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TH(Asai, Ohnish, Nagata, Tanida & Yamazaki, 2001; Hinkka,
Kosunen, Metsanonja, Lammi & Kellokuimpu-Lehtinen, 2001;
Sayer & Perera, 2002; The, Pasman, Onwuteaka-Philipsen,
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AL 3 2thSnelling, 2004). ©]&
QbebAtell dhgt Abslel o A9
oilzl /ARl HEE Hole
(Kim, 2000) o]#3] =L ALHL A
Abs BRG] ApdeA] owd Ae
7holl W8] B2 =go] ofr[¥ 1 lrk(Hong, 2000).
94 JEIES A7 A

%@1 234 weo

25
3k
4

- of\

_\,L

i)

=

0

o
XN oFE g

Hoie o3 oA 7
gholst e & X g9 FEI A
Ao stk Bavt ok
(Onwuteaka-Philipsen et al., 20001; Puntillo et al., 2001). 1E
o sty Satel teake TR 1% e AARE

ol

CHEIALN CHEE 2120} B

ol

BEAzEol: 183 1
JhHok e AlESo)y] wEoj
w5e Wlaae AAgeld sl
AgAdZE Y3t A5 A

=
sad AEdag @ gEld 25¢ A¥eln
_]

ATt
(Puntillo et al., 2001). °o]& &¥4 452 AYEIEE &R
o Ao upqmoﬂ Agste] APRES] nF AF EE A&
A &% YA BAfA A& A= o] FA A
et B ohKim, 2002)= el vk g e
ZEAHE Folte BAES 13¥ W AEHRE WA
Eekalata 5ol d=kate] g xmiﬂ Asli7h 2dstA

A= YA o} B k5] AT Ao
ool Ladd, Pasquerella$} Smlth(ZOOO)% 3 AEO] BT8R}
1Esb=d =9E Fle dist RS B3 AAF|n
FA AL zh= o] eIty ek 1¥EE b
Qk 2 4
2 Aol digt FEE
add el Wygoez FEH L e vddsy i)
oAE HIES o= Ay dAtel g AFrF 3] o F
AR I T Bt TEARt gabrt Adsks Exk
=23 fEd &8 devel digk 94 AT FEET
(Bunch, 2000). -FEluele] A4 5EY © desio] ket
Aol dist Falolu i 7Y o] gk Holth g%
QASofut UWRIERE &told betAte] ozl o] AFZatAl
SIS 2004 49o] A Bebiy e A w2 2000

"901 DUEAL FEAL QAL BE

=gty e ZA(HAIAAL E-mail: sonhm@mail.dongguk.ac.kr)
1 26

2]

1‘9 20049 1€ 269 AHAIEEY: 20049 12€ 219

7| 253X 11(3), 20044 12

309



g

os

o

HAZE Aoz WA vt AL EATL A
Aoz UFEHAUL ol FrlE &2 EAlCl g A
7} =97} 3 @& vKim, 2000; Park, 2000). Skl A Al
e HAl B APATE ATy, duijly JXE 2
AKKim, 2000), 2l&919] BjTvt 94 FAKHong, 2000; Kim,
2000; Kim, 2002; Kim et al, 2001; Park, 200002 =3] &
olt}, 2|2 EluglelA 2000 HARF WA R A3d
T FAREY] gtEhatel] id QA BTe] W3t dEX
Z gl 2 Fdovt ook F2AHOFE o]Hg g7 it
Aty HAE T kAl #wH HAFOY A
of B A3 Aaprl 7% Agg B89 F Y& Rog Yy

e},
et 2 dATe 28R el Ui a9 $UHEL
A @ AolA dEAbe] thet ETARY Q143 BEE I

ofatarat AlREH

o7 =5
B Qe Bae oa 7kEAR] Qe o 4 |
£2 2] 9% 2oz FAN 2R thew 2ok
o ZrEALY) QA TfE Q42 st
- YYNBAY QAR o BER SterEn
o QA ZEEAR) QR TR Aol mE QA HE
£ siehict,
o Qa ZeAte QA S4o] mE el HES she}
B,

80 g2

e <K euthanasia)
SrEbAlel F& F-8(good death)> 2v|3ic}, QFErAls
HOF 474 A} AFF FEIR ERETH &
kAR 2A7FEd0] Qe EAtellA ojudt A
shA Gk Aola ASA QEbe AT

o 55T AP A FEE Folss INE o
HEE 237 A U BEE

a7 wy

r

AL AA

=

B ATE 9 a3AtY Qe o A4 gES %
Asp] 98 AEA zAATOI,

2 Q7o opgRs AARE ) BN 2Ashe )
3

of ZF3kL Sl HAL 485%8°]

-
=
O
X
N
3
i
N
2
3
rd
olo
32 ol oax ¥R
oL o
b
t fo
S
[e3
= ofo
2o
2o
o,
e
i)
Mo 2 o o

=
2
4
=
o 5
24_‘ N
=2
2
o

s
M
ox
Frt
L

re
-
=
N
2
N,
2
X
S 0
X om o
X
2
39
v

%
T
O
&
B
=2

- bl diE A4 APt BRnRe Ba P
o FARLE el R 1Y
2T ABA R AT AR

=

A7d EHIEE o
sif ol f67NE AAT & AF didREe] AYstE
& 3ol
o QlekAle] thEt BE : Kim(2001)0) 7HEEt A=A qrEal
of Ut BT TTFE o]gagirh srehlel HE HE =
TF= 4 A9 a9 Hez pAE Jded dY A 99
g, #x Ag 99 253, AEEST 99 5%, 98

i © L=

f

\O
e
.

8 99 28F Folth o] EvE 44 Y F3E4
ARE A7t 2855 TR AXsks A& v
o & &9 A 993 A de 949 Aevh =
5 &9 A7 gAY 55 99 dE E538
detE AAstE BEE UEhdl, A¥ET 993 9
288 999 HE HAee Heth oS AYE
T2 oA o1 Ja&eld ®& wFE Fof AE
AA s AolthKim, 2001). =7 A BA AFHE

Cronbach's a=0.880]313L & AF-o]A+= Cronbach's a=0.89
o]t}

Jl2zts e x 11(3), 20044 128



ilz2M
Sgo] A% 53719 ARE ALdsty HF H4d ol&
H AEE 4327001903 SPSS 10.0 for Windows T E 718G
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BHOE FA59

g3t} AT el Aur

2, amja ket gk 2/de) Wl

A3kl om rEAlel digk Bl A
LT Al AT A BAel BE Qe s
i}o]—; t-test? one-way ANOVAZR A 3130t} T2 A
S Cronbach's a AlGE B3R

—BQHE;‘B

A2 HeH

tdAbe] dnbEel BEAE Ho Aol 27490%oH,
202941 Fo] 73.8%, 304 oA T+& 26.2%0]1UTh AEE o
27t 98.8%01% oM, TEFES ALt £l 79.6%, theh
Z90] 20.4%°130t}) FaE B}l 334%E 7 @oron
Z1Eaet Fmrb 242 28.9% otk AEA e w|Eo]
722%, HAE< ‘QH&{@W} 80.8%% 713 Skt &

v S8, 34, Fed, v 84 39 5
7} 40.5%= 7P wokth & 239 = 1d ol 5
o] 435%% JP mekon O thEoR 5 olito] 428%F
Zokeh 7] #A Aol Aol e A7t 74.8%01
T<Table 1>.
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<Table 1> Subject's general characteristics (n=432)
ltems Frequency(N) Percent(%)
age(years) 20-29 319 73.8
30-39 96 22.2
40-49 17 4.0
sex male 5 12
female 427 98.8
education college 344 79.6
university 88 20.4
religion christianity 125 28.9
catholicism 38 8.8
buddhism 144 334
none 125 28.9
marital status unmarried 312 72.2
married 120 27.8
position staff nurse 349 80.8
head nurse 83 19.2
working ward internal medicine 122 28.3
surgical unit 106 24.5
special unit 175 40.5
others 29 6.7
number of working <1 59 13.7
years(years) 1-4 188 435
> 5 185 42.8
caring experiences of yes 323 74.8
terminally ill patient no 109 252
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(Table 2> Subject's perceptions about euthanasia (n=432)
Items Yes No
Do you agree with constitution of law about euthanasia 366(84.7) 66(15.3)
Do you have positive thinking for passive euthanasia? 249(57.6) 183(42.4)
Do you have positive thinking for active euthanasia? 117(27.1) 315(72.9)
Would you accept euthanasia when you are faced with your family's end of life 257(59.5) 175(40.5)
Would you accept euthanasia when you are faced with your end of life 346(80.1) 86(19.9)

59.5%2] didAbs AEe] ke dEshtha shaler
Aol ghe] w7] Addel APE o didAte] 80.1%7F &bl
o] AL Mg wolEo)Zitkal S8kl th<Table 2>,

T AT odRbrt ckehalel sk olfe BT sk
7t 29.0%2 71 Wttt 4k 9wl dist A 20.2%, Tt
9 Bzl 18.0%, ‘A £AAY A4 133%, FAE ¥
97 11.0%, ‘Aoz 8.0%2 «o® uElgt)

= = 3
A5 S

W clgdel] WSt olfit ABY EAe] 415%E
Vg wgkth JEk W olfE wWEEHe $FAIC)%D

Agz]-tsl) 20.7%, J_*/;Ho] L:loﬂ u]—x] o}g’ 192% ‘/\/\gsl-

e UE 12.8%, TIEFUL 5.8%2 o7 Jehgod
e 2dE]x] gkolti<Table 3>,

QI2tALo| CHE! Bl

fzﬂ AT A kAol it HlE 2 TS 54.64

g3nolqleh. sidEE kAl BT M2 gl Aol

2.81(¢o.51)ﬁ, A Al 3.21(2049)%, AEEF 2.87(20.55)
A, 2831 58T 2.84(2064) ©1%TTable 4>.

{Table 4> Scores of attitudes toward euthanasia (n=432)

Minimum Maximum Mean+SD
quality of life 1.1 4.00 2.81+0.51
client's right 1.50 4.00 3.21+£0.49
respect for life 1.00 4.00 2.87+0.55
medical ethics 1.00 4.00 2.84+0.64
total 25.00 76.00 54.6418.31

<Table 3> Pros and cons for euthanasia (n=432)
Frequency  Percent QEEtAL Q1Alof HE QFPALN EHEH Ef &=
Reasons
(N) (%)
pros pain relief 100 29.0 oLat z
J = |
(N=346) loss of meaning of life 70 202 Akl die W AR E 2241605, p=0.00), TEH
being a burden to family 62 18.0 Qbatel HF2 <bEhalel] gt FA A HE-g(t=5.29, p=0.00),
loss of human dignity . 13.3 gl el W) Aol wol A& wl sl AL Y
burden for economy 38 11.0
B4= = 3 Abo] mh \R =
suffering due to symptom 27 8.0 o1 (t=13.60, p=0.00), TlgA Apdo] e B7] dgel Fo
others 2 0.5 12 W 29 QAL ME o F(=14.50, p=0.00) T-°of W=
cons respect for life 36 41.5 AR e grEhAlel] TEt BlE AAE EARoE 89 zt
(N=86)  moral sense 18 20.7 _ =
religious faith 16 192 0]::!2_7 El‘;’i‘:]' EE?J.' (d'a'/‘}' ?_]é] oﬂ U‘}%‘ 91'%}‘/\]'9’] EHE’C' EHE
possibility of revival 1 12.8 9 2E GG EAFOT HY3 xolE HUT}
lllegallty O 0.0 <Table 5>
others 5 5.8
(Table 5> Attitudes scores according to perceptions toward euthanasia (n=432)
Quality cf life Client's rights Respect for life Medical ethics Total
ltems Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
A L T L T S
constitution of law yes 366 26.51+3.68 " 366 6.50+0.96 " 366 18.03£2.64 " 366 5.80£1.21 . 366 36.846.57 .
for euthanasia no 66 18.8614.11 1413 000 66 5.95+1.09 38 000 66 1265291 1403 000 66 5.03t140 465 000 66 42.5016.70 1605 000
positive  thinking active 117 28.08+3.98 . 117 6.68£0.96 , 117 18.65£2.96 . 117 599137 . 117 59.40:751 .
for euthanasia passive 249 25.77+3.29 S8 000 249 6.42+0.94 248 001 249 17741243 310 000 249 5712112 150005 249 55.6425.70 529 000
deciding euthanasia yes 257 27.39£3.64 . 257 6.57:0.96 L 257 1853£2.50 L 257 596114 o 257 5843+6.29 "
for family's end of life no 175 22.3344.33 1311000 175 6.20£1.01 37 000 175 15.283.39 1142 000 175 52941.35 338 000 175 49.09£0.09 1360 0.00
deciding euthanasia for yes 346 2665:3.75 . 346 6522095 , 346 18062276 . 6 586120 . M6 57.09:671 .
one's own end of lie no 862005415 2 " g goreron M0 g5 pgnaass 10 g qoerar 50 00 g5 gygpngp 10 OO0

* p<0.05
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<Table 6> Attitudes scores according to general characteristics (n=432)
Quality of life Client's rights Respect for life Medical ethics Total
ltems N Mean tor N Mean tor o N Mean tor 0N Mean t or o N Mean tor
+S0 F t3D F +D  F +3D F + 5D F
o s s U5 G 9900 0 olg b0 o L B0 8 W
it S0 00 0 a3 T w0 e T I
hein LS s e 2 07w goum M M g 19 19 Ty Gt 1w Gl 09
christianity 125 24.384.76 125 630102 125 15911357 125 567126 125 5226:879
con I g e 2O 1S e 2T o 32 e
none 125 26254436 125 650101 125 18041286 125 5812118 125 56601744
it T 0 g DO B TR o IS A s
intemal
. medicine 122 24.98+5.24 122 655£1.02 122 17124348 122 563£143 12 54271944
working wrd sugery unit 106 2525433 070 049 106 633098 157 021 106 16924335 082 044 106 576:120 032 073 106 542779 049 082
special unit 204 25.60443 204 639:098 A4 17412308 M 568£120 M4 55074788
i S 0 e e T e D e S 1
s T e D ww b I w0 BT 0 B
* p<0.05
CHARRIS| UEHE S40f WE QH=IAN et B ARk AZAFEE YA} o] FEAH oz APk A%
238 gehte] Nag FRHeR Ssn Yty 47t
oidAke] ARk E4de] wWE <dEitel ek EHEE F THKim et al., 2001).
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% Uebttht=2.96, p=0.04)<Table 6>. e on BENEL 54 Aol HIFH e 1
#HE 4 Adthe FAHAA WS RSTKCuttini et al., 2004)
= 3 ST A% AT B AT 23 Aol ekl
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B dfE 2 ooo»ﬂ WA olf feuete] wakd dr oz AYOl} 5F T AT AR FrlA dBE HE
A FollM At tiet HEALY] IAF HET 0B A g3 glol, Ad=Atel thall AHAolw ALse @ FE-elA
s AEAS Seka] A9 ARG UV} AAE =AZ a3 Jou fHUTe ¢ 234
2 AT gz At digt A Y] el 84.7% Qbetate] theh =ojutA R 7¥A] Rtk Aol
b Batm Qo 233 dehle) 57.6%) AT 2 EH 2 AT A molF: Avgls @E ol
A e, A3 A 29%) WAL FAEL Wl AR WE s95%7k AT tiA Aol @
BHeE B uEt sl HdFAE gigew ¢ 3o ARE WE 80.1%7F dEAFE A"ty Est
Kim 20018 AFolA 63.0%7F A3 EAE Alsta ek ol LAk Wi abAA L TtEHTE B A
b3 ST B AT dase BaNEA | 9sa) 9 AgH AEE Bew Aok AL YFAE Ao 4%
AelA zAbEo] R AR st HAA] A @] o gt a3 &) e dEe 4A ¢on AgE Mg
Foll A7 <=l Alde gatrt= @ AAE B9 off A AR B4, thE 7Hset el 1, ¥4 ¥
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Stichele, Mortier, & Deliens, 2004; Hong, 2000;
Kim, 2000; Kim et al., 2001) ¥ A7 ZAxe} At 1
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Perceptions and Attitudes of Nurses toward Euthanasia

Son, Haeng-Mi"

1) Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Dongguk University

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the perceptions and attitudes of nurses toward euthanasia.
Method: In this descriptive study, data were collected from 485 nurses using a self-report -questionnaire. The
attitudes toward euthanasia scales were composed of four sub dimensions; quality of life, client's right, respect for
life and medical ethics. The data were analyzed with descriptive and parametric statistics using SPSS WIN
program. Results: Of the nurses, 84.7% were in agreement with constituting a law for euthanasia and 57.6%
accepted passive euthanasia. Further, 80.1% would accept euthanasia for their own end-of-life situation. The most
frequent reason for pro euthanasia was pain relief, and for con, respect for life. The mean attitude score was
54.64 and that of sub dimensions were 2.81 for quality of life, 3.21 for client's right, 2.87 for respect for life,
and 2.84 for medical ethics. The nurses who were positive in their thinking about euthanasia had higher attitude
scores. Among general characteristics of the nurses, attitudes scores were significantly different according to
religion. Conclusion: Although many nurses had a positive concept of euthanasia, they still have ethical dilemmas
in life-sustaining care. Therefore training programs on moral rights are necessary to provide guidelines for
end-of-life care.
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