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Ceadon s Lk Research Question

Does the use of the structured reflective writing and the structured
feedback affect the confidence level of the NAS more than the non-
structured reflective writing and the general feedback?

The purposes of the study

To examine whether the effect of structured reflective writing with

structured feedback and non-structured reflective writing with general

feedback will increase the confidence level of the NAS.

Hypothesis : Structured >> Non-structured
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Background

Nurse Anesthetist Students Training Program
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Since 2011 - Present
Scenario Based Hand-on, Workshop In General

Anesthesia In Emergency Obstetric Patients By Nurse
| | Anesthesia Students

- Enhancing knowledge management in emergency obstetric patients

- Increasing experiences in emergency obstetric patients
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Literature Review

‘ Develop Professional Skills ‘

‘ Self Efficacy ‘
|self

Feedback

D e
(Non-structured)
Archer JC. State of the science in health professional education: effective feedback. Med Educ. 2010

Structured

Hattie J, Timperley H. The Power of Feedback. Review of Educational Research. 2007
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Sample = 36 Invite the volunteers
Nurse Anesthetist Students of Siriraj Sign consent

Hospital Demographic data collection
(start course in October on 2017)

o)

Conventional lecture
(Dec2017)

Intervention Group Control Group
(18 students) (18 nts)

Structure reflective writing

Non-structure reflective writing

Structure Feedback General Feedback
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C bl e Lenk Validity and reliability of instruments

The Cronbach’s alpha (the prior study:.813)
This study 89

. SPSS,
Confidence Test ey 8]

each question : (-.279) - .969
i Index of It
The s:,rrlilfit.::er:pr:.tmu "of,’,-‘e'iﬁv:"‘ (8 questions per a test) : 0.6-1.0.
The non-structured Cor!?rn:le: ces -
reflective writing reports "e:x':eng (1 question per a test) : 0.6-1.0.
Inter- | |4 domain of Kember's
rater 533, 1,000, 750, and .500.
reliability
The structured feedback guide
Feedback Expert Feedback by Hattie J. and Timperley H.(2008)

The general feedback guide
ing real reflection
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Result : Confidence test

The pretest and posttest score for the SR group and the NSR group

MEAN OF CONFIDENCE TEST Time SRgroup  NSRgroup  p-value
SRW NSRW MeanSD Mean+SD

39 Preworkshop 3.36 £ .41| 3.27 £ .46 573

38

. Postworkshopl  |3.46 + .24| 3.40 +.23 517

36 Postwoekshop2  (3.79 + .18/ | 3.83 +.20 .507

3.36
3.27

confidence test 1 confidence test 2 confidence test 3
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Discussion of the results and hypothesis

Structured reflective writing and structured feedback
will increase confidence level more than using
non-structured reflective writing and general feedback

« The 1st, the 2", and the 3" of confidence score

‘ No significant between group ‘

‘ Slight difference between the 1st, the 2", and the 3™ confidence test ‘
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