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Abstract

Purpose : The purpose of this study is to investigate the knowledge, attitude, and activity for patient safety man-
agement of nursing students in a descriptive manner. Methods : This study was based on 220 nursing students
who were enrolling in 3rd and 4th year of the Nursing Department of D University located in Y-goon. Data
were collected by conducting questionnaire survey from September 18th to October 27th 2017 and analyzed using
SPSS/WIN 21.0. Results : Significant difference was observed in the knowledge on patient safety management
depending on the attendance to the safety training whereas that was observed in the attitude toward patient safety
management depending on the satisfaction on field training and the attendance to the safety training. In the activ-
ity of patient safety management, significant difference was found by the grade and the attendance to the safety
training. Significant correlation was found between the attitude and the activity for the patient safety management
(r=.177, p<.001). Conclusion : Based on this study, the review on the academic curriculum is thought to be
required with regard to the contents required and education method for nursing students’ knowledge on patient

safety management and the development of patient safety training program is desired.
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Table 1, Characteristics of the Participants (N=220)
Variables Categories n %
male 42 191
Gender
Female 178 809
>40 36 16.4
, 35~40 90 409
Grade point
3.0~3.49 80 36.4
299< 14 6.3
Satisfied 127 577
Satisfaction with major Moderate 77 350
Dissatisfied 16 7.3
Satisfied 64 291
Practice Satisfaction Moderate 124 56.4
Dissatisfied 32 145
) Yes 157 714
Safety education
No 63 28.6
. ) Yes 209 950
Safety incidents experience
No 11 50
o Needle stick 6 545
Type of safety incidence i )
Contaminated items 5 455
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Table 2, Degree of the Knowledge, Attitude and Patient Safety Management Activity (N=220)
Variables Min  Max % or M+SD
Knowledge of patient safety 71
Information for patient identification 891
Hand hygiene technique 955
Procedure of verbal or telephone order 94 1
Time to prescribe regular order after verbal or telephone order 87.0
Definition of adverse event 200
Definition of near miss 540
Separate collection of medical weste 523
Prevention of fall 941
Precedure for error reporting 891
Protection of medical information 355
Attitude of patient safety 1 5 3.50+0.43
Practice of patient safety management is important, 1 5 454+0.71
Priority of patient safety management tends to be high during the nursing practice, 1 5 429+0.81
Priority of patient safety management tends to be high in the academic curriculum, 2 5 401+0.89
Anyone can be in charge of the task for patient safety management regardless of the expertise, 1 5 278117
The task protocol for patient safety management needs to be relaxed. 1 5 257+1.05
Behavior of patient safety 2 ) 402+0.55
The patient identification must be done prior to administration of medicine or blood, 2 5 461+0.64
When receiving patient’ s information, record entire information to avoid omission of any information, 3 5 447+067
Use the medical devices only after checking whether it has no problem, 1 5 3.86+1.16
Check about the risk of fire more than once per day, 1 5 3.69+1.20

Table 3, Difference in the knowledge, attitude, and activity for patient safety management due to general characteristics (NV=220)

Knowledge of Patient

Attitude of patient Safety

Patient Safety

Characteristics Variables Safety Management Activity
M+SD torF p M+SD torF p posthoc M+SD torF p
Female 7124145 3.53+042 419+0,53
Sex 014 907 061 436 006 806
male 7.07+147 3.38+£0.43 3.98+055
Over 40 719+150 3.41+0.50 391+041%
35~40 723+146 3.51+0.40 416+0.54 016
Grades 131 272 113 885 3.54
30~35 7.06+132 3.55+043 391+057 a>b
Under30 6.42+1.86 3.40+0.37 4.06+0.67
Satisfied ~ 7.14+1.33 352+045 3.98+054
Satisfaction
with major Somewhat 702+159 024 781 348+031 043 649 405+055 160 204
Not satisfied 725+173 3.43+0,509 422+0.62
P Satisfied 6.95+1 .46 3.68+047° b 397+054
ractice Somewhat 7144150 071 490 345+03%° 948 001 O 407057 127 281
Satisfaction >c
Not satisfied 7.31+135 3.34+0 36° 3.93+051
, Yes 721+1 31 3.53+043 4.05+057
Safety education 786 006 227 026 398 047
No 6.85+174 3.42+043 3.94+049
fety incident es 718+1.40 3.50+043 4.02+055
safety incidents / 105 305 005 814 003 847
experience No 572+179 359+0.46 4.05+0.51
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Table 4, Relationships among Knowledge, Attitude and Patient Safety Management Activity

(N=220)

knowledge Attitude Behavior of patient Safety
(p) (p) (p)
knowledge 1
Attitude .04(559) 1
Behavior of patient Safety 10(.128) (€.001) 1
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