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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects (N=715)
Characteristics Category N(%)
Gender Male 63( 8.8)

Female 652(91.2)
Age <20 246(34.4)
21-22 370(61.7)
23-24 63( 8.8)
2b< 36( 5.0)
College 3-year nursing college 360(50.5)
4-year nursing college 365(49.5)
Economic status Well-to do 15( 2.1)
Average 423(59.2)
Poor 277(38.7)
Religion Protestant 200(28.0)
Catholic 84(11.7)
Buddhist 123(17.2)
None 308(43.1)
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects(continued) (N=715)
Characteristics Category N(%)
Participation in religious activity Most active 20( 2.8)

Active 160(22.4)
Somewhat active 73(10.2)
Least active 62( 8.7)
None 300(42.0)
Number of siblings Only child 0( 2.8)
One sibling 323(45.2)
Two siblings 214(29.9)
Three siblings 89(12.4)

] More than four siblings 69(9.7)
Medical workers in family members Yes 94(13.1)
No 621(86.9)
Patients or the dead in family Yes 270(37.8)
member No 445(62.2)
Experience of blood donation Yes 380(63.1)
No 335(46.9)
Student group Yes 145(20.3)
No 570(79.7)
Participation in student group activity Most active 30( 4.2)
Active 83(11.6)
Somewhat active 20( 2.8)
Least active 12 1.7)
) None 570(79.7)
Kinds of student group activity Volunteering activity 36( 5.0)
Hobby 480 6.7)
Education and research 10( 1.4)
Alumni meeting 15( 2.1)
Others 36( 5.0)
None 570(79.7)
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Table 2. Characteristics Related to Biomedical Ethics of Subjects (N=715)
Characteristics Category N(%)
Ethical values Very firm 49( 6.9)

Sometimes confused 297(41.5)

Depend on the situation 362(50.6)

Not realistic 7(1.0)

The experience of hearing for Yes 703(98.3)

biomedical ethics No 2(0.3)

Not interested 10( 1.4)

Source for information or knowledge TV 306(42.8)

of biomedical ethics Book, newspaper, magazine 102(14.3)

School class 266(37.2)

Internet 310 4.3)

Training, Lecture 5(0.7)

Others 5(0.7)

The quantity and quality of biomedical Enough 65(9.1)

ethics in the current curriculum Not enough 650(90.9)

The experience of conflict for Yes 372(51.4)

biomedical ethical problem in subjects No 320(44.8)

Not interested 28( 3.2)

The possibility of increasing ethical Yes 680(95.1)

problem according to the development No 25( 3.6)

of the life science Not interested 10( 1.4)

Table 3. Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics of the Subjects (N=715)

. . . 3-year nursing 4-year nursing Total
Biomedical ethics colleges(n=360) colleges(n=355) (h=715)
Right to life of fetus 3.28+.48 3.29+.47 3.29+ .48
Artificial abortion 2.68+.31 2.79+.31 2.74% 32
Artificial insemination 3.06+.37 3.10+.34 3.08+.33
Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 3.18+.37 3.08+.36 3.13+.39
Right to life of newborn 3.31+£.48 3.30+.47 3.31+.46
Euthanasia 2.82+ 42 2.80+.41 2.81+ .41
Organ transplantation 2.83+.31 2.82+.33 2.83+.32
Brain death 2.79+.30 2.68+.32 2.73+.31
Human biotechonology 2.99%.32 3.00+.34 3.00+.33
Total 2.99+.22 2.98+.24 2.99+.23
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Table 4. Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics by Characteristics of Subjects (N=715)
Characteristics Categories Mean S.D t/F p
Gender Male 141.21 12.14 -1.62 .084

Female 146.91 9.92
Age <20 144.39 8.71 2.89 .044
21-22 146.85 10.34
23-24 147.97 12.17
26< 148.51 8.68
College 3-year nursing college 146.51 10.78 1.48 243
4-year nursing college 146.02 11.76
Economic status Well-to do 143.85 11.87 2.38 101
Average 146.61 9.49
Poor 148.34 11.73
Religion Protestant 148.16 9.44 5.76 (.001
Catholic 148.22 10.88
Buddhist 146.28 9.03
None 145,54 9.85
Others 137.00 13.75
Participation in Most active 149.35 9.87 4.29 .001
religious activity Active 149.23 12.30
Somewhat active 147.08 10.18
Least active 146.79 8.67
Number of siblings Only child 149.22 9.79 1.88 126
One sibling 146.00 10.62
Two siblings 147.92 9.54
Three siblings 147.08 8.45
More than four siblings 145.92 9.91
Medical workers in family  Yes 146.56 8.652 -.44 730
members No 146.89 10.16
Patients or the dead in Yes 147 .51 10.16 1.53 .166
family member No 146.46 9.83
Experience of blood Yes 147.23 9.71 1.23 247
donation No 146.42 10.23
Student group Yes 147.14 9.78 74 528
No 146.67 9.88
Participation in student Most active 148.90 3.80 2.1 .095
group activity Active 144.92 9.78
Somewhat active 142.94 8.49
Least active 145.91 10.48
Kinds of student group Volunteering activity 144.88 9.28 4.95 {.001
activity Hobby 142.49 9.56
Education and research 138.60 6.86
Alumni meeting 143.00 12.74
Others 148.40 9.26
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Table 5. Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics by Characteristics Related to Biomedical Ethics

of Subjects (N=715)
Characteristics Categories Mean S.D t/F p
Ethical values Very firm 152.36 9.95 14.38 {.001
Sometimes confused 147.98 9.97
Depend on the situation 1456.37 9.16
Not realistic 139.17 14.14
The experience of hearing Yes 147.01 9.80 7.73 .001
for biomedical ethics No 144.75 9.63
Not interested 137.80 13.69
Source for information or TV 147.01 8.86 2.57 10
knowledge of biomedical Book, newspaper, magazine 147.66 9.50
ethics School class 146.61 10.22
Internet 148.54 12.79
Training, Lecture 142.60 21.11%
Others 141.73 8.67
The quantity and quality of Enough 149.49 9.74 7.68 {.001
biomedical ethics in the Not enough 144 88 9.80
current curriculum
The experience of conflict Yes 147.48 9.23 16.12 (.001
for biomedical ethical No 146.97 10.25
problem in subjects Not interested 138.15 11.45
The possibility of increasing  Yes 147.94 9.18 19.66 (.001
ethical problem according to  No 143.85 11.13
the development of the life Not interested 141.22 10.85
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Table 8. The Predicting Variables of Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics of Subjects

(N=715)
Variables 8 t ) R® F
Ethical values 122 58.15 {.001
The quantity and quality of biomedical ethics in the 020 47.74 {001
current curriculum
Religion 017 3850 (o001 V& 4303
Age .010 34.13 {.001
The experience of hearing for biomedical ethics .008 18.96 {.001
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ABSTRACT

Factors Affecting the Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics
of the Nursing Students

Kwon, Yunhee(Full-Time Lecturer, Department of Nursing, Taegu Science College)

Objectives: This study sought to provide basic data for the establishment of a desirable
sense of ethics in medical service by analyzing the consciousness of biomedical ethics of
nursing students. Methods: Subjects were nursing students selected from four-year and
three-year nursing colleges(n=355 and 360, respectively) in D city and G buk-Do region.
The Data was analyzed using t-test, one-way ANOVA, and multiple regression. Results: The
average point of the consciousness of biomedical ethics was 2.99. As result of analyzing
general and specific aspects of the consciousness of biomedical ethics, statistically significant
differences were found in age, religion, participation in religious activity, kinds of student
group activity in subjects, ethical values, experience of hearing for biomedical ethics,
quantity and quality of biomedical ethics in the current curriculum, the experience of conflict
for biomedical ethical problem in subjects. The predicting variables that influence the
consciousness of biomedical ethics, ethical values, quantity and quality of biomedical ethics
in the current curriculum, religion, age. and experience of hearing for biomedical ethics.
Conclusions: An arbitration program that could promote either changeable or controllable
ethical values must be considered with attention to the significant variables that can

promote the consciousness of biomedical ethics of nursing students.

Key words : Ethics, Nursing students
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