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> Abstract <

The purpose of this study was to develop and to applicate the computerized nursing
process program using standardized languages of 155 nursing diagnoses, 87 nursing
outcomes and indicators, and 260 nursing interventions.

The program was applied to 180 patients who admitted to the medical, surgical,
neurosurgical and orthopedic wards from Feb. to March, 2003. The collected data
were analysed using frequency.

The results of this study were summarized as follows; The nursing diagnoses
tended to show higher percent in order of ‘Acute pain (26.2%)’, ‘Nausea (6.8%)’, and
‘Ineffective breathing pattern (5.5%)’. The nursing outcomes of ‘Acute pain’ diagnosis
tended to show higher percent in order of ‘Pain level (39.4%)’, ‘Pain control (36.1%)’
and ‘Comfort level (16.2%)’, and the nursing interventions of that, in order of ‘Pain
management (32.2%)’, ‘Analgesic administration (19.1%)’ and ‘Medication admini-
stration: IM (11.3%)’.

Key words : Nursing diagnosis, Nursing outcom, Nursing intervention, The Computerized
Nursing Process Program
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