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* Nursing is a clinical based profession in which nursing = Response rate of 92.5% was obtained. A total of 259 graduates = Students suggested the following for improving the
students are prepared for safe quality practice during participated in the study. experience of OSCE:
undergraduate education. Students performance should be \ | _ : sh? :
= The mean students’ age was 23.09 and GPA was 3.76. = more preparation and time for practice in the simulator

adequately evaluated to ensure patient safety.

lab before exam (20%).
= Longer time allocated to each station (24%).

= Clinical evaluation should be objective, fair, specific, and " 86-2% reported that they were satisfied with the OSCE exam.

documented as well as be accurate and effective.

Table 1: Students Rating of Assessment Formats

= Less calculation and writing during exam (10%).

= The Objective Structured Clinical Examination (OSCE) isan  Is Easiest Easy % Difficult % Undecided %

approach to student assessment in which aspects of clinical MCQ 40.2% 44.9% 7.40% DISCUSSION

it - - Essay 48.3% 21.7% 4.90%
competence are evaluated objectively in a comprehensive, c - 1o 0/ 700 > o0
- aSe presentation .£7/0 U 70 : 0 - - - e

consistent and structured way. OSCE 36.80% 29 6% 10.5% " Literature indicated that both OSCE and traditional
= The Maternal Child Nursing department (MCHD) has Is fairest =2 Uil Uil methods should be used for students evaluation,

implemented OSCE as an assessment method for the MCQ 40.2% 46.3% 7.1 % similarly, students preferred to be tested with different

Eiceino. Care o fChildren and Nursing eare of the Essay 52.7% 32.8% 5.4% exam formats as well as in both simulation and actual

el e ; - Case presentation .2 3927 14.5% hospital settings for clinical evaluation

childbearing families since Fall 2011- 2012. With expected OSCE 44.3% 37.2% 13.5% P g -

Increasing number of the students and limited clinical learn most Learnalot  Learn very little Undecided = Students indicated that the OSCE process was useful

facilities, there is a tendency to increase the utilization of the =~ MCQ 45070 39.9% 2.{7 learning experience, fair, well structured, and relates

. Essay 53.4% 34.1% 6.1% : :

simulators lab and OSCE T 30.9%% 41.9% 11.5% theory to practice. However, as reported previously,
A OSCE 48.6% 35.8% 10.5% current research showed that students perceived the

7 I ; Y W LA Clinical Exam setting Prefer Not prefer Undecided process as a stressful one and required more preparation
| : . A

o0 evaluate student overall perception of the final clinica The hospital 58.1% 37.5% 2.4% and longer time for stations.
OSCE Simulation lab 48.0% 47.0% 3.4%

RECOMMENDATIONS

* To determine student acceptability of the process and

Table 2: OSCE Exam Organization

provide feedback for the department to enhance further Question Agree% Neutral % Disagree = OSCE should be practiced during the semester to
development ot the students’ assessment. Date & Place of the exam was clearly announced ~ 76.0%  18.9%  4.4% decrease students stress during final exam
I I 0 0 0 - - -
METHODS The place of the exam was lighted, ventilated 75.7% 18.9% 4.4% = There is a need for research in this area. as well as the
The place of the exam was clean and set up 77.3% 18.2% 3.4% S
Ty . . . need to develop guidelines that may be a way of
Design: The needed equipment and simulators are available  67.8% 23.3% 11.8% h - d standardizina fut OSCE inati
S - Instructors answer questions related to organization 53.3% 25.7% 8.4% LG AG LT Al _San_ L)L DS : exa_mma !
= A descriptive cross-sectional survey was conducted over the - - | | 04 0, - 0 4, for better contribution to the professional nursing
last three academic years. Immediately after the end of each e humber of the exam Stations was appropriate 0 ' oo education
. : The time at each station was adequate 60.5% 25.0% 13.2% ;
OSCE exam 280 students at MCHD were asked to give their 1 bef " o5 277%  11.4%
was prepared before exam day 5% 1% A% REFERENCES

feedback about the exam experience.
OSCE Design

= Students rotate individually through 7 OSCE stations. Each
station was10 minutes including 1min for rotation. specific

Time table were available to the students 64.5% 25.6% 8.8%

Sequence of station logical and appropriate 67.9%  23.3% 7.8% 1. Bagheri, M., Sadeghnezhd, M., Forotgheh, M.S., &

Fallah, M. S. (2012). The Comparison of Stressors in the
Assessment of Basic Clinical Skills with Traditional
Method and OSCE In nursing Students. Life Science

Table 3: OSCE Exam Structure was

Question Agree% Neutral % Disagree

skills tested according to subject area and been marked Clear 63.50 23 0% 12 5% Journal 9. 1748-1752
according to the checklist. Fair 51.7% 30.0% 17.2% I A ' .
Study Ouestionnaire well structured & sequence 60.4% 30. 4% 6.8% - Selim, A, Ramad.an’ .F" El-Gueneidy, M’ Gaafer M |
v = Correlated to learning objectives e T N _(2012). Using Objectlvg St_ructure_d CllnlcaI_Examl_natlon
= Self administrated structured questionnaire developed by the  wide knowledge and skills covered 64.5% 21 1% 3704 In undergraduate psychiatric nursing education: Is it
researchers which consisted of 5 sections: Students Minimized chance of failing 424%  355%  11.2% reliable and valid?. Nurse Education Today, 32, 283288
demographics, exam format preface, OSCE organization, Highlighted strengths and weakness 49.6%  39.2% 10.5% . Nulty, D, Mitchell, M.L, Leffrey, C.A, & Henderson A,
OSCE structure, and open ended questions related to positive  Assess my ability on clinical decision making 51.0% 38.8% 9.1% Groves, M. (2011). Best Practice Guidelines for use of
and negative aspect of OSCE and suggestion for very stressful 54.4%  33.4% 11.5% OSCEs: Maximizing value for student learning. Nurse
Motivating and useful for future learning 58.7% 32.4% 8.1% Education , 31:145-151.

Improvement

Email: gabryha@ngha.med.sa

College of Nursing, KSAU-HS, Al Ahsa, Saudi Arabia



