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Comparison of Outcome Between Nursing Diagnosis of Problem Oriented
Recording Method and Focus Charting Method.
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This study was a descriptive. The primary objective was to analyze and to compare

the differences in outcomes between nursing diagnosis of problem oriented recording



method (SOAPIE) and focus charting method (DART). The design was
cross-sectional. Samples were nurses and from a district hospital in Taipei area.
Nurses who work in this hospital had experiences in using both SOAPIE and DART
recoding methods before. Instruments for data collection included a self-developed
nursing record assessment tool and satisfaction questionnaire. The data collection
period was from March to April of 2002. The response rate was 100%. Five charts
were selected for each nurse and total 200 charts were reviewed for either SOAPIE or
DART recording methods. Data were then analyzed by mean, percentage, standard
deviation, and one-way ANOVA.

The results were as follows.

1. The level of completeness for SOAPIE was 3.26 (total score was 6), but DART was
3.31.

2. The average satisfaction score was 2.71 (means satisfaction) for SOAPIE, but
2.91(means satisfaction) for DART.

3. Asignificant difference was found in satisfaction scores between SOAPIE and
DART (p =0.011). But, no significant difference was found for the level of
completeness between these two recoding methods (p >0.05).

4. The average nurse&apos;s time spending on nursing record was 88.5 minutes for
SOAPIE and 73 minutes for DART every day. For asking about what method would
choice in the future, about 80% of nurses selected , DART only 20% selected
SOAPIE.

5. Satisfaction was affected by years of unit working experience, credential, and age,
but other demographics did not. The level of completeness were affected by hospital
working experience, unit working experience, and credentials.

To sum up, the findings of this study can be used to assist clinical nursing managers to
select nursing recording methods and to simplify the contents of nursing recording

methods.



