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ABSTRACT

The Effect of Psychiatric Nursing Practical Training
Using Standardized Patient on Nursing College Students

Park, Shin Young

Advisor : Prof. Kweon, Young—-Ran Ph.D
Department of Nursing,

Graduate School of Chosun University

Purpose: This study was to examine the effect of psychiatric nursing
practical training using standardized patient for nursing college students.
Methods: This research design was quasi—experimental pre—and-post-test
control and experimental group methodological comparison study. The total
subjects were 44(Exp=23, Con=21) nursing college students in G city. The
experimental group received psychiatric nursing practical training using
standardized patient, but the control group did not receive treatment. Data
were collected by self-reported structured questionnaires from 1st to 15th
Oct. 2011, and be analyzed with the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, X* - test,
Fisher's exact test, and t-test using SPSS/Win 17.0 program. Results: After
the treatment, between the experimental and control groups, there were
significant differences in the level of motivation of transfer (t=1.71, p=.047),
learning self-efficacy (t=4.70, p<.001). The mean score per item for learning
satisfaction was 4.28. Conclusion: Based on the above findings, psychiatric
nursing practical training using standardized patient was a useful method

for practical ability. Therefore, enhancement of performance ability related to

_Vi_



practice has to be done by developing psychiatric nursing practical training

program with various case and content.

Key words: Standardized Patient, Self-efficacy, Satisfaction, Motivation of

transfer
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Table 1. Homogeneity of General Characteristics

(N=44)

o ) Exp. (n=23)  Con. (n=21) Total (n=44) XZ /
Characteristics  Categories Fisher's p
N (94) N (%) N (%) exact
Male 2 (91.3) 1498 3 (6.8
Gerder 2.94 234
Female 21 ( 87) 20 (95.2) 41 (93.2)
20-23 19 (824 19 (90.5 38 (86.4
Agelyr) - (824 (90.5) B64 58 666
24-26yr 4 (17.4) 2 (95 6 (13.6)
o Have 10 (43.5) 11 (52.4) 21 47.7) 0.35 763
Religion i i
Have not 13 (56.5) 10 (47.6) 23 (52.3)
) Higher 3 (13.0) 6 (28.6) 9 (20.5)
paf“cade‘m  «  Medium 19 (826) 12 (7.0 31 (705 350 174
Lower 1(4.3) 3 (14.3) 4 (9.1
Choice Aptitude 4074  2(95 6 (136)
motives of  Grade 7 (30.4) 7 (333) 14 (31.8)
major ) 0.83  .843
(persomnel ~ Suggestion 10 (43.5) 9 (429 19 (43.2)
aspect) Yearn 2 (87 3 (14.3) 5 (11.4)
(Choice ntives Volunteering 2 ( 8.7) 2 (95 4 (91
of mgar Job stability 7 (30.4) 6 (28.6) 13 (29.5) 0.02 2989
(wdd sge)  Employment 14 (60.9) 13 (61.9) 27 (61.4)
Satisfaction Satisfaction 22 (95.7) 18 (85.7) 40 (90.9) 131 -
of major Dissatisfaction 1 ( 4.3) 3 (14.3) 4 (9.1) ' '
Hopng o 18 (783) 10 (476) 28 (636)
work on a 445 059
psychiatric ) )
nursing field No 5 (21.7) 11 (52.4) 16 (36.4)
Understanding  Yes 20 (87.0) 17 (81.0) 37 (84.1)
of psychiatric 0.27 693
nurses’ role . No 3 (13.0) 4 (19.0) 7 (15.9)
) Inpatient 13 (56.5) 10 (47.6) 23 (52.3)
Setting ) 0.35 763
Outpatient 10 (43.5) 11 (52.4) 21 (477D
Satisfaction Satisfies 21 (91.3) 19 (90.5) 40 (90.9)
0.01 1.000
of Practice  Dissatisfaction 2 ( 8.7) 2 (95) 4 (9.1

Exp. : Experimental group;

Con. : Control group
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£

AT dizoe Ak Hole 7] (t=-050, p=.619), FA7] Z5 7 (t=0.81,

p=A24)2 TAHLE F7t Aol7F YA tHTable 2).

Table 2. Homogeneity of Dependent Variables (N=44)
Exp. (n=23) Con. (n=21)
Variables t D
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Motivation to Transfer 47.65 (8.60) 49.05 (9.85) -0.50 619
self-efficacy in Learning  54.22 (7.45) 52.38 (7.64) 0.81 424

F Aol 24

2

C. 559 ¥

APEZA A Holsr e AT 54747, dlx2T 49814 0= &
g Zpol(t=171, p=04D7F SAAem, SFAV|EeHE AT 60004, dHET
5010822 FAIHLE fFogt Aol(t=4.70, p=.<001)7} A& HoZ EMN
(Table 3).

Table 3. Difference of Dependent Variables Between Experimental and Control

Group After Treatment (N=44)
Exp. (n=23) Con. (n=21)
Variables t p
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Motivation to transfer 54.74 (9.40) 49.81 (9.74) 1.71 047
self-efficacy in Learning  60.00 (6.38) 50.10 (7.60) 4.70 <001
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A3 S M= Table 49 #o] 4289 02 # A Vet

Table 4. Mean Score of Learning Satisfaction After Treatment (N=23)
Mean (SD) Min-Max
Learning Satisfaction 4.28 (0.44) 3.38-5.00
SpuEne YEAge B4 A9 Table 59 2ol “sherol mBHeI70] 461
Aoz 7 = JENGL, O ggesE s A THe) S3070] 4485 o
A Wten, “ehEuy e dxAg7e] 36 R I Al ZAME AT
Table 5. Mean Score of Learning Satisfaction’s Items (N=23)
Items Mean (SD)
1. Enhancement of effective learning 461 (0.50)
2. Enhancement of nursing assessment 4.48 (0.59)
3. Enhancement of learning satisfaction 4.35 (0.57)
4. Enhancement of learning motivation 4.35 (0.57)
5. Enhancement of active learning 4.35 (0.57)
6. Enhancement of understanding of major depression 4.35 (0.57)
7. Providing assistance of RN examination 4.22 (0.67)
8. Agreement about own’s learning methods 3.75 (0.73)
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Beck Depression Inventory (BDI)
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