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Perception of human caring among nursing students in Colleges and Universities Wang Jieyu, Sanuja Dahal, Liu Yilan, Zhang
Keke s Zhang Hongling » Wei Pian s Guo Huiling s Zhang Fengjian, Mao Jing s Xu Hui. Nursing Department , Union Hospi-
tal s Tongji Medical College » Huazhong University of Science and Technology ,Wuhan 430022, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate perception of human caring among nursing students in Colleges and Universities,so as to provide
references for developing targeted intervention. Methods A total of 600 nursing students from Colleges or Universities were investi-
gated using the self-designed Nursing Students’ Perception of Human Caring Questionnaire. Results The total score of nursing
students’ perception of human caring was 4. 03+ 0. 59, with the highest dimension score of peer caring (4. 174 0. 67) and the
lowest dimension score of environment caring(3. 844-0. 74). There were significant differences in the scores of human caring per-
ception among the students by whether being the only child or not, or by educational background and college year (P<C0. 05, P<<
0.01). Conclusion Nursing students’ perception of human caring in school is high, but their perception of environment caring is
relatively low. Students who are not the only child, who are undergraduate and having senior college year perceive lower human ca-
ring. So, human caring strengthening program should be conducted in nursing schools to improve caring environment and nursing
students’ perception of human caring.
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