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Spiritual Well-Being and Perception of
Death in Nursing Students

Hiun Ju Lee, M.AA., RN.

Department of Medical Informatics, Hyechon College

Purpose: A quantitative descriptive study aimed to identify the relationships between spiritual
well-being and perception attitudes of death in nursing students.

Methods: A survey was conducted and 175 data were collected. Collected data were computed and
analyzed using SPS510.0 for Win. 1) Descriptive statistics were used to identify demographic data,
and 2) both t-test and ANOVA statistics were used to figure out the relationships between spiritual
well-being /or perception attitudes of death and demographic data of the participants. 3) Pearson’s
correlation coefficient was used to identify the relationships between the two main variables.
Results: 1) The mean of spiritual well-being score of the participants was 50.9943+10.7235.
Significant relationships between religion /or doing economic activity and spiritual well-being were
found. 2) The mean of perception attitudes of death was 204914+2.6280. There were significant
relationships between gender /or age and perception attitudes of death among participants. 3) A
strong positive relationship between spiritual well-being and perception attitudes of death of
participants was also found(r=.261, P=.000).

Conclusion: The study results shows that spiritual well-being of nursing students as caregivers of
terminal patients is important when the perception of death of terminal patients is considered.
Previous studies indicate that caregivers’ perception attitudes impact on those of terminal patients.
Therefore, it is suggested that not only perception attitudes of death and spiritual well-being in
terminal patients, but also those of caregivers are importantly required to consider in educational
programs in relation to spiritual care of terminal patients.
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of the Study
Population (N=175)

Characteristics Parameter N(%)
Gender Male 3(17)
Female 172 (98.3)

Age (yr) =19 118 (674)
20~24 48 (274)

25~29 7 (4.0)

30< 2 (LY

Having friendship  Yes 4 (25])
with the No 115 (65.7)
opposite sex Other 16 (9.2)
Residential area Urban 123 (70.3)
Rural 29 (16.6)

Other 23 (132)

Religion Christian 56 (32.0)
Catholic 17 (97)
Buddhism 30 (17.1)
None 71 (40.6)

Other 1 (0.6)

Doing economic Yes 39 (22.3)
activity No 136 (77.7)
Economic status High 3 (17)
Middle 148 (84.6)
Low 24 (13.7)
Living Extended family 25 (14.3)
arrangement Small family 146 (834)
Living alone 4 (2.3)
Health status No problems 86 (49.1)
Not special 75 (429)

Have problems
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Table 2. Spiritual Well-being Score of the Respondents (N=175)

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Spiritual well-being

220 26.00 80.00 50.9943 10.7235
Table 3. Perception Attitudes of Death Score in the Respondents (N=175)
Perception attitudes N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. deviation
of death 175 14.00 29.00 20,4914 26280




Table 4. The Respondents’ spiritual Well-being and Perception Attitudes of Death Score according to
Demographic data (N=175)

Spiritual well-being Perception attitudes of death
Characteristics
M+5D torF P M£SD torF P
Gender Male 53.3316.66 515 002 2000600 1809 037
Female 50.95+10.79 20501257
Age (y1) =19 50.18 £10.66 1174 243 2025250 2219 008
20~24 53.08+10.89 20,67 +2.63
25~29 48141679 2243+3.60
30< 59.00£19.79 24.00+2.83
Having friendship with  Yes 51.81+10.95 1230 187 2084+249 819 656
the opposite sex No 509711099 20371274
Other 48401818 2053 +2.74
Residential area Urban 50.29+£10.82 978 5200 20284253 780 .698
Rural 51.28:+9.22 2031+3.05
Other 54.23:+11.96 20.32+3.05
Religion Christian 58.99+11.40 2576 000 2088286 1018 439
Catholic 51.82::829 2041+173
Buddhism 47.80+9.39 20431218
None 46.15+7.55 20.00+.00
Other 51.00£0 20241281
Doing economic activity ~ Yes 49.21+11.98 1517 038 2054+280 9% 462
No 51.51:+10.33 20484259
Economic status High 52.67£503 1028 439 21.33+115 960 500
Middle 50.82 +10.64 2057 +2.67
Low 51.83+11.96 19924247
Living arrangement Extended family 50481714 632 959 21204243 1049 409
Small family 50.97 +11.34 20.38+2.67
Living alone 55.251+4.86 20.00+2.16
Health status No problems 51.65+8.59 1151 269 2025321 1603 078
Not special 51.80+10.77 20.67+2.55
Have problems 50.61£10.90 20.52+2.56

Table 5. Relationships between Perception Attitudes of Death Score and Spiritual Well-being in the Res-
pondents (N=175)

Spiritual well-being Perception of death
Spiritual well-being Pearson’s correlation 1.000 261*
Sig. (2-tailed) . 000
Perception of death Pearson’s correlation 261* 1.000
Sig. (2-tailed) .000

*Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level
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