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The Scolding attitude of nursing tutors and
student nurses during the clinical nursing practice

Fang Yu Yuan Tang Fu In*

Abstract Objective: To explore the scolding attitude from both
perspectives of nursing tutors and student nurses during the clinical
nursing practice. Method: This study was conducted by a cross-
sectional correlation design method. The purposive sampling was
used to select 147 Taiwan clinical nursing tutors and 372 student
nurses as the target sample. Self-report structured questionnaires
were used as the research instrument. Results: The study indicated
that nursing supervisors sometimes scold their students during the
clinical nursing practices. Student nurses considered their tutors
scolding them because of their insufficient in knowledge. The
student nurses though main reason of being scolded was that
students could not answer what their tutors have asked. Conclusion:

Both of them consider that clinical nursing supervisors will not

scold their students because of their unstable emotions.

Key words Clinical tutors Student nurse Scolding attitude




