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The study of rating results among nurse instructors with difference instruction

experiences in Maternal and Newborn nursing and midwifery practicum2

1* o o 2
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Abstract

The purposes of this study were: (1) to investigate rater effects, leniency, stringency
error (2) to demonstrate the inter-rater agreement among the instructors. Population were six
instructors with vary in experience of instruction the 3 r year student nurses who enrolled in
practicum in maternal newborn and midwifery Il course in 2 " semester of 2012. The Instruments
were 1) the background of rater assessment questionnaire, 2) the 5 level of scoring rubrics for
evaluating nursing outcome. Percent, mean, standard deviation, estimating of
leniency/stringency error by means of Guilford (1954) Intraclass correlation coefficient: ICC (3.3)
(95% CI) were employed. The results concluded that the clinical instructors’ background were
vary in 3 groups from no experience, less than 3 years and more than 3 years of experience in
theoretical teaching, but all had experience in clinical teaching and had moderate attitude to
clinical teaching. By means of mean and standard deviation rater 1 and rater2 at delivery room
setting had stringency error, rater 1 was more stringency than rater2, but rater 3 was leniency.
At postpartum care unit, rater 1 was stringency but rater2 and rater3 were leniency. Comparing
to means of Guilford the results were presented accordingly at both setting. The inter-rater
agreement among raters on six competency: competency of using nursing process, competency
of nursing intervention, communication competency, nursing ethics and self- improvement at
delivery room setting, most of them were demonstrated negative value of ICCs. Except for
competency of nursing intervention was fair ICC =0.44 (95.00% Cl=-0.04-0.72). At postpartum
care setting, all competency were negative value of ICCs, but for nursing ethics was very poor
ICC = 0.04 (95.00% Cl=-1.65-0.03). In conclusion, the rating results were not in accord with each

other.
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NaNTIAY

wamsidoutadiu 3 dadel

1. piivdmesnisfaeumaUftn a mireveswaen ervsdeuil 1 fuszaumsaifianaed
wawUfiRannndn 5 Y ewil 2 fsvaunsnimsdeusmevauiuesUfcadesndt 3 U aufl 3 lifluszaunsl
MsdeuN AL ekiliUssaunsaimsaeun1Pu UAnnngt 3 U a wmievidsnaen Iussaunsainmsaeu
mavguuasUfvRnneu aufl 1 SuszaumsaimsseumemquiuesUR TR 30 T Auf 3 fiusvaumsainsaou
mevquiuarURuR 6 U uazeuil 2 fusvaunsaimsaeumengquiuarUfoR 17 uay wavensdynnvinud
virunAremsaouluradinlussiutunansiauandunsed 1

e 1 kamalaTeiveyagiiviawesensdyaeuneuun

g% o @) Usdumsal mweuluadilin Uszsumsaimssoungug) viraRdomsseuluadiin
N0

P 1 61 6 6 syauUunaNs

Al 2 30 1 1 sEAUUUNaN

P 3 39 il 0 syAuUINaNS
YEIPEDN

P 1 58 30 30 syauUUNaNs

Al 2 a6 1 1 EAUUUNEN

P 3 a4 6 6 syauUUNaNs

2. wamIUsTINUAmNNAIALARRLLUUNA YapsAzuyy
2.1 miieviesraeawyin ARABAzILLYBINGY = 4.47 Aufl 1 uazeudl 2 faadeteunia
AlRABvBINGY = -0.14 uay -0.08 MU AL 3 TAadesnninAiadeveands = 022 uasdnudenuu
1NA55I SIMSNTEIBTBIALLLTEUY ANRABRINANT 4.47 £ 013 Beenumsnszaeiisous Aedsan
innfigeRerufl 1 = + 32 50%unALA 2 = + 0.20 Uaz AU 3 = + 0.10 AU TiasesidaeiSvesiaresn
FUsziuAudl 1 wazeufl 2 SA1UssnaemRaRIeABLLUUNAURBYARILL = 014 Uay 0.08 AUfl 3 = 0.22
prdu Fauandlusnsned 2



314 | U9 12 atufl 1 (UnT1AY - Lwweu 2560) wassell auashuiuinevaue

M397 2 HensUsshauAmLea G BULUUNA Useeaziul Yase1sdiaoumeiinviewnaen

ratee 1 2 3 . 28 Max Min Mean all Xt S.D
ratees
rater
1 4.00 4.05 4.00 .. 3.76 4.86 371 4.33 -0.14 0.32
2 4.62 4.48 448 ... 4.00 4.71 3.95 4.39 -0.08 0.20
3 4.76 4.76 476 .. 4.67 4.86 4.33 4.69 0.22 0.10
Mean all rater 4.75 4.40 4.57 ... 4.59 q4.47 0.13
di 026 009 009 0.10

n = 28, waewAn;: ratee wnutnAnwildsunisussdunsuuRen $1uiu 28 e, rater unueEGAOUNIAUTUR
AUT 1 99 3, X U1l ANUSZINUANNARIAAAULUUNAUAREAZLUL

22 mievdpaeanuin AadsAziaameNgs = 424 Aufl 1 fandedeuminAindevengy
=-29 AU 2 uazaui 3 TeeRnnniAeasueng = 022 uag 0.13 mudiu dnadesusnesguwuii
fimsnszanevesAziuseUY ARABTeINANAe 4.24 + 0.09 AUT 2 ALl 1 uagaudl 3 fimsusudiunsuuulaed
NITINYVDIATUUTOUS Aade = +0.16, + 0.19 kag +0.26 AUEIRU dlofiansandedsvesianedanuin
Fussidiueil 1 SAmssnaemunaandsuiuunaUasRzLLL -0.30 AT 2 Uag 3 = 021 Uag 008 Ay
Fapnsd 3

MTNT 3 NAMTUTENAUAPLAR AR BLLUUNA UdosAzuLl Yes01938Eaeumau URMmitevd waen

ratee 1 2 3 28 Max Min Mean all Xy S.D
ratees

rater
1 4.00 4.05 400 ... 3.81 4.29 3.43 3.95 0.30 0.19
2 4.57 4.57 419 ... 4.43 4.71 4.00 4.46 0.21 0.16
3 4.76 3.81 4a.57 ... 4.62 4.76 3.62 4.33 0.08 0.26
Mean all rater 4.44 4.14 a25 ... 4.29 4.24 0.09
di 020 010 001 0.04

n = 28, MuBWAR: ratee ununAnwnlasunsUssliunsURURNY 911U 28 Ay, rater unue191EEARUNAUUR
AU 1 99 3, X WU AUSTINUANAIAAABULUUNAUG DAL LY

3. HAMTIATIVIATINARNAR ITEVINUsERIUYReSEE AouNMAU URWU M avIeRn
3.1 Mevenaen NTANALTTOUE NUTANITIuEAIUALENINSEuNSIENSEUIUNS
WeUA ICC= 0.27 (95% CI =-0.93 - 0.49) pruaninsatunsuf UAnanssumenunalleudiiusseauliunans
ICC =044 (95.00% CI=-0.04 - 0.72) Ansanansalumsinsieadioans ICC = -0.68 (95% Cl = -2.16 - 0.16) 9551UTIU
AN ICC = -0.26 (95%C1 = -1.35 - 0.38) MHAUIALDA ICC = 0.35 (95.00% Cl=-0.22 - 0.68) UaznsUsziung
MsURURNIMETLTA ICC = 0,04 (95.00% I =095 - 0.48)  FauandlupnsIan 4
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9indausiiiu ICC (3,3) 95% Cl
1. MNaNsalunIslUn Tz UIUNITNEIUIS -0.27 -0.93-0.49
2. anannsalumMsuuRnanssuneua 0.44 -0.04-0.72
3. Auanansatunsinsedeans -0.68 -2.16-0.16
4. 9359UTTIVTN -0.26 -1.35-0.38
5. ANTWAILIAULDY 0.35 -0.22-0.68
6. M3UsuduNan1sUURANITNeIUa -0.04 -0.95-0.48

32 MUEVAIARATNTUINUALTIOUE WUITELTIaUZATUA AN TalunsTgnsEUIUNg
WeUIA ICC= -0.04 (95% CI = -0.96-0.48) AnuanusaiumsuUananssumena  ICC = 0.32(95.00% Cl=
11.47-0.35) avwannselunshasiedeans ICC = -0.15 (95% Cl = -1.49-0.47) 955610550391 TN ICC = 0.04
(95%Cl = -0.81-0.52) NMIFHAUINULBY ICC = -0.41 (95.00% Cl= -1.65-0.30) kazn15UseLl UNaNITURURNT
WA ICC = 0.18 (95.00% CI = -1.22:0.41) Fauandlusmsadi 5

M990 5 mamTeTeiARiauEenad ey 1w Ustlueestiaeumauf Uavievid seaen

Wiadausuidiu ICC (3,3) 95% Cl
1. anuanunsalunistdnsguiunisneiua -0.04 -0.96-0.48
2. pnuansatumMsuuRfanssuneIua -0.32 -1.47-0.35
3. muannsolunsiadedeans -0.15 -1.49-0.47
4. AITHIWTTNIVIN 0.04 -0.81-0.52
5. MINAUIAULDY -0.41 -1.65-0.30
6. MsUsEluNansURURNSNEIUIa -0.18 -1.22-0.41
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AweAENNTian sesande Auil 1 uazauil 2 sudu Jussidiuaui 1 Jdssnaunnueaandou
wuunavdesaruuuiiniAduas (negative leniency error) ionanzuuu Q’ﬂimﬁuﬂuﬁ yIGH
3 fAUszanununaaiAdeuLUUNA Yaesazuuugenitamuidugis (positive leniency error) wie
RRELETN

HANSANMIANNABAAS BI3EMI K UTERILYRRINEHaaunAUf UR o miteviesnaen uaz
whendenasn a1 ICC Anauludlnguansirianuldaonndssveinisuseifiuednadussuu
(systematic disagreement) senin95UseLdlY (Hallgren, 2012) wansdamanisuszuiildlulufianig
Wieaturete191sdEUsuId

aAuTENa

foyaidowuiinuiteasdfasuniafiflumeriosnasn uarndsnaeniivszaunisel
nsdeuiLanssiuegsnnsedliiiuszaunisainisaoumanguiluaudsiuszaunsaiinn Jadei
fmnudfydenananinnisusziiunisujiaany annismuniuissanssuisafunsuseiy
aaUFRlutnAnyineruiaiiclusaginasemanunisdneduaanmaesdUsedutiosuin
dnilvadumsitauniesesionldlunisussdiumnnninfiosAnuduseiiiu @ossad nenadius, 2549;
35101 mé’mqm’é, 2544; atigynyn ABN3ENA, 2554) F9enAIBg1aN1IANYIlua1wINIINSAnYY 1Hu
AsAnwIveI LY, LULees, Tnawas Wndu (Kaufman, Baer, Cole, & Sexton, 2008) ¥11n15ANWN
anuaenndesvesUsziiulunmsusuiiunadou lu 2 nguAenguiiiniundsivgy waznguditlaisl
Uszaunisailunisusziiiu manisuseiiulinunnuaenadesvesnislinzuuusevinsfussidud
Benvgiuiussiuilidussaunisel uazwuimanuaeaadosiuszrinegussiduilifussaunisal
fiAein (low interrater reliability) wagliidenndeafunziuuesfiioany viensdnwives v15im
g8 wagn1sAnwIves au ( Kaufman, 2010; Lim, 2011) wudw@:ﬂszLﬂuﬁﬁmmsﬁmmaﬁzﬁmﬁﬂm
AYUUL a'aué"ﬂizLﬁuﬁlﬂﬁﬂixaumiai%ﬁmiﬂéamzLLuu Li’jmmﬂé’ﬂimﬁuﬁﬁmmLs?imngsjamﬁ
arudlaludomarszroimsvsndu Wilalunasimsssifusesiiaauiiilalunsl dinasins
Uszilly waganansausnaulnisausousenannslddanaliainnisnszaredivesaziuuiiman
umsmsUszidiy Tuvasdifussduiielmiazlifinnandlanidaau lifinrwsiulalunslfazuu uay
ndmsiiamnuianiaiusaidulifgnussiium ainliasuuunssqndfisefuazuuunansvidogs v
Tilslaunsauwenausng ausauaanainiule (Sweedler-Brown, 1985 cited in Barkaoui, 2010)

A1 1CC Anaunansdannudaudaiuseninduszdiueginluseuu (systematic ) Aotinu
Faudsruegreinds lWldiAnuuudy (random) A ICC Aifidnaann vsediAnauarviouinnisussdi
lildnaunmannanvndfey 2 Ysenisiie 1) fuszdiuladuniswSeudnenmimunisussduldiisans
(not well trained rater) %30 2) in3esilevidauvuyszfiuililunisussiulilésunsiounudnvus
fisme (Rousson, Gasser, & Seifert, 2003) aenndesiun1sdnwdaymveinisuseidiuninufualy
nAnwmeuiavedlaiuadu waging inuianududmisvessyiiudutammndnvesnisyseiiiu
wazdsradsnsfvuansansfnw Jaldasuuunufiilunsuitam 3 uwnede 1) WanieTesle
lummegeurinueu iR uay asldsuialunisusaiiu 2) IEnsUsslunaneislinslditnisifen
wag 3) MstneuTtesEdeun AU UAlANud lalinssiuluinaeinisusediy (Donaldson &
Gray, 2012) fatudeyannmamsdnuiaguléimaveseuaenndesiusenieUssiduiifimnay
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Tudaqtiu Feoreviluneinufoidug wazamsianseilifianugniesmuvdnnisveslunanis
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