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Nursing students' comprehensive evaluations to
clinical instructors
Gao Xiao Ling Wong On On* Cheong Choi Sim

Tsang Hung Yin** He Zhong*** Leong Sok Man***

Abstract Objective: To evaluate nursing students’ evaluating the
clinical instructors and analyse the results among different years of
the nursing students. Method: The 102 nursing students of Kiang
Wu Nursing College of Macau were investigated with questionnaires.
Result: The total average score was 3.01. Among the four classified
average score for clinical instructors, the grade for their personal
characteristics was the highest, and the ability of teaching was the
lowest. Among the 20 evaluating items, the average score for the
ability to supply practical working chance was the highest. The
appropriateness of teaching activity offered in fulfilling the practice
requirements of nursing students was the lowest. The evaluation
given to clinical instructors among the nursing students of 3 years
was significantly different.

Key words Nursing student Clinical instructor Evaluation
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