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����ra�� 
 
��s�ruc�i�� s�ruc�ur�d clinic�l ����in��ion is � for� of �ul�i� s���ion ����in��ion of clinic�l su���c� �nd i� is � �od�rn ���� of ����in��ion 
of��n us�d in ���l�� sci�nc�s �o �ss�ss clinic�l s�ill ��rfor��nc� � co�����nc� in s�ills� ��is s�ud� ����in�d ��� s�ud�n��s ���i�ud� �o��rds 
�S�� ����od of ���lu��ion �nd �o ����nd ��� �osi�i�� �i�� ��ong ��� s�ud�n�s� ���e���l� � �e��o��� ��� r�s��rc� ���ro�c� us�d for 
��is s�ud� ��s �u�n�i���i�� ���ro�c� �nd ��� d�sign s�l�c��d ��s d�scri��i�� s�ud� d�sign� �� using con��ni�n� s���ling ��c�ni�u� �� 
s���l�s of nursing s�ud�n�s ��r� s�l�c��d for ��is s�ud�� �e�ul��� ��is s�ud� r�sul�s s�o�s ���� ��ong �� s���l�s ��� ��longs �o 
f��our��l� ���i�ud�� ��� ��longs �o n�u�r�l ���i�ud� �nd ��� ��longs �o unf��our��l� ���i�ud� �o��rds �osi�i�� ���i�ud�� ��� ��longs �o 
f��our��l� ���i�ud�� ��� ��longs �o n�u�r�l ���i�ud� �nd ��� ��longs �o unf��our��l� ���i�ud� �o��rds n�g��i�� ���i�ud� of �S��� ���r�ll 
��is s�ud� found ���� s�ud�n�s g�n�r�ll� ��rc�i�� �S�� �s � �osi�i�� ����ri�nc� in �gr����n� �i�� ��� s�l�c��d �ools� 
�

����ord�� �bje�tive�Stru�tured��lini�al�Examination��Attitude. 
 

 
 

In�rodu��ion  
 

�S�E�means��bje�tive�Stru�tured��lini�al�Examination.��t� is�a�

�orm�o��multi��station�examination�o���lini�al�subje�t.��t�was��irst�
des�ribed� by��arden� et� al� in� 19�5.�S�E� is� a�modern� type� o��

examination�o�ten�used�in�health�s�ien�es�to�assess� �lini�al� skill�

per�orman�e� �� �ompeten�e� in� skills� su�h� as� �ommuni�ation,�

�lini�al� examination,� medi�al� �� nursing� pro�edures,�

pres�ription,�exer�ise�pres�ription�and�interpretation�o��results.�
�

� A��rame�work��or�the�development�o���lini�al��ompeten�e�has�

been�des�ribed��Miler�1990��whi�h�outlines��our�levels�at�whi�h�

a�learner��an�be�assessed.�Preparation��or��S�E�is�very�di��erent�

�rom� preparing� �or� an� examination� on� theory.� �n� an� �S�E,�
�lini�al�skills�are�tested�rather�than�pure�theoreti�al�knowledge.�

�t� is� essential� to� learn� �orre�t� �lini�al�methods��then� pra�ti�e�

repeatedly�until�one�per�e�t�the�methods.�
�

� Marks�are�awarded��or�ea�h�step�in� the�method��hen�e�it� is�

essential�to�disse�t�the�method�into�its�individual�step,�learn�the�

step��then�learn�to�per�ormed�the�steps�in�se�uen�e.��t�is�o�ten�

very�help�ul�to�pra�ti�e�in�small�groups�with��olleagues,�setting�

a�typi�al��S�E�s�enario��timing�it�with�one�person�role�playing�

a� patient,� one� person� either� observing� or� �ommenting� on�

te�hni�ue�or�even�role�playing�the�examiner�using�a�simple�mark�
sheet.�
�

� Main�out�ome�measures�were�student�per�eption�o���

examination� attributes,� whi�h� in�luded� the� �uality� o��

instru�tions� and� organization,� the� �uality� o�� per�orman�e,�
authenti�ity�and�transparen�y�o��the�pro�ess,�and�use�ulness�o��

the� �S�E� as� an� assessment� instrument� �ompared� to� other�

�ormats.�
�

�aterial�and��ethods�
�

A� �uantitative� resear�h,� Des�riptive� study� design� was�

undertaken� among� nursing� students� studying� in� sele�ted�
nursing� edu�ational� institutions� in� Pudu�herry.� �he� variables�

explored� under� study�were� students� attitude� towards� �S�E�

method�o�� evaluation� among� study�parti�ipants.�A� total�o�� 63�

nursing�students�o��both�gender�and�willing�to�parti�ipate�were�

sele�ted�by�using�simple�random�sampling�te�hni�ue.�A�reliable�

stru�tured��uestionnaire�was�used�to�gather�data.��he�responses�

�or�all�items�o�� tool�was��ategorized�as��orre�t�responses��s�ore�
1��and�wrong�responses��s�ore�0��respe�tively.��he��olle�ted�data�

was��oded,� tabulated�and�analyzed�as�per�obje�tives�by�using�

des�riptive� �mean,� SD�� and� in�erential� statisti�s� �t�test,� �hi�

s�uare�test�and��o��e��i�ient�o���orrelation��wherever� re�uired,�

p�0.05�was��onsider�as�statisti�ally�signi�i�ant.�
�

� �e� should� assess� the� student�s� attitude� towards� �S�E�

method�o��evaluation.�
�

Result�
�
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�a�le-1��Per�entage�Distribution�o��Demographi��Variables.�
�

Demographic�Varia�les� �re�uency� Percentage�

Age�
���18��ears�

���19��ears�

����20��ears�

�

13�

41�

09�

�

20.63��

65.08��

14.30��

Se��
����Male�

�����emale�

�

13�

50�

�

20.63��

�9.3���

�

�he�above�table�shows�that,�
�

��20.63��were�in�the�age�o��18�years,�65.08��were�in�the�age�o��

19�years�and�14.30��were�n�the�age�o��20�years.�

��20.63��were�males�and��9.3���were��emales.�
�

�
�

�ig��1��Distribution�o��demographi��variables�o��the�students��age�.�

�
�ig�����Distribution�o��demographi��variables�o��the�students��sex�.�

�

�nte�p�etation:�
�

�osi�ive����i���e:�
�

Strongly�
agree�

Agree� �eutral� Disagree�
Strongly�
disagree�

14.60�� 41.2��� 22.86�� 12.30�� 8.9���

�

�ega�ive����i���e:�
�

Strongly�
agree�

Agree� �eutral� Disagree�
Strongly�
disagree�

19.06�� 16.03�� 21.59�� 2�.14�� 16.18��

�

�
�ig�����Positive�Attitude�o���ursing�Students�towards��S�E�Method�o��

Evaluation.�

�

�
�ig������egative�Attitude�o���ursing�Students�towards��S�E�Method�o��

Evaluation.�

�

Discussion�
�

�S�E� has� be�ome� the� gold� standard� tool� �or� evaluating� the�

�lini�al��ompeten�y�o��medi�al�and�other�health�pro�essionals�in�

many� institutions� worldwide.� �verall� this� study� �ound� that�

students� generally� per�eive� �S�E� as� a� positive� experien�e� in�
agreement.�
�

� �onsidering� the� overall� per�entage� o�� positive� attitude�

55�belongs� to� �avourable� attitude,� 23�� belongs� to� neutral�
attitude�and�22��belongs�to�un�avourable�attitude.��en�e�more�

number�o��students�are��avourable�towards�positive�attitude�o��

�S�E.�
�

� �onsidering� the� overall� per�entage� o�� negative�

attitude35�belongs� to� �avourable� attitude,� 22�� belongs� to�

neutral� attitude� and� 43�� belongs� to� un�avourable� attitude.�

�en�e� more� number� o�� students� are� un�avourable� towards�

negative�attitude�o���S�E.�
�

� By�this�study�we��an�able�to�understand�that�some�number�o��

students�have�poor�attitude�towards��S�E�evaluation.��his�poor�

attitude�o��the�students�should�be�improved�to�be�ome��lini�ally�

�ompetent� in� �uture.� Attitude� o�� students� were� mu�h� more�
important�to�be�ome�an�e��i�ient�sta���nurse�in��uture.�
�

� �his�was�demonstrated�by�the�positive�responses�regarding�
standardization��airness,�pra�ti�ality�and�use�ulness�o��the�exam.�

Studies� �ound� that� although� stress�ul,� �S�E� was� highly�

a��eptable� to� students� was� better� re�eived� than� many� other�

examination�types,�tested��lini�al�skills�and�allowed�students�to�

identi�y�weakness.��nade�uate�prior�guidelines,�inade�uate�time�

�or� stations,� newness� o�� the� assessment� �ormat� and� vague�

instru�tions�were�the�main��auses��or�stress�in�our�studies.�
�

� Ade�uate�preparation�o���S�E�by�students�was��ound�to�be�

a�method�to�over�ome�anxiety�and��ear�o��examination.�Students�

in�this�study�tend�to�think�that��S�E�evaluates�a�wide�variety�o��
�lini�al� skills� and� they� per�eived� exam� s�ores� to� be� truly�

re�le�tive�o���ompeten�e�in��lini�al�skills.�
�

� �hey�agree�that��S�E�is��air,�well�administered,�stru�tured�

and�se�uen�ed,�allowing�students�to��ompensate�in�some�areas�

and�minimize��ailing�and�provide�opportunities��or�learning�and�

is�a�true�measure�o��the�essential�skills.�

�

Conclusion�
�

�his� study� reveals� that� out� o�� 63� samples� �55��� belongs� to�
�avourable� attitude,� 23�� belongs� to� neutral� attitude� �� 22��

belongs� to� un�avourable� attitude� towards� �S�E.� �verall� this�

study��ound�that�students�generally�per�eive��S�E�as�a�positive�

experien�e�in�agreement.�
�
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