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Aok sk A% At 24 A8== 8719 7id
o RAYAS EFotATHAmerican Association of
Colleges of Nursing, 2021). SEUgA= 7t w
SRA5H7HAIA 2r5st St o] THe wS
of P &5 o, AFATS 9T HAdmAH]
2 AT Al ARAAA FF oot AFEES dLE
AT ARl A Ao T E AASHL HetoA= olE
gs7] At wEIY AAIRL B A AL 8t
THKorea Accreditation Board of Nursing Education
[KABON], 2021).
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39 A7E= IBM SPSS statistics version 28.0.1
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(Keep Up the good work, KU) @90, 2AEH

9= AT AAeEL doug SRS st
AEZ7 a3k zxq7H/ﬂ(Concentrate Here, CH)
ot} IAEHE FR/LS} AAHFEo] BHE BE
7R (Low Pr1or1ty LP) 9Yo|H 4AIEHES =9
T AUt ARAEFL oz 2471 95t 23t
FA(Possible Overkill, PO) FES oJu[gttk(Lee et
al., 2023).

Borich 8% £4L2 915 9%F $=(Required
Competence Level, RCL), @A|9] Iz ~=(Present
Competence Level, PCL), 8FE= 93 59 j
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RCL(Required Competency Level): $9%
PCL(Present Competency Level): A|2F
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HA98 71543 wSWE 8T A4 HA
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M= Figure 13} 2t} S8 5= o AAleFo] &
A vdeihs 24 FRAACH) 90 gt
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715018 A S o]t 38 FE = ot zolE E St Borich &
Table 1. General Characteristics (N=154)
Characteristics Categories N %
Sex Male 19 12.3

Female 135 87.7
Age 20-24 99 64.3
25-29 39 25.3
30-34 10 6.5
35-39 5 3.2
40 < 1 0.6
Academic performance 40 = 44 28.6
3.5-3.9 72 46.8
3.0-34 33 21.4
(30 5 3.2
Satisfaction with nursing major Very dissatisfied 1 0.6
Dissatisfied 3 1.9
Neither 35 22.7
Satisfied 71 46.1
Very satisfied 44 28.6
Participation in nursing policy-related events Yes 96 62.3
No 58 37.7
Completion of education related to health care Yes 32 20.8
nursing policy No 122 79.2
Participation in special lectures or seminars related Yes 77 50.0
to health care and nursing policies No 77 50.0
Sufficiency of educational opportunities in health Very unlikely 1 7.1
care nursing policy Unlikely 53 34.4
Normal 58 37.7
Likely 24 15.6
Very likely 8 5.2
Sufficiency of educational contents in health care Very unlikely 13 8.4
nursing policy Unlikely 42 27.3
Normal 58 37.7
Likely 32 20.8
Very likely 9 5.8
Willingness to participate in health care nursing Yes 138 89.6
policy education No 16 10.4
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= BAS A 23 49 1090l o 22 ‘BAgEAL 0] 5.0082 7P U UEAH 39
FEo] Ut A7EAARAA FY sH F=H 38¥ T AHAATHHY 4734, 1548 49
Table 2. Importance and Knowledge by General Characteristics (N=154)
o . Importance Knowledge
Characteristics Categories Viean 3D VF @ Nean<SD vF @
Total 4.08+0.67 3.21+£0.72
Sex Male 4.14+0.63 0.19 666  3.13%0.81 0.25 619
Female 4.07+0.67 3.22+0.70
Age 20-24 4.04+0.64 0.94 444 317+0.65  0.89 471
25-29 4.08+0.74 3.20+0.80
30-34 4.41+0.68 3.60+1.00
35-39 4.36+0.64 3.18+0.63
40 = 4.04+0.00 3.57+0.00
Academic performance 40 = 4.12+0.66 0.82 484 3.33£0.70 2.22 .088
35-3.9 4.03+0.67 3.08+0.65
3.0-34 4.07+0.67 3.37+£0.80
(30 4.50+0.60 2.85+1.05
Satisfaction with nursing Very dissatisfied 4.00+0.00 5.21 .001 3.83+0.00 1.38 244
major Dissatisfied 3.84+0.45 3.02+1.40
Neither 3.77+0.72 3.08+0.60
Satisfied 4.02+0.61 3.16+0.63
Very satisfied 4.42+0.59 3.40+0.87
Participation in nursing Yes 4.06+0.66 0.20 .656 3.27+0.74 1.63 204
policy-related events No 4.11+0.69 3.11+0.66
Completion of education Yes 4.16+056  0.54 463 330+0.73  0.63 426
related to health care
nursing policy No 4.06+0.69 3.19+0.72
Participation in special Yes 413+068 099 321 330074 197 162
lectures or seminars
related to health care and No 4.03+0.66 3.13+0.69
nursing policies
Sufficiency of educational Very unlikely? 4.24+0.54 2.98 .021 3.17+0.73 4.54 .002
opportunities in health care Unlikely? 4.13+0.62 e’ 3.12+0.65 a,b,(i,d
nursing: policy Normal® 3.93+0.66 3.14+0.55 e
Likely? 4.07+0.77 3.27+0.89
Very likely® 4.71+0.46 4.19%0.99
Sufficiency of educational Very unlikely? 4.14+0.46 2.08 .086 3.04+0.56 4.23 .003
contents in health care Unlikely? 4.18+0.70 3.04+0.65 ab.c
nursing policy Normal® 3.94+0.66 321+0.57 (e
Likely 4.06+0.65 3.25+0.85
Very likely® 4.55+0.66 4.05%1.02
Willingness to participate in Yes 413+065 893 003 3.25+0.71 441 .037
health care nursing policy
education No 3.62+0.62 2.86+0.67

"Scheffé’s test
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Table 3. Priority of Health Care Nursing Policy Education Needs by Borich Analysis (N=154)
. _ Mean+SD Borich
Domain Sub—-domaim No. Contents importance  knowledge oo t P eeds Ran

level level
Understanding the 1 Concept of health care system 419+.075 3.15+0.88 1.04+0095 1359 <001 425 5
Health Care System 2 Types of health care systems 405+0.84 3.29+0.95 0.76+0.90 1047 {001 3.07 31
3 Health care resources 4.18+0.75 3.33%£0.86 0.85+0.87 12.15 <001 356 20
N 4 Health care organization 4.04+0.83 3.06+0.95 0.99+0.98 1258 (001 4.01 9
E"mpos'“o” of the 5 Health care financing 418+072 299+0.97 119+102 1458 (001 500 1
ealth care system
National Health 6 Administration 4.05+0.77 321+£0.95 0.84+095 1099 <001 339 27
Care System 7 Provision of health care 423+075 3.75+093 048+083 7.21 (001 203 38
Social Security 8 Korean social security system 422+0.76 3.23+0.91 0.99+096 12.72 <001 417 6
System 9 Korean health insurance system 424+0.73 3.35+0.89 0.89+091 1211 <001 3.77 17
Medeal 10 I;‘:fguf;edm‘i;atrascyﬁre';“cs of medical fees 407+0.81 346+0.89 061084 899 (001 249 37
System 11 Korean medical fees reimbursement system 4.08+0.82 323+1.03 0.85+0.92 1147 <001 347 24
12 Concept and properties of policy 3.93+0.85 3.12+094 0.81+1.04 959 <001 316 29
Understanding Health 13 Health care policy process 3.82+0.91 2.89+1.00 0.93+1.12 10.34 <001 355 21
Care Policy 14 Health care laws 423+0.77 3.38+0.95 0.86+0.91 11.80 <001 367 18
15 National health plan 4.02+095 3.24+0.98 0.78+0.98 9.88 (001 313 30
;'gﬁ‘('fyh care 16 Communicable diseases 4334074 3.40+095 092+087 1308 <001 399 10
17 Non-Communicable diseases 4.05+0.89 3.30+£0.92 0.75+093 9.94 <001 3.02 33
Eglrlfj;” Health care 49 Elgerly health care services 4174086 320+0.97 097+0.10 1213 (001 406 8
19 Visiting health care services 3.97£0.94 333094 0.64+096 830 <001 255 35
20 Mental health promotion 4.16+0.81 3.31+£0.93 0.85+096 11.06 <001 354 22

Sl @R8ely |xtzd
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Table 3. Priority of Health Care Nursing Policy Education Needs by Borich Analysis (Continue) (N=154)
Mean+SD Borich
Domain Sub—domaim No. Contents importance  knowledge t ONeN pank
gap needs
level level
21 Relationship between health care and nursing 4144084 316+0.91 0.99£092 1329 (001 409 7
Nursing Policy policy
Overview 22 Changes in nursing policy 3.60+1.06 265+0.99 0.95+098 12.06 <.001 341 26
23 Nursing policy implementation organizations 3.81+0.93 279+0.96 1.01+095 1324 <001 385 14
24 Status of nursing staff production 3.91+095 3.21+1.03 0.70£1.02 850 <001 274 34
Nursing personnel 25 APN(Advanced Practice Nurse) system 413+0.86 3.33+0.98 0.81+0.98 1022 <001 333 28
development policy 26 PA(Physical Assistant) system 3.86+1.02 295+1.10 0.91+1.09 1032 {001 351 23
27 Utilizing nursing staff on leave 401091 295+1.07 1.06£1.09 1214 <001 427 4
28 Integrated nursing care service 421+0.75 3.61+090 0.60+0.87 848 <001 251 36
. . . 29 Differential nursing management fee system 414+0.80 3.19+1.01 0.95+0.96 1232 <001 392 12
Nursing Polic Hospital Nursing Policy . i i
ursi i
g rotey 30 Countermeasures to improve nurses working 4 40,065 351102 0.89+0.94 1175 (001 392 13
environment and treatment
31 National public health nurse system 3.90+091 2.89+1.00 1.01+£1.04 1214 <001 395 N
32 Community health practitioner system 3.94+0.91 2974098 0.97+0.10 12.01 <001 381 16
Community Nursing Visiti . ) 402+ 27+0.94 +1.04 )
Policy 33 Visiting nursing services .02+0.91  3.27£0.94 0.75+1.0 9.01 (001 303 3
34 Integrated home visit nursing care center 3.86+0.96 2.88+1.01 0.99+1.02 1198 <001 381 15
35 Industrial health management 3.88+0.97 3.00£1.05 0.88+1.15 949 <001 343 25
36 Domestic and international nursing policy 413+0.76 3.00+1.02 1.13+1.07 13.10 <001 467 3
Direction of nursing 37 Enactment of the Nursing Act 4.40+066 3.59+0.95 0.81+0.81 1237 (001 357 19
policy : ;
38 Comprehensive plan to support nursing 4194081 306+1.07 113105 1341 <001 473 2

personnel
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knowledge

1) Concept of health care system, 2) Types of health care systems, 3) Health care resources, 4) Health care
organization, 5) Health care financing, 6) Administration, 7) Provision of health care, 8) Korean social security system,
9) Korean health insurance system, 10) Types and characteristics of medical fees reimbursement system, 11) Korean
medical fees reimbursement system, 12) Concept and properties of policy, 13) Health care policy process, 14) Health
care laws, 15) National health plan, 16) Communicable diseases, 17) Non-Communicable diseases, 18) Elderly health
care services, 19) Visiting health care services, 20) Mental health promotion, 21) Relationship between health care
and nursing policy, 22) Changes in nursing policy, 23) Nursing policy implementation organizations, 24) Status of
nursing staff production, 25) APN(Advanced Practice Nurse) system, 26) PA(Physical Assistant) system, 27) Utilizing
nursing staff on leave, 28) Integrated nursing care service, 29) Differential nursing management fee system, 30)
Countermeasures to improve nurses’ working environment and treatment, 31) National public health nurse system,
32) Community health practitioner system, 33) Visiting nursing services, 34) Integrated home visit nursing care
center, 35) Industrial health management, 36) Domestic and international nursing policy, 37) Enactment of the
Nursing Act, 38) Comprehensive plan to support nursing personnel

Figure 1. Importance—performance analysis matrix

369 TS AZYY 4.674, 7158 49 27 V.= 9

H RS AEEE 4274, S7IEAYRAA dY
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49 2194 ‘BAQRS} 7+5FA ] IA 4.0941, B4 Ast7] Al H= At

e dY 18 ‘LARAAY 4.06d, =/HHA 2 A3 g sHIEL HAoRE s I W
BAA F9 49 ‘HAYgE 24 4,014, K98 |7137F SRt B4ske HlE(20.8%)°l HIs] 1

A8 4o 168 FYHIY 3,99 w02 Hkh F4 Yeha BB VIRELSWO] ERT LSS
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ABSTRACT

Analysis of the health policy education needs of
nursing students’

Kim, HyungSeon (Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, Bucheon University,

Gyeonggi-do, Republic of Korea

Purpose: This study sought to investigate the educational needs of nursing students with
respect to healthcare nursing policies. Methods: This was a descriptive study conducted on 4th
year nursing students. Data were analyzed using the independent t-test, paired t-test, and
one-way ANOVA for differences in importance and knowledge level. Educational needs were
analyzed using Importance-Performance Analysis(PA) and the Borich formula. Results: The
student’s perceptions of the importance showed significant differences in the areas of ‘major
satisfaction’, ‘sufficiency of educational opportunities’, and ‘willingness to participate in
education’. There were significant differences in the level of knowledge regarding the
‘sufficiency of educational opportunities’, ‘policy contents’, and ‘willingness to participate’. All
38 items showed significant differences in importance and knowledge levels. The results of IPA
showed that the items corresponding to the 2nd quadrant area were the ‘concept of healthcare
system, ‘healthcare financing', ‘relationship between healthcare and nursing policy’, ‘differential
nursing management fee system’, ‘domestic and international nursing policy’, and ‘comprehensive
plan to support nursing personnel’. All these items ranked in the top 10 in the Borich needs
assessment. Conclusion: Nursing educators need to design a new curriculum that uses the
interest triggered by the current enactment of the Nursing Act as an opportunity to improve the

health policy capacity of students.

Key words : Health Policy, Education, Needs Assessment, Students, Nursing
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