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Development of Japanese Version of Practical Competency Model for Advanced Nurse
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This study aimed to develop a Rubric which is useful to evaluate education
results and a Japanese version of the “ practical” competency model for Oncology Certified Nurse
Specialist (OCNS) by visualizing the learning experience stren?thened by the “ practical”
competence of students aiming to be qualitied as OCNS. We developed a Japanese version of the Rubric

to practice advanced cancer nursing that will enable communication to develop advanced practical

skills based on the Clinical Judgment Rubric under the simulation. The simulation showed that the

model can be utilized for promoting communication in forming advanced practical skills, but there

remains challenges to improve question items that measures situations unique to clinical settings,
and verify the reliability and validity for assigning scale values.
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