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{Table 1> Perceived Importance according to Demographic Characteristics
Variables Class Frequency (%) Importance score F o} Duncan
Age 20 < 60(42.5) 2.997+0.429
30 < 61(43.3) 2.872+0.457 2.58 0.080
40 < 20(14.2) 2.742£0.540
Level of education Junior college 58(41.1) 2.862£0.540
College 65(46.1) 2.898 +0.357 0.15 0.8617
graduate 18(12.8) 2.928 £0.425
Marital state Married 76(53.9) 2.892+£0.476 013 0.715
Unmarried 65(46.1) 2.92140.451 ) )
Length of service as a nurse 5 = 55(39.0) 2.970+0.432
6-10 28(19.9) 2.963£0.337
11-15 34(24.1) 2.8934+0.533 1.89 0.134
15 ¢ 24(17.0) 2.714 £0.525
Length of service in psychiatric unit 5 = 76(53.9) 2.983+0.412 a
6-10 25(17.7) 3.024+0.484 a
11-15 26(18.5) 2.685+0.459 4.59 0.004 b
15 < 14( 9.9) 2.678+0.526 b
i +
Experience of NIC Yes 37(26.2) 2.9351+0.443 0.19 0.666
No 104(73.8) 2.80610.472

* NIC : Nurisng Intervention Classification
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<Table 2> Correlation of Perceived Importance with
Performance Frequency of Nursing
interventions according to Domains

Domain Mean+SD Rank r o
Physiological : Basic 26160594 7 0259  0.002
Physiological : Complex 2.6951+0.643 6 0312 0.000
Behavioral 3.113+0432 3 0431  0.000
Safety 321740465 1 0220 0.010
Family 3.028+0.562 4 0.323  0.000
Health System 3.024+0448 5 0293  0.001
Community 3.1994+0.629 2 0378  0.000
Total 2.9051+0.463 0295  0.000
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<Table 3> Correlation of Perceived Importance with Performance Frequency of Nursing Interventions according to

Classes
Domain Class Mean+SD Rank r p
Physiological : Basic Activity and Exercise Management 2.662+0.721 21 0.337 0.000
Elimination Management 2.594 +0.676 25 0.191 0.025
Immobility Management 2.409 £0.670 28 0.253 0.003
Nutrition Support 2.6511+0.680 23 0.253 0.003
Physical Comfort Promotion 2.659+0.568 22 0.408 0.000
Self-Care Facilitation 2.726 £0.521 19 0.264 0.002
Physiological : Complex Electrolyte and Acid-Base Management 2.581+0.805 26 0.262 0.002
Drug Management 2.828+0.721 17 0.384 0.000
Neurological Management 2.858 £0.660 16 0.237 0.005
Respiratory Management 2.694£0.891 20 0.152 0.074
Skin/Wound Management 2.749+£0.747 18 0.354 0.000
Thermoregulation 2.639+0.816 24 0.350 0.000
Tissue Perfusion Management 2.5140.780 27 0.258 0.002
Behavioral Behavioral Therapy 3.222+0.414 3 0.384 0.000
Cognitive Therapy 3.025+0.533 11 0.430 0.000
Communication Enhancement 3.245£0.469 2 0.439 0.000
Coping Assistance 3.187+0.457 6 0.420 0.000
Patient Education 3.043 +0.665 10 0.385 0.000
Psychological Comfort Promotion 2.950+0.478 13 0.428 0.000
Safety Crisis Management 3.218+0.572 4 0.174 0.041
Risk Management 3.217+0.432 5 0.284 0.001
Family Childrearing Care 3.122+0.546 8 0.284 0.001
Life Span Care 2.976+0.505 12 0.251 0.003
Health System Health System Mediation 2.934 +0.662 14 0.390 0.000
Health System Management 2.932+0.483 15 0.320 0.000
Information Management 3.164£0.470 7 0.363 0.000
Community Community Health Promotion 3.285+0.866 1 0.366 0.000
Community Risk Management 3.120+0.701 9 0.396 0.000
98 tistztssts| x| 33(1), 2003 2€



o HE 2ASA| ZISEM gt ZRL K| ¥ Bzl A

HEE 82 @ 525 OIX = 0
B AFoA eFAY FoT AA7F HA 4- wdelA AZ7A & A= Choi, Park® Kim(2002)9) 3508
357 ol R EA F 297H% st ge g FNIOAAE TAZ 3 AN FF 33FAY FIe
<Table 4>, 49) S97HA SR AW FY 390+ 2 deld 97 EdE 25EAd @ F25 QA ¥
03377, °FEFo] 3.873+£04973, XHEO%I B 3.861+0.503%, FHusel] AAE ALY & A7 At Mg,
G okETe] 3.855104927%, 9171 FA 3.812£04767 371, e 2 BFF - AEAYGeE Al AYow HEEAE
o]tk AT Aol Aol M ol oA ATARE Ankat
2 AT 7HEEAY FoE AAI} 378 o]l HEF shi=d Algtdo] loka AlRE
A F 54T, olF AT 7 EE B 2o 3
BRME HEH Aol 5670(44.80%)F 7 Wk, T bl EMI ZISERC| LT QX0 BHA|
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S0, A¥ #HETol 2070(16.00%), HF AZol 2074 AS7A AEFAEFNIOAAE 22 3FAE
(16.00%), A7 57Tol 670(4.80%), 9171 #ETe] 671 A ATelA 3R] dEE RS FeLrE
480%), =9 HETOl 67M@480%), AZAA AT ) MoelaH ob may & YAV TE £PF Agae] 53
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<Table 4> Nursing Intervention above 3.5 Point in Perceived Importance
Domain Class Nursing Intervention Mean=+SD Rank
Physiological :  Physical comfort promotion Therapeutic Touch 3.507+0.621 28
Basic Self-Care Facilitation Sleep Enhancement 3.536+0.685 24
Physiological :  Drug Management Medication Administration 3.873+£0.497 2
Complex Medication Administration : Oral 3.696+0.611 10
Behavioral Behavioral Therapy Behavior Management : Self harm 3.783+0.494 7
Active Therapy 3.652+0.549 11
Behavior Management 3.615%0.573 17
Behaviral Modification : Social skill 3.55140.663 23
Cognitive Therapy Anger Control Assistance 3.555£0.717 22
Communication Enhancement Active Listening 3.942+0.337 1
Impulse Control Training 3.522+0.747 25
Coping Assistance Emotional Support 3.788£0.548 6
Counseling 3.783+0.589 8
Presence 3.587%0.691 20
Self-esteem Enhancement 3.511+0.708 27
Psychological Comfort Promotion Anxiety Reduction 3.638%0.615 13
Safety Crisis Management Crisis Intervention 3.812+0.476
Emergency Care 3.630£0.716 15
Risk Management Suicide Prevention 3.861+0.503
Elopement Precautions 3.761 £0.506
Environment Management : Safety 3.630£0.580 14
Environment Management : Violence prevention 3.601+0.634 18
Surveillance : Safety 3.599+0.658 19
Vital Sign Monitoring 3.514+0.737 26
Hallucination Management 3.507+0.785 30
Health System  Health System Mediation Admission Care 3.569+0.616 21
Health System Management Controlled Substance Checking 3.855+0.492 4
Information Management Shift Report 3.642+0.603 12
Documentation 3.6201+0.729 16
Order Transcription 3.507£0.747 29
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<Table 5> Number of Nursing Interventions above 3point according to Domains and Classes in Perceived Importance

Domain N(%) Class N(%)
Physiological : Basic Activity and Exercise Management 1( 0.80)
11( 8.80) Nutrition Support 2( 1.60)
) Physical Comfort Promotion 2( 1.60)
Self-Care Facilitation 6( 4.80)
Physiological : Complex 5( 4.00) Drug Management 3( 2.40)
’ Neurological Management 2( 1.60)
Behavioral Behavioral Therapy 20(16.00)
Cognitive Therapy 4( 3.20)
56(44.80) Communication Enhancement 2( 1.60)
Coping Assistance 27(21.60)
Psychological Comfort Promotion 3( 2.40)
Safety Crisis Management 6( 4.80)
26(20.80
( ) Risk Management 20(16.00)
Family Childrearing Care 3( 2.40)
9( 7.20
( ) Life Span Care 6( 4.80)
Health System Health System Mediation 4( 3.20)
16(12.80) Health System Management 6( 4.80)
Information Management 6( 4.80)
Community 2( 1.60) Community Health Promotion 1( 0.80)
’ Community Risk Management 1( 0.80)
Total 125(100.00) Total 125(100.00)
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A Correlation Study of Perceived Importance of Nursing
Interventions with Performance Frequency in Psychiatric Nursing
Units Using the 3th NIC

Choi, Ja-Yun - Kim, Hye-Suk - Park, Mi-Sun"

1) Department of Nursing, Mokpo Catholic University

Purpese: The purpose of this study was to identify the perceived importance of nursing intserventions of
psychiatric nurses according to domains, classes and interventions using the 3th NIC. Method: In this study, a
435 of 486 nursing interventions were selected from 75% consent reached by experts. Data were collected from 9
hospitals and 141 nurses(return rates : 94.0%) in Seoul, Kyonggi, Chungnam, Gwang-ju and Chonnam region from
January, 2002 to February, 2002 using 4 point Likert scale. Result: Total perceived importance score was 2.905%
0.463 and total correlation score with performance frequency was r=0.295. The most important perceived domain
and class was found to be ‘safety’ (3.217+0.465) and ‘community health promotion' (3.28510.866). The most
correlated domain and class with performance frequency appeared to be 'behavioral' (r=0.431, p=0.000) and
‘communication enhancement' (r=0.439, p=0.000). The most important perceived nursing intervention was found to
be ‘active listening’ (3.652+0.549). Ceonclusion: In conclusion, nurses in clinical settings were found to perform
less than perceive its importance. Therefore, further researches are needed to identify factors related to impede and
develop strategies to improve the performance of nursing interventions.

Key words : Nursing Interventions, Perceived Importance, Performance Frequency, Psychiatric Nursing Unit
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