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[ Abstract] Objective To understand the current situation of occupational exposure and occupational safety
attitudes among nursing students in Kunming Medical University, and to find effective interventions to improve
nurses' occupational safety, and to reduce occupational exposure. Methods 854 students in Kunming Medical
University were investigated by a questionnaire survey, including Demographic characteristics, Occupational
exposure conditions, Occupational safety attitude and Gathers, quit intention . The correlations between
occupational safety attitudes and occupational exposure were analyzed with Simple Linear Correlation. Results
There were 94.30% female respondents, and only 5.70% male respondents. The average age of respondents was
22.52 £2.90 years. The Simple Linear Correlation analysis showed that correlation between Negative attitude and
occupational exposure was positive correlated, the occupational exposure and Support from managers, and
Optimistic were negative correlation (P <0.05) . Conclusions Occupational safety and attitude are related to
occupational exposure. Nursing students should apply standardized operation to improve the professional quality and

ability. Schools should strengthen the education of occupational protection for nursing students. Hospital management
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should regularly organize nurses to study occupational exposure protection knowledge, give full affirmation of the

nurse's achievements in the work, and offer certain reward appropriately.

[Key words ] Nursing; Occupational exposure; Occupational safety attitudes; Occupation will
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