo] gk om, 768%t AlEHSollA, 482%E HUF A Wttt 519
3 A0 2 Ueheh(Table 5). cHIOL. 7k At 5 Zraete] QdugIEiel W e
& o s SRRP ks vlal RARE $H1]¢] A, 7FarE
= 9 PIUERI ALY BAIQPH K4 WR S 31602 WY el
B9 346720} foloHA Wttt wheba] 7hS oSt ma=o] AlgolA
2 oAl ghare wae] BAIoh Mol weleh, mg  BARHY @S A Eolw, sl BelolA ule bk
o] GRS vlxle 291g solslual FUIM Ae 2g AR AAE Yol Hestn U & YRS 3 AeKERleh
E Atolrt et waezt o] FQsiet wgh whEA] WHilols 258l
2 A7, SR mSUEel M SOl e TRl & A R8T 4 G BRI ol2A JEe duGI H8e
Qle BRIOM s AROINNT) HE BARSAL FA5 4 9l Weke BAISH: o] Fasit
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Table 4. Correlation among Patient Safety Teaching Confidence, Teaching Importance, and the Extent to Teaching Patient Safety  (V=184)
Teaching Teaching Teaching Teaching
confidence confidence importance importance Extenft 0
Variables in lecture in practicum in lecture in practicum LB
r (o)
Teaching confidence in lecture 1
Teaching confidence in practicum 89 (<.001) 1
Teaching importance in lecture 47 (<.001) 43 (.001) 1
Teaching importance in practicum 48 (<.001) 46 (<.001) .70 (€.001) 1
Extent to teaching 52 (.001) .55 (<.001) 51 (£.001) .50 (.001) 1
Table 5. Factors Influencing the Extent to Teaching Patient Safety (N=184)
Variables B SE B t 0
(Constant) 10 44 023 822
Teaching confidence in lecture =15 16 =12 -0.93 353
Teaching confidence in practicum 43 14 39 3.17 .002
Teaching importance in lecture 30 1 23 2.76 .006
Teaching importance in practicum 22 12 16 1.90 .060
Clinical career .00 .00 .09 1.34 183
Participation in clinical practicum course’ -21 .20 -.07 -1.06 291
Previous experience of patient safety education .06 .09 .04 0.67 .505
Faculty’s teaching subject’
Adult/Geriatric nursing 16 14 1 1.19 237
Pediatric nursing .02 16 .01 0.14 .892
Nursing management 35 18 15 1.99 .048
Fundamental nursing 27 19 12 1.46 147
Maternal nursing -.06 16 -.03 -0.36 722
Mental health nursing 25 16 13 1.61 110

R?=46.8, Adjusted R?=42.7, F=11.48, p<.001

‘Dummy variable (No=0, Yes=1); “"Dummy variable (No=0, Yes=1);
‘Reference (Community nursing); SE: Standard errors.

riok
Dal
Iz
23
=
ox,

a
g
Jo

9
o2 r
or
=2
2
riok
N
F‘a
2,
o}
1o
|
&
of
2

o
ox
1 Ho

i
H
rlr
™
)
P,

1o
odl
o
=)
ﬁ
rr
B
o
ftl
i
i
u
N
It
pu)
)
>

it

Bl

Ho r
=2
>

Bl

EB:
of
odL
I

rlo

&

fd

o=
o1

1x
ol
o

rO _IOII
8o K

2

fu)

R

ox,

o

rlo

oY

I

o

|

=

4 o =&

e
>
s
&L
Do
=

it
re
-
2
>

Ho

N
%
>
=
Ho
oL
rE
lo
il
¢
&
N
N
w
o3
©
IS
fu
N
()
=
rlo
i
o
o
)
>,
_?L

o
Ral
>,

J@Noriom:i%&rﬂjgku
o4l
O
j(g o %1?
rol' -‘91'4
2 o=
ol i
o =
o
pad rot
o% _:!
N 2
r
i E)
2,
)
ok
)
fo
lo
4,

https://doi.org/10.4040/jkan.2018.48.6.720

v,

22 25 FEo|H o|2T H&S ol BRI FHE
of thsl BeHoR the] tgd] ZEnst B2 e YYsit @
o] TP WEAES BE Ao FPEt 5,

sto] ExEoE olzo A B, 1150 A B
FAE, BRI B2t 57 5] UGS TP, NFR L
e, 25U, NAE, BT 5 BRRHY o FA
Sk QIeHzll. %3 ek

BolM E0 2 mgo] oFolrol sz FAOIEA B
S} HlaA o YR OB, EIE ot

o FAlell disiM 7idol ik ojel @Al 7t 250 E/de]

>
beorle o

i
=]

23
2,
kBl
Ho

-
oxl
o
-1
oXx.
i
R
ol 2
- e
S
3 og
4o Ho
WL o o2

N
2
L
=)
(-3
qT &y
A Eo
Mo o
H:ll rle
ol
e
A
e b
o &
o &
J-ﬂ.l ™
3
_E (
e
i) o
Ny
L3
= 0
rio
5%
=

lo 1
)
o X
Ho it
mk o
(I )
3o &
I
2 o
R
o
i) b
4>
30 fﬁo
i
rlr
pack
o
ot
_>|1_‘
rO
2,
o
i
_\-1:_1‘
e/

~|
5
L7
o
=
P
g
o
rO
1>
EL
e
riot
)
rO
™,

A
I
ot
fo

www. jkan.or. kr



y
A

!
%
3

U

[z ]
==}
KX
L
S

0

.?4
shof

Q.
=
o}, 3
1
dhsto] xjet

]

o

L

[s}

]
=~

=

24
1=

2o] =935

A

b ofekg

T

2
&

2o, A% BUEE, 4
B
bl

E
¥
=
=1
Sy

=

-1

of Ferd
o

It}25]. TeamSTEPPS

x
2

=

5

=2 Team Strat—

o] i}

A7
5% Ape]
s} sy
= &

L

3

i

=

=

0O

Tt & AtollA] SR

T
o] 713]
o} 29l 2
o] Qs

5|

AR e 2 K|

i<k

[9)

o

A7 Aol T&

o

5
3l 7152 AU 73]

)

=

o
i)
S

e ol
A A7) mextaet

o 7]
]

K

o
7152 7)3]

=
Sixobd A]Alo] B

i}
=

]

A
nn

rHolch26]. 7k

= T

=
HZA0g JRolA o]
20

1

pad
L

L

S

]_

L

.

0

=

A =keH]. whebA 2k

o

Aol Z&o]
Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (AHRQ)} Depart—

o] Basic

tof A
LB

E

o
<]

=l

egies and Tools to Enhance Performance and Patient Safety
[¢]

(TeamSTEPPS)2} Z-& Z747]
ment of Defense (DoD)7} 2]&210] €A} SArAE

ok ARIER] S LS 9

A, Skago] A7)
3 glom, thy

Zhe] grkere Aok
Aok At
52Tk BRjok

2F
A

A4
o
SEe}

=)
23] 7H

1 A

9]

To] AnpoiA]
o W& QT

=
=
z

ZgE A Ho

A}
ol o
A7) ofirt,

Lo

m, ERIPAS] djel A, Al

o

Sk

2

(o]
=
) g
S
3

=
S-
Ko] 7}
-
A A
-
=
=.
=

iy
Gl
%O

]_

o] QP FAllel oieh

Q50 %

Ejojof

[}

-Q:

o

AR IAP7IHeA £8 &

AP o= Holelal glom, AJAE] 7]
o7t w9 A, FARPHo]

SEL R

I

pud

Z
7]

=

L

L

o}
Al
A

k)

3H

S

sli5}

A

shm[23],

12 o]
shsjolcHzd), S5t

)

ol
RHele] 2ol

1
Aol

E9| AHIES], ¢ 79k &
[13]. £3] H]7]&%2] 7]% (non—technical skills)Q! E1=9} A

S

Jo] AR asof o
k=i

ojoh MgEto 2 A
ol wle o2l BRISIHo] gt o

o]
=

AN
<]
i=]

A

o] SRIoke W& AT 1

gl—o
AEIH
—ua-

[e]

1

Aol gloB 2 R

7 = oo

=
=
S
)
A=
1
=
|

1, gRebd Zolhgol o
F ohe} o

LS

el

o
=4
3

kel

2

g
so Al

Anl

o)
1o
B
-9
(<]

i, 34
s

=]

3}
L=

=

3, thie] SR wRpol

AA]
ojglom, &7,

728

o

=7 b %
o) 75y
uro.

=22

ol

;O.ﬁ
~
oj

2%

i
A
o

3} Aot

Eo)
=]

QSENof|A= H3:

o

& A 2

x|
S

70
o]
il

=0

ol

T
M

o4

_?4

of
.

'53:

%73

K

A

i 934=3](Faculty Development

s

57)9) R}

stof 2

oAl AlF

i3
of

A

dae?

Al F5b7] wiEoloh22].

I’

OE

offy
e

K

]
ajo

5

ol =

j=)
SE)

__O._

https://doi.org/10.4040/jkan.2018.48.6.720

A, AAAY 5 Tk

ok
hl
www.jkan.or.kr

SJAL,



[~
fol
i}
il
El
tor

Afek

!
18

“ln_

Institutes) A= SARFHT} A /o] U &g BHHOR WA
7171 It Hke ollA| AlEsh7] sl 201092} 20114
wede TRIOS FPsiint el 2270 a9E
B7¥ek A Azt QSENS] FRRQPH Sefat Hed s &

3ol THEo] ) vlgo] A5 FU97%EL A4 F(731%)0

jan

of

I

m{m
!

234% Z7F¥sF Ao 2 UERSTH27]. o)X™ dmdels T2 ey
W Z2 AEEQ] w2 vt aabgel ERRPE FAIE B8
A7lE RAgs Agsl £ 5 lon, FRRPE wgo] 3 Bt
Fe YA 4 ok
A, Zrofel e Hﬂ#ﬁ’ﬁfﬂl WM"U Made =5 &
UEF T RS Azl 5 Q

5 Z27IRI9) o] B
ek 02 24} PRI Ao} A2 Tshe] B
2 S8 St B Boloh Aol B8R mat
82 A3s) 7L, FebHe] 2t Aol Tk Seleld ol A%
5o} gl UL 2748 T o] Baslet obaix] Fufel
e B 24309 AR e Dléﬁi Aol

S B8 R
B Gl BA0E 28R RS B

QSENIHE 7Pt B8 4 Y 9] st
& WIET 59 BaAEE ALstol A3ska geHzr). Fel
A= 29 W U BE 28088 44T
YES DR FRE MBS Fi Z2Ie| el st

& @9l MO 2 A, BAUE 28 A 25 5
24, BY=2 w}o}ﬂ oLt AP HRE ol§SHOBE o

P
o
re
-
2,
>

Ir
)
=)

stof Ztadistol o] Sxibd ws & A%t 7I=AIRE Al
2l &

sk ssate] BAjekd waPE 1Y 4 gl A
ok Srlebe] e 2% AP 2% Fade BRAEG )

S AT A%l om, gl J

o
filo
=
>
rlr
ol
fo
2
rlo
ik

https://doi.org/10.4040/jkan.2018.48.6.720

729

Solx2] FRRRPE wol it ARAIZE} Folofxe] ws F87,
HETEO R et 1S w Jergow ROk WO MG
:%%’\]9']71 JSINE 7taTiet w4S0) SRjobd meolEk JhALS
95k X|&AQ] wgo] F Qs PJE%J okt Ag7)Hate] A
A, st FEEE S Sl sxiobd x|Al 7)&o] Hawdl 2
A AR RS TRl o] Fasit) nixjgtoz $hxebd
2 8o Edtdo 7 7835l] Yeiie 28R SRpobA
a5 TR F84 I W2 EFHS s}

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

The authors declared no conflict of interest.

REFERENCES

—_

.Jang H, Lee NIJ. Patient safety competency and education—
al needs of nursing educators in South Korea. PLoS ONE.
2017;12(9) :e0183536.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0183536

2. Institute of Medicine. Health professions education: A bridge

to quality. Washington, DC: The National Academies Press;
2003. p. 1-191. https://doi.org/10.17226/10681

3. World Health Organization (WHO). Patient safety curriculum

guide: Multi—professional edition [Internet]. Geneva: WHO;

c2011 [cited 2017 Dec 1]. Available from: http://apps.who.int/
iris/bitstream/handle/10665/44641/9789241501958_eng.pd—
f?sequence=1.

S

. The Joint Commission. Sentinel event data — general informa—
tion [Internet]. Oakbrook Terrace (IL): Author; c2017 [cited
2017 Dec 1]. Available from: http://www _jointcommission.org/
sentinel_event_data_general.

5. Canadian Patient Safety Institute. The safety competencies:
Enhancing patient safety across the health professions [In—
ternet]. Ottawa (ON): Author; c2008 [cited 2017 Nov 1].
Available from: http://www.patientsafetyinstitute.ca/en/tool—
sResources/safetyCompetencies/Documents/Safety %20Com—
petencies.pdf.

6. Australian Commission on Safety and Quality in Health Care.
National patient safety education framework [Internet]. Syd-
ney: Author; c2005 [cited 2018 Jul 1]. Available from: https://
www.safetyandquality.gov.au/former—publications/nation—
al—-patient—safety—education—framework—pdf-1053—-kb/.

7. American Association of Colleges of Nursing. The essentials of

www. jkan.or. kr


https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0183536
https://doi.org/10.17226/10681
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/44641/9789241501958_eng.pdf?sequence=1
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/44641/9789241501958_eng.pdf?sequence=1
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/44641/9789241501958_eng.pdf?sequence=1
http://www.jointcommission.org/sentinel_event_data_general
http://www.jointcommission.org/sentinel_event_data_general
http://www.patientsafetyinstitute.ca/en/toolsResources/safetyCompetencies/Documents/Safety Competencies.pdf
http://www.patientsafetyinstitute.ca/en/toolsResources/safetyCompetencies/Documents/Safety Competencies.pdf
http://www.patientsafetyinstitute.ca/en/toolsResources/safetyCompetencies/Documents/Safety Competencies.pdf
https://www.safetyandquality.gov.au/former-publications/national-patient-safety-education-framework-pdf-1053-kb/
https://www.safetyandquality.gov.au/former-publications/national-patient-safety-education-framework-pdf-1053-kb/
https://www.safetyandquality.gov.au/former-publications/national-patient-safety-education-framework-pdf-1053-kb/

730

10.

1

—

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

baccalaureate education for professional nursing practice [In—
ternet]. Washington, DC: Author; ¢2008 [cited 2018 Oct 10].
Available from: http://www.aacnnursing.org/Education—Re—
sources/AACN-Essentials.

. Cronenwett L, Sherwood G, Barnsteiner J, Disch J, Johnson

J, Mitchell P, et al. Quality and safety education for nurses.
Nursing Outlook. 2007;55(3):122-131.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.outlook.2007.02.006

Smith EL. Staff development through a patient safety lens.
Journal for Nurses in Staff Development. 2006;22(4):210-
211.

Lee NJ, Jang H, Park SY. Patient safety education and bacca—
laureate nursing students’ patient safety competency: A cross—
sectional study. Nursing & Health Sciences. 2016;18(2):163—
171. https://doi.org/10.1111/nhs.12237

. Tregunno D, Ginsburg L, Clarke B, Norton P. Integrating pa—

tient safety into health professionals’ curricula: A qualitative
study of medical, nursing and pharmacy faculty perspectives.
BMJ Quality & Safety. 2014;23(3) :257-264.
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgqs—2013-001900

Coleman DL, Wardrop RM, Levinson WS, Zeidel ML, Parsons
PE. Strategies for developing and recognizing faculty working
in quality improvement and patient safety. Academic Medicine.
2017;92(1):52-57.
https://doi.org/10.1097/ACM.0000000000001230

Wong BM, Etchells EE, Kuper A, Levinson W, Shojania KG.
Teaching quality improvement and patient safety to trainees:
A systematic review. Academic Medicine. 2010;85(9):1425—
1439. https://doi.org/10.1097/ACM.0b013e3181e2d0c6

Smith EL, Cronenwett L, Sherwood G. Current assessments
of quality and safety education in nursing. Nursing Outlook.
2007;55(3):132-137.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.outlook.2007.02.005

Cho HA, Shin H. A systematic review of published studies on
patient safety in Korea. Journal of Korean Academy of Dental
Administration. 2014;2(1):61-82.

Roh HL, Choi MN. The development of the teaching compe-—
tency model for HRD (Human Resources Development). Jour—
nal of Vocational Education & Training. 2004;7(2) :1-28.

Baek SG, Ham EH, Lee JY, Shin HJ, Yu YL. A theoretical in—
quiry on the construct for teaching competence in secondary
school. Asian Journal of Education. 2007;8(1) :47-69.

www.jkan.or.kr

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

https://doi.org/10.15753/aje.2007.8.1.003

Ginsburg L, Castel E, Tregunno D, Norton PG. The
H-PEPSS: An instrument to measure health profession—
als’ perceptions of patient safety competence at entry into
practice. BMJ Quality & Safety. 2012;21(8):676-684.
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjqs—2011-000601

Faul F, Erdfelder E, Buchner A, Lang AG. Statistical power
analyses using GxPower 3.1: Tests for correlation and regres—
sion analyses. Behavior Research Methods. 2009;41(4):1149-
1160. https://doi.org/10.3758/BRM.41.4.1149

Chenot TM, Daniel LG. Frameworks for patient safe—
ty in the nursing curriculum. Journal of Nursing Education.
2010;49(10) :559-568.
https://doi.org/10.3928/01484834-20100730-02

Park SA, Jung MS, Kim JH, Kim JK, Ju MK, Park SH, et al.
Nursing Management & Policy. Seoul: Koonja; 2010. p. 3—22.
Mansour M. Current assessment of patient safety education.
British Journal of Nursing. 2012;21(9) :536-543.
https://doi.org/10.12968/bjon.2012.21.9.536

Durham CF, Sherwood GD. Education to bridge the quality
gap: A case study approach. Urologic Nursing. 2008;28(6):
431-438, 453.

Altmiller G, Armstrong G. 2017 National quality and safety
education for nurses faculty survey results. Nurse Educator.
2017;42(5S):S3-S7.
https://doi.org/10.1097/NNE.0000000000000408

Ahn SA. Development and evaluation of perioperative nurses’
teamwork improvement program for surgical patient safe—
ty [dissertation]. Seoul: Seoul National University; 2017. p.
1-131.

Durham CF, Alden KR. Enhancing patient safety in nursing
education through patient simulation. In: Hughes RG, editor.
Patient safety and quality: An evidence—based handbook for
nurses [Internet]. Rockville (MD): Agency for Healthcare Re—
search and Quality; c2008 [cited 2017 Nov 1]. Available from:
https://archive.ahrq.gov/professionals/clinicians—providers/
resources/nursing/resources/nurseshdbk/nurseshdbk.pdf.
Barnsteiner J, Disch J, Johnson J, McGuinn K, Chappell K,
Swartwout E. Diffusing QSEN competencies across schools
of nursing: The AACN/RWIF faculty development institutes.
Journal of Professional Nursing. 2013;29(2) :68-74.

https://doi.org/10.4040/jkan.2018.48.6.720


http://www.aacnnursing.org/Education-Resources/AACN-Essentials
http://www.aacnnursing.org/Education-Resources/AACN-Essentials
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.outlook.2007.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/nhs.12237
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjqs-2013-001900
https://doi.org/10.1097/ACM.0000000000001230
https://doi.org/10.1097/ACM.0b013e3181e2d0c6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.outlook.2007.02.005
https://doi.org/10.15753/aje.2007.8.1.003
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjqs-2011-000601
https://doi.org/10.3758/BRM.41.4.1149
https://doi.org/10.3928/01484834-20100730-02
https://doi.org/10.12968/bjon.2012.21.9.536
https://doi.org/10.1097/NNE.0000000000000408

