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ANALYSIS OF THE ROLE AND EFFECT OF INTEGRATING
IDEOLOGICAL AND POLITICAL EDUCATION IN THE TEACHING
PROCESS OF INTERNAL MEDICINE NURSING

ZHOU Zhengxiang
( Department of Pediatric Nursing Yiyang Medical College , Yiyang , 413000 China )

Abstract: Objective:To study the role and effect of integrating ideological and political education into the teaching process
of internal medicine nursing. Methods:The subjects of this study were 80 nursing students who studied in our school from 2019-
09 to 2020-04.According to whether they are integrated into Ideological and political education during teaching, they are divided
into control group (not integrated) and observation group (integrated), with 40 students in each group.The scores of the two groups
after learning, the scores of autonomous learning ability, clinical communication ability and the evaluation of teaching mode were
observed.Results:The scores of theoretical knowledge, skills assessment, professional attitude scores,and online teaching evalu—
ation scores of nursing students in the observation group were higher than those in the control group,and the difference was statis—
tically significant(P<0.05).After probation, the scores of self—learning ability and clinical communication ability of nursing stu—
dents in the observation group were higher than those in the control group, and the recognition of teaching mode was also higher
than that in the control group (P< 0.05).Conclusions:The integration of Ideological and political education into the teaching pro—
cess of internal medicine nursing will help to improve the learning effect of nursing students, effectively cultivate their profession—
al attitude and improve their professional quality, and improve the teaching quality.
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Table. 1 compare the scores of the two groups (x % s, points)
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Table. 2 compare the scores of autonomous learning ability between the two groups (x £ s,scores)
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Table. 3 Comparison of clinical communication ability scores of each group (x + s,score)
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Table. 4 Comparison of teaching evaluation of each group [n =40, (n,%)]
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