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<Table 1> Homogenity Test between Two Groups
Scores axperimental group (n=35) contral_group(n=39) ;
ltem M=SD EE) i
cliniedl nursing 86.43+.21 34 20478 21 756
performances score
<Table 2> Comparison of 3kill Performance Scores between Two Groups
OSCE Scores axpearimental group(n=35) contral_group(n=39) ; 0
Variaples ME5D M50
History taking 6.31+ B3 477242 92 492 003
Physical assessment T.20£1 .48 6.10+1.37 2479 002
chest percussion B.63+1.48
Oral & nasopharyngeal suchion 16.34+2.14 16.95+1 28 3.88 080
<Table 3> Comparison of Satisfaction Scores between Two Groups
= Scores _experimental group (n=35) control groupln=39) ¢
ltem M=SD MESD ©
Total seores 21512 33 15,6242 18 11.19 000
1. I think it was reliable 3.21% 32 2.00% 56 3.81 000
2. 1 think it was wvalid 3.14+ 49 2.05¢ 32 11.14 0an
3.1 think it was fair 3.18+ 56 3.19+ 94 322 0
4. 1 think evaluation process went well 313 .10 1.87+ 46 10.77 000
5.1 think I performed all my best 291 6% 1.79+ 47 8.33 000
§. I think I had proper feedback 3.33¢ 02 238+ .94 343 001
7.1 think [ was satisfed with evaluation 3.00& 14 2.33+ 33 11.55 001
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Purpose: The main purpose of this study was to compare the effects of OSCE method and the traditional
evaluation method on nursing skills performance of students enrolled in fundamentals of nursing courses. Method:
The study was designed as a quasi-experimental, nonequivalent control group post test design with two classes of
sophomore students attending fundamentals of nursing courses at one baccaleureate nursing school located in a
metropolitan Seoul area. The control group was evaluated using a traditional method and the experimental group
was evaluated using the OSCE method. Data were collected from June, 2001 to June, 2002. There were 35
students in the OSCE method group and 39 student:s in the control group. Data analysis was done using SPSS
WIN 9.0. Result: The results showed that the students in the OSCE method group did significantly befter in
clinical nursing skills performance than the students in the traditional method group. And the OSCE method group
showed significantly higher satisfaction score in the evaluation method than the control group. Conclusion: The
OSCE method is an effective tool for evaluating clinical nursing skills performance in student nurses. It is
necessary to explore more efficient ways to develop OSCE cases in wider areas of nursing education. It is also
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recommended to replicate similar studies in nursing education.
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