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Abstract

Objective: To survey the relationship between two Xinjiang hospital nursing interns humanistic
care ability and sense of clinical nursing teachers care behavior, discussing the related reasons, in
order to enlighten the nursing educators in nursing humanities education, providing reference for
cultivating and improving the ability of nursing students humanistic care. Methods: With “huma-
nistic care ability of nursing students scale” and “sense of clinical nursing teachers care behavior
scale” of the two hospitals in March 2, 2017 in hospital internship practice nursing students scale
investigation, the correlation analysis was carried out on the two scales score. Results: The huma-
nistic care ability of nursing students has to be divided into (70.79 + 8.91), with a score of 70.79%.
The items of care behavior of nursing teachers were divided into (3.16 + 0.65) and the score was
79.00%. There was positive correlation between the scores of the two scales (r = 0.527, P < 0.001).
Conclusion: The humanistic care ability of nursing students needs to be improved, and the aware-
ness of caring behavior of clinical nursing teachers is an important factor influencing the huma-
nistic care ability of nursing students. The hospital and clinical nursing teachers should take tar-
geted humanistic care training strategies to provide theoretical support and basis for the cultiva-
tion of humanistic care ability in the future.
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HE: AEFEBEEFTERESE A ASCRIREEA S B RPEHITRFITNRRER, FitH
HRER, UM PEBETEETBEACKEREEFREER, NEFRMREFEACKIFGES
BESE., i R “PEACKFRANER” 5 “BAKBKRPEZIFRFITRNER” %M AT
EBE2017F2~3 A ER LI WL IPERITERIAE, NWHEREIFHTHRIESI . ER: P4
ANICRINBE T BB N(70.79 £ 8.91)%, BHERNT0.79%; P4 RBRAIG KRS B HUTRFIT A%
H3¥#48(3.16 + 0.65)4), B3FEN79.00%; WEREBHFIEIEMR(r =0.527,P <0.001). £it:
PEANLKKRBATBERSE, BRAKKPEBINEXKRITARTEALKKRRBANEEEHEER.
= R A s PR 47 B 50 B R BR AT of 48 i A SCR IR BE FR 3R 0%, N4 TR 4R A SCRIRBE I B SR 4R 53 18
TRFRKSE .
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1. 5|

T AR T AR B B T, 3 VA IE I B AR R A SOOI, IR B e 4y i
Ty BB G R A (1] X ERE KRB B IR 5 A A T A R BoR, SEEIT A4 E
PR, BEEIEEZ 5 50.56%, MRFSESEAR & 33.61% [2]. EEIPE 24 B R R AN A
FEERADERR, B NRPNSOH T B ER B XA RELRE, BERESIACHE, &
JIR AN (1) 2 5 o 2R ON RN AL 25 A SRR [3]. AR N AR SR A EE TAE N 51, Fe A SRR
JIX B B 3 TR B O A A R R T S AR, IR IR S 2] 2 B AR 1) L HREP BN OV [ T B B

T E IEAL T AR 2 F R, B R HE LR T R[S A0IZ AP AR . DB B R 55 ) AN I RN JEE T AT [
FKRER B ERIT R STAT BRI Bt — 2D HERE, X PRI BRSO 2 S 31 97 A2 N SCORPAR it i (1 F 78 B AT 50
Yo SEAPEAT KO BN SR BL, HASORMBE I M R NS H & 5%, “@BmR
BT, R AT R R AR RIUE[6]” « FAESE I FE A, I A B0 1) £ st
FOle BRI B0, 37 A58 1 BRI PR B O B PR i B2 AN H B R SR IR AT §2, T BLiA
S ] AN i PRI B UM G PR AT A B B A BLSE i e Bk, B A A SOOI RE 715 I
PRAPERZUTRMAT IR, DARRFE = AN SORMEE ST, VISR midr B4 R .
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2. ARNBEF*
2.1. HIRMR

2017 4 2~3 H, RHEEHIFER 2R £ = P S he LR B 5 21 J5 R4 A NI FE X B, IR
. ERESoI A, CHEASESIBAL 8 M H LA R TTINRUT NRERS, JFEESIATIE . b 922)
A 8 N H B A TAE AR CVEGIIERC A . ARSI 2 248 A0 ]9k, RS 19~21 % 44 4, o
17.74%; 22~23 % 145 %4, 5 58.47%; 24~27 % 59 %, 5 23.79%. PE%5: 514 15 4, 7 60.5%; ik 233
%, 1 93.95%. [OR: U 132 44, i 53.23%; 4EE/RIR 78 44, 15 31.45%:; [HIjk 17 44, 1Y 6.85%:; MG
SO 16 44, 7 6.45%; HARRES &, 472.02%. Fi: K& 97 4, 15 60.89%; AFL151 4, (4 39.11%.
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1) PEASCRIFRR I ER

WK B 9 223 3 UK [T A NSO e i 3R, bR RIL 45 % H, o8 )\ 4EE, BIEERE
SR EREHE . NERMM A B2 AR R P AT R PR R (e
18 AT UL B R A . 5345 B2 Cronbach’s o %04 0.904, &-4E/E Cronbach’s o 5%’/ 0.639~0.842,
WS R H0Ch 0.960; 70115 R4 0.925, HEIEE RECN 0.824, SoniZzEREA RIGHGEE. 2
fEo B BEERAENH RSP S AMUESE @A = &S, 3= BATS, 2= AiEfie, 1= EA
AFEE, 0= BEAFE), BRHKTZ AR (100/N) x (X/4), o N ABRRKZHEE, X NiZk
H Bk 00 B ARG AE, THRH a5, Hib 10 £ FRFIES, B ERE5EEZ 0~100 4, 4%
R R SCR IR RE ST

2) BRAnE PRI BT A RIFITRERR

WEFER HH G538 £ I8 i A im PR B BUMRTP A2 ST MR, WWEERIL 32 % H, B HA
YERE, RIRNECE . BOTREE . AT S, AR R, HFAEEE. BREHE Cronbach’s o &5
9 0.960. B H U i (AER S =4, fi6 =3, AFE =2, EFAMFE =1), RTS8,
MRS IVEEE 1~4 7, /3 BUB 3R m 47 A2 b I PR R B0 5 PRAT 4 1 S R 1 1] o

222 BEFZ
HIBE T AR, WA AT ST SR H AR S R AE R F I, L EXT R RN [F & e A4
Y, AiE. K.

223. ¥R E
K H SPSS 23.0 G844 A HEAT BE e N A8, AR BRI AV 7T B BIE B A IE ST i

3. &R
3.1. SC3FIPHE ASCRIREE IR

AVCHE h i 4 A\ SCRPRRE s BRI (7079 + 8.91)7, 154rF 70.79%, AbT /K, il
AN EE R T E . BAARIE L 1.

3.2. L3I RRAISRIF BRI TRIVR

PSR SN PR3 B OM SR AT IR 2% H 1143 9(3.16 +£0.65) 53, 195334 79.00%, FHXT 91 AE I AL
RMRE AT F sy, YO P A 00 s R 37 B B0 ) S MAT A ELRLIE ). AR 2.
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3.3. SE3FE A KT h ERRAIGEKRIPIERIT XM TRBE L4

KH Pearson A HTRIEN, F42 N SCIMRRE -5 B 0GR I B 2 X 30 A2 () S M AT AR AE IEAH 9%
(W7 3), HXFAHr=0.527, P<0.001. FELE 0.01 KT-(COUN) B EAE, K455 RANR R B
IRSEPRAT N, BRIROt RUFIR A B v R M4 S, HoAth S 4E Y N B 2R AH R R .

Table 1. The condition of each dimension score of nursing students” humanistic care ability (n = 248)

= L APE ANSCRIRREN R EEIT 2 HIIF R (n = 248)

Y R/ ME PN ] (X +s) % H % % H 55
MR 43.89 92.78 70.79 £8.91 45 1.77£0.20
RS SMA 8.89 20.00 16.08 + 2.48 9 1.79£0.28
EFEAT 6.67 15.56 12.57 +1.97 7 1.80+0.28
NAEF AN (B 3.33 13.33 10.85 + 1.64 6 1.81+0.27
27 A A i 1)t 2.78 8.89 6.75+1.26 4 1.69 +0.32
B R R AT R 2.22 8.89 6.17+1.14 4 1.54+0.29
Pl R AT 0.00 9.44 3.86 + 1.89 5 0.77 £0.38
RS AT 333 11.11 8.92 +1.56 5 1.78 £0.31
5 AR o3 LR e 1.67 10.56 5.58 +1.92 5 1.12+0.38

Table 2. The scores of nursing teachers’ caring behaviors and the scores of each dimension in nursing students’ perception

2. PERAIERIFEBIT XM TANS S REHERSD

YLz Bor(xts) 14552 (%)
MR 3.16 £ 0.65 79.00
Ik 3.12+0.63 78.00
BRI 3.16 +0.73 79.00
A 5.5 3.13+0.75 78.25
AR 2 3.16+0.70 79.00
A ETE G 3.24 +0.69 81.00

Table 3. The relationship between the humanistic care ability of nursing students and the caring behaviors of the teachers

F 3 IPEAK BN R &S E S BAMIGARIFEZUD X AT AEX M2

5 IR PR B O 47 AR B S MR AT Pearsonf 3k PR
N ICRITRE 0.527 <0.001
RS SR 0.506 <0.001
R E 0.527 <0.001
NTEF Al A 0 0.531 <0.001
AR LA R i) it 0.462 <0.001
i AT K 0.265 <0.001
PR R IFER S -0.026 0.684
PR A 0.493 <0.001
3B I A e PR -0.042 0515
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4. 7Fig
4.1, 3P ALK EE N T hFEAE

WA R B4 BRI AN SCR MR B B3R 150 J9(70.79 £ 8.91)7r, #5370 % 70.79%. MLl A 45 RAK
T P 23 5 RUKEE 7] (91 7045 SR 74.16%F1 80.39%,  “HRAL R AFFRIE” AN 1 Bhff ok i) 0 P94
FERAS I R IR (AR N 1), 5EEEFOIMHES R -8 8RR RMER A KB E R
WHEZ T ACRWEE, BT AR T2 3 L RR AR RSN, Rt NSO 218 21 I R 5%
Bl PR YERE 2 BT DMK T HA 4R S, IR AT RE R4 AR IR AL T M EE AR 3 AR b (o7 R it S B
PEAIGE X2 By, I DA R0 2 1 R URAE I PR A o S B P 27 R TR Bk /b e 7 T E 45
ZERETR EREE GO 3 A B ST B H 2 T AN SORMEE, A 2ERR 1722 51 T M RR A A
Tesh, N NSCRMEE B E BRI SE > B B

4.2. % BAIGEFAPEBUR KT T R R

PR EIG RH BR T DS PR AT M 2% H 3543 24(3.16 + 0.65) 43, £33 % 79.00%, It i 25 45 R 5 I %2 [ 10]
I T2 2R (3.09 % 0.40) 70 AL, 7 A0S B0 PR B 7 3 248 J88 AR SRR RN R PS8 i I, T A 200 T VR A 2 A R R A
FEfik e T REIR AL, fPr AR ST R b, Rl PR B 0 4 27 2 2 AP H ) AR B A g, P
IO A PR 0 ) i B A ) 35 % A0 B S B B R s T 53 b, AT RE IR PR 7 B UM AE 21 2
PR B RAE A R A3 A R BEAR L (2 T i, BRBE AN 2R, e PR AP BR800 S A6 4 — A
SR RIRE R HE RN BOT 5, B S ARSI, Lk AR 2 B PR B BT SR

4.3. PHERAIERIPERITXFITRE A KIFRENHRFR

AR PR B UM OAAT 9 G, NSOV RE Sy mtiog . 37 A ARS8 2] RS2 215G, 2
WAL E S RARBET RT3, BT LA PRSP B SO A SO M i Bl iy, HLAE i O R b, S m] BE s 9R AL
N SCRMBE AT R o BRIR AL R PSRN B fif e PRHE TN AERE RO PR BE BT R AT N 5 B
BB YEPERN SR ZE A PER NSO AE )5 SE 2] B i 36 2 A PR S ARSG, TS > P i B
MR ER RV T e PRI BN, X TN B HUM IR, SEBL 7 RPRRE S (K2 I AN o T kR i
PRA RO MAT 9 S 4R 3t R 4 PR A0 35 B 8t o PR S S 2 PE PR ARG, 59 AR I N SORMRBE S AE X Y
NYERE IR AT %, XS T EECE HAE S SRR RN IR B, SRR AR I R S B R 5 R
TR B A L ) 2 S S
5. IV

AU TOR B BT = ER e sk 2197 AL N SORVRBE TR, XA ASCER IR 5 K LUK B 2
MLEEAE N SCIRMARE T BB IR A SR [LL] Tl PR BR MR B SRR AT o 4 A2 SR PR RE 077 2
oM. R PE IEAL A R, BEE RS HEDR AR A A S K« — B AT RE RN
X PRI BE S 3T AE NSO I TE 78 BT S o i PR B UM AE 37 25 9 N SCORPRBE 77 B R 77 ko
HERER, B A HEAES b RO AR ST I LA, JREMTER, A H s B
REATHURE IR DL T R LS BA SR sEk R, iR NSO R A ISR

E&WE

FHEFZEFYAF I TEREFAFTFEZHFTE LS
2016B-HL073).

H
I

A4 R A R B SR A (5

S

pai

DOI: 10.12677/ces.2018.61007 47 eSS G=R 0l


https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2018.61007

Fa

L& #Ek (References)

(1]
(2]
(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]

[7]
(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

UK, TR, Z/NE. A AR TBLIR A& 2 [J]. 9738 5L, 2008, 22(3): 673-675.

i NG, i, dEAR. BERASIIBUR SRR 24T [0]. H E B FEE R, 2010, 30(10): 56-58.

FHIFH, WA, RS NRACEFRZWIREF S 5E]. BS54, 2014(7): 27-29.

RHE, 2R, A, RSO EES RACR FE]. 2 B F Rs, 2014(2): 109-112.
TRIGEGR. B R A R PR T R RS HERR S [J]. MRCE R 25443, 2015(5): 2.

Fp b ] 5 B O TR EUE OO, AT HEE SR TR M YUE [EB/OL].
http://old.moe.gov.cn/publicfiles/business/htmlfiles/moe/moe_177/200407/2478.html, 1999-06-13.

QUK. PEEAL KA NSO RE I (I SGIERT FE[D]: [0+ 240038 SC]. 48 AR EERLK 2, 2007.
T4 BRH AN RIGRT EEUR AT N S5 R ML 2 B L [D]: (M08 3. &7 B
Jb3 B 22 R%, 2006.

B, AW, sk, S5 LA NSCORIRRE 1 S e IR R W FE (3], SRR 9T, 2016, 30(22):
2788-2791.

WA, TRIEEN, 25HE. §7 A NSO AR ) 5 BN I R B UM S AT AR G PER U [3]. 47 B 24, 2011,
18(12): 5-7.

A, Pk, ST TR E N SCOCMEE I AR I]. K%, 2016(5): 141-145.

Hans X

PR BB 5 2

1. FTFF40M T http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
TRIFRMESESE: [ISSN], HAWITI ISSN: 2331-799X, Bin[#if)
2. FTFFHIPIE T http://enki.net/
A EBRSCERAEE” HEN, BINSCERRE, RIRT

AEE S http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
WITIMRAE : ces@hanspub.org

DOI: 10.12677/ces.2018.61007 48 eSS G=R 0l


https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2018.61007
http://old.moe.gov.cn/publicfiles/business/htmlfiles/moe/moe_177/200407/2478.html
http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ces@hanspub.org

	Research on Caring Behavior of Clinical Nursing Teachers about Nursing Interns in Two Hospitals in Xinjiang
	Abstract
	Keywords
	新疆某两所医院实习护生感知临床护理教师关怀行为的研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 研究内容与方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 方法
	2.2.1. 调查工具
	2.2.2. 调查方法
	2.2.3. 统计学方法


	3. 结果
	3.1. 实习护生人文关怀能力现状
	3.2. 实习护生感知临床护理教师关怀行为现状
	3.3. 实习护生人文关怀能力与感知临床护理教师关怀行为的相关性

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 护生人文关怀能力处于中等水平
	4.2. 护生感知临床护理教师关怀行为特点
	4.3. 护生感知临床护理教师关怀行为与人文关怀能力的关系

	5. 小结
	基金项目
	参考文献 (References)

