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1. 7o ey 717} AEA E& ofnlgitt, AR vt AEES]
ByA 7E YAl AT 3 ekl of

SEvtEhs 20079 U AF=1 1007 HE & 3l §4 A0 (Kim, 2007), AAFEE TIRIF 2 o]
shEA 2010990 1269 ooz A QAT 2.5% Zate] ERTslol] tigk wiEMd = 7ER 3 QoA it
£ Hsh= thisibgdd AYsiatt. olF thEsiits] o] vtn ZFARl nAIhdo] BEFE AFA Azt
£ Mste dEAQ Aede s 3y AR A= = 7™ (Yoo, 2009), =1 thaliA] vlm4d 74
1] Ae] Aytel| 77kt =liesAl o 568 Wi ola £ FULEE HolHAL o]FLFxle} HAEo
oF 11%°ll gshe AgolFoAd 147 W3 1 A Foidel| deire tha A HESE Hole A
£, gl Sgtelg vl AENY §3HY Sol 3 AT WEH oldA Lom Ak8] AlFH oldA e
HHKorea Immigration Service Ministry of Justice, g A wZolgknk sk tHYoon & Kim, 2010).
2010). 53] =lesAte] Y72 19939 AiAsA) HEPES ez 3 25Fd] g Kim
Az} 20030 AFE ATAZ2AL] 1§ Tl # (2004) 8] A7ollA] AFefJAErt Hgto]gFrlol o=
o HE O whe} 2004 =g A Eo R AiFAlll ek AlEA Agjzre] o Atk et 7¢
A5} Hdth vlwd g2 7|3t oS thEsialE Z3old it FAAE gk ATl AAT
2 AYs7FEA Vel 19909 d 27E o (Yang, 2008) 1£3} W=, AS|AIS 2+ #3514 0|44
3kt goi7) 3R S Hla BFE 2006 o ti3k HWA (Jeong & Kim, 2012)°] Itk 3F¥x, o
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34 Aol ¥ 29 s tHIn, 2009). a4t 2&
o]F g 9= =FA 4 {FTAL dgew @
ATolME ‘jrg‘i}@"ﬂ“’ﬂ Eﬁﬂ ’\bﬂﬂ AAE 2 J
et g, 2 2 s ek g2 1 (Park,
S. H., 2011), @%"1—%’4/‘3011 3t vy Hda a5
gk 2ot Ak3lA Ag)zte]l M2 =31 AW, ¢
Folu FAYE wt o2n o5z HEWew
= 394 W7l oFHt} sl th(Jeon & Jun, 2010).

ool Al SEjutals AA Theksk Ay mE
glof el thEslAlsld] Zo] Eojgkont, FHshe Al
glo] A4d3] v-gskA Eelu AAY ¥ g 2
g AEE AR 52 AEst IS ¢ < Uk
olgg A4 FA|HQ A oMz Z Vet St
e o & AFAHo] Asta AHelu A
AL 7R geH, 7]EAHQ QAL Az AAUNA]
Zahe vekz 2 ek (Oh, K. S., 2011). ol tigt
‘ﬂo‘oh& lan|tjol S Fat A& R} Al

2 (Foster, 2008), 9938t 55420 B9} N4
]J— FEAQA tHEskd JIXEE FHske 3lo] g8
3 (In, 2009) &gtho] SgAls]o] 4], Als] &
3oz Agal] HdMe olEd ugt HukEQl
AF AR A7t age AFstn Yo (Kim & Lee,
2010) o old] nx]=] &3t d4lolt),
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A
slod AE el it :[L(Shll’l et al., 2011), zgzzo]:?
] 77 el <} 71789) (Ahn, 2008; Kim & Moon,
2011) 2 2IAK8)A 773(Ahn, Jeon, Whang, Kim, &
Youn, 2010)3} 20] o]&& thdez 3 A7t i
Fola, o] HEsle= tsAt Uizt AFEE B
259 £314 gq%‘%W}(Lee Kim, & Lee, 2012) 3%
wekale] Faka] WlgAel(Oh, W. O., 2011) thg A
BER vEe Aot wEHITIsFA s 2010d

44 @A 3ut oRe] vEspiy A7t A SdE

A g A13A At e

Zretste] 20119 A AL 25w FduEy = -
AR APHTERE 23Sl 307l mellA THEslu &
o] ArtuHE FFE T ek (Park, Y. S., 2011),
HAWAME 93 thEslusd Folv gt
W e asINEEE 2 oF s
A Zgk Aeltt,

ALE A A feueket 2ol Feelao] iz
12 Ao s Aoz A vepde g 7|zt
el ¥isl=7= At} (Parrillo & Donoghue 2005).
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Aol X AujAoln FHetn AdEe JTEY 7
ojuf 7ix|¢} gt AR ARl APEE WA
Dworkin®} Dworkin (1999)°] 2|3t &A=
P‘o“ d7 Aol G, ApEA g% 2=l P
= &golao v 71A] B8 7RItk (Park, 2010
|5). AdrtsAdeld AAAo =Y 3o
Az F8lgk ztel7h gAY 18 Belga
olm, A AT HAA A ¥ o}t A
QA AR S 24 F e FEHO
onlgict. 2pEA of-¢-& A
%‘ﬂﬁi 2h o] He o, A e
2 Aol F
Hfo] A&HW Ajefror ¥slkd F= )
Aoltt, & AFoM= Al fEveelAr ey
THEE s, Aol 1 Ay,
A g9l Bho 2 RE] o]gdf TS on|gitt.
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2) A AglZ(social distance)

ALEA Agiztold theFet AKElA ek ARS|AQ
WAE BZo SlolA Aile] 7?*]?: A4 =g F
VARl g om ALE] LA gl
S 3gshe Hre AR daagel ol

(Yoo, 2009). & A7llX= Yoo (2009)] 2154 A
7 ARE B A7 9 SRS Hrg 247
ArE Tt ARA A T e sigdes
TaEe] Jom AlAAE wide 34 F= AlAA
AgzFet A7HEAY] AzAeS F&ske ATACl
oQld Aglztoltt.

ﬂll
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2. ol chat

168

& Ao e Gl &g 127] ZEsdEtel
g 32 A=, 394 6H 17H 4L41ﬂ N

7 #EFE ANOVA %5_—*4% %’4%& &%ﬂ&t&% G
Power 3.1.3 Z2I#$ o] &35l oH Fol+F
a¥a7] 20, A8 80 fAS] AF Ha &
= 280vg°l3it. fﬂrr’/}f\i B o] FRSE
o=z dAds|Qdrh. F
2275 Aol 4O9T7} AEH Aol AHEES
E& 95%Ath.

3. o7 =7

AFE1H AR Yoo (2009)7F vHEEY Aad
= ez st AR 12399 53 241:% o
AN Bk g5 AT 43 AR FY R
o] AHE3IATE. Yoo (2009)9] AL21A Az *Lxﬂ &
WS d8ske s Uehlie A At o
A BeAeE ol8ske 24 =8 vE
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o &3l olE°] tle BYd o] 7idstn At
5 H£3 67 Bog Ao ok =1 4% F
T2A A7t E4E AEA Arzel e e 9
o], T AFEE Yoo (2009)] dTaMe A
Al Ak8)A AglZHE Cronbach’s a=.84, 421A2 A Z}

rﬁ i)

< a=.77, 223 A AR a=. 74590 &
A= ASA Azt a=.94, AAA A=zt a:.89, 1
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Al&= SPSS WIN 17.0 program<
T A= AFE NS At
&3 B IFAAE 28 A
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AE FFE 3.7%C EFSATHTable 1).
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Subjects N=409
Characteristics Categories n (%)
Gender Male 40 ( 9.8)

Female 369 (90.2)
Religion None 197 (48.2)
Protestant 124 (30.3)
Catholic 52 (12.7)
Buddhism 33 ( 8.1)
Won-Buddhism 3 (0.7
Purpose of abroad None 257 (62.8)
tour/visitt Sightseeing/visit friends 126 (30.8)
Study/training 36 ( 8.8)
Joining international camp 17 ( 4.2)
Work/immigration 3(0.7
Visited continent? None 257 (62.8)
Asia(Japan, China, etc) 143 (35.0)
North America(USA, Canada, etc) 15 ( 3.7)
Europe(UK, Germany, etc) 7C1.7)
Oceania(Australia, New Zealand) 5 (1.2
Africa(Keyna, South Africa, etc) 3(0.7)
South America(Brazil, Chille, etc) 1(0.2)

note: numbers are excluded no responses ¥ multiple responses
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7519 HTable 2).

3. tHeRte| AlRlH Al

o FTRAZIE A A7 AL

thdae] Aleld A B3t 1.90+0.574 (89
1

1~43) 01912 319 F9el
(891: 1~4%0), TI9IA Aizke: 19840
#)°1%EH Table 3).

AAE Azl 2.06+0.584
5631 (Al 1~4

4. Chaixie] UutE S AlSIN A2l

tlgate] ks SAdel me ARlA ARk Fu
oh o=l B 8 ooteld Fq of ol met A}
ol Halth FEael A4 ARIA Ak 2.07+
0.643 02 FwE 7k 7391 1.90+0.474 Hr} &
31(£=3.10, p=.002), SH-gQl AlAA A=iz(t= 3.03,
p=.003)°]} thlH Aet(t=2.99, p=.003)IM= &
g Aol Holoh Fuel fl wee feldh A
o7k figlent 7wl B47k 1.87+ 0.48% 22 %
9 7l Hlal Egom (F=4.99, p=.002), 37394
AW ARRHE=449, p=002)°uF thelZ] Z2i3HF=4.53,

Table 2. Multiculture-related Characteristics of the Subjects N=409
Characteristics Categories n (%)
No. of foreign friends(person) None 285 (69.7)

1-2 104 (25.4)
3-4 12 ( 2.9
More than 5 8 (2.0
Duration for friendship(mon) Have no foreign friends 285 (69.7)
Less than 1 18 ( 4.4)
1-3 24 ( 5.9)
4-12 18 ( 4.4)
13-24 16 ( 3.9)
More than 24 47 (11.7)
No. of meeting for acquaintance Have no foreign friends 286 (69.7)
Mere acquaintance 27 ( 6.6)
Nodding acquaintance 39 ( 9.5)
Once or twice annually 20 ( 4.9)
Three times or more annually 14 ( 3.6)
Once or twice monthly 10 ( 2.5)
Once or twice weekly 7C17
Daily 6 ( 1.5)
Multicutural volunteer activity None 326 (80.1)
Once or twice 70 (17.2)
Three to five times 8 (2.0
Six to nine times 10 .2)
More than 10 times 2( .5
note: numbers are excluded no responses

Table 3. Social Distance of the Subjects

Domain M=SD Actual Range

Social Distance (12 items) 1.90+0.57 1-4
Physical Distance(6 items) 2.06+0.58 1-4
Personal Distance(6 items) 1.98+0.56 1-4
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p=.008), AlA& A7 (t=-2.70, p=.
A A (t=-2.45, p=. 015)01]A1E
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h= ST A=0
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5. Chaixtel c2stala SN AN Helz

(el

gEshad Sqd me AEd Azke o2
T #7929l Ael 4 Em 9=l A7) A}
2

A3kl w2 felg Aol

Bl o=l A7

7 glE 7ol 2.04£0.57H 22 Q= 9] 1.85+0.5274
3eiel A 72)

2Ht=3.02, p=.003)elrfut thelA A=Ht=3.08, p=.002)

Hr} =9kom (£=3.13, p=.002), 3k%1%

AME 742t FLg das Btk o=<l

uetre @7 W e ol 1.85+0.524, Al 1

AT

o] Aol

9] 2gF ek A2 A7t e

Fo] 1.85:0.514 0.2 177} gl vl A1) Az
o] E=kom(F=4.92, p=.008),
01D dI1A AZHF=4.72, p=.009)cM %= 9] 22

Agske] AR 71710l e

Aolz wedtt. 979l
370 m|qk el 2.02+0.57d o= 1d vigk

A AzFHE=4.60, p=

o] 1,73+

0.4183} 19 o 29| 1.86+0.50% Hr} o} oA

oz AH 7)3te] ghe TellA ARSI ARzt
oW (F=3.92, p=.021), &=¢1 F7olx k= e,

o
=%

a

Q99 A4 Aelge Pk v Fol 1d o)f 7
HIHF=3.76, p=.024), 123 tjeld A2i7he 374
nlEk o] 1 wiwtk FRTHF=3.70, p=.026) %%

(Table 5).
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2 Aoz SEAlEE
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TGS kel thekdt AAY FHAZF w2 g3 AF
38 A 55 AA HHA, olEd dig =] A+
T Hwd FHIol|ok ofg] gEofolA thekelAl zE

Hi e FAelnt.

B AN ot og

DRSS AEH A g 2AERE =
SJaizlell A, 7k = ARdATElA Bgel Ab
o5 ANt

gale A Ay HAwsh

Table 4. Social Distance according to General Characteristics of the Subjects

Social Distance

ch . . Physical Distance Personal Distance Total
aracteristics Categories
N M#SD vF M£SD vF M+SD vF
(p) (p) (p)
Gender Male 40 1.81x0.63 -1.06 1.95+0.51 -1.26 1.88*0.60 -1.20
Female 369 1.91+¥0.58 (.290) 2.07+0.59 (.207) 1.99+0.57 (.233)
Religion Have not 197 1.99+0.66 3.03 2.15%0.65 2.99 2.07+0.64 3.10
Have 212 1.82+0.46 (.003) 1.97+#0.50 (.003) 1.90+0.47 (.002)
Kinds of Have not® 197 1.99+0.66 4.49 2.15+x0.65 4.53 2.07x0.64  4.99
religion Protestant® 124 1.78+0.47 (.002) 1.95+0.52 (.004) 1.87+0.48 (.002)
Catholic® 52 1.78%0.46 1.91+£0.63 1.84+0.48
Others 36 2.02+0.40 2.15+0.38 2.09+0.37
(B/Won-B)®
a)b a’b a’b
Abroad tour Have 152 1.80£0.6b -2.70 1.96+0.60 -2.45 1.88+0.56 -2.65
experience Have not 257 1.96+0.58 (.007) 2.11+x0.57 (.015) 2.04+0.56 (.008)
Asian tour Have 143 1.81#0.6b -2.38 1.97+0.59 -2.25 1.89+0.66 -2.38
experience Have not 266 1.95+0.58 (.018) 2.10+£0.57 (.025) 2.03+#0.56 (.018)

note: B = Buddhism
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® S EAT SR A27H AlT @

25 g8l =olstu} gt # ATdlA= Yoo
(2009)¢] AFollMe}l o] AFA A=E <
o AAA HEF AAAY FeALE 5143
8 FERE @ F g des e F3
£ ARSI o]k fAker AoEeE T sk
TAEAUD st LRky PFojatel 7S
A2 (Kang & Kwak, 2012) £ %7} 9l =
Parrillo®} Donoghue (2005)¢] tollxe} 2ol Al5]#]
A A= TN FEEZ(Jeon & Jun, 2010) 1-7HL
2 Adete] AMgstert shE, 7 e onlE A
77t FAAERZ HEA7)71E 3t (In, 2009), F 7t

D o N
o H &
oo R e

T

ot AR AR AT g GA bkl B 4
T E A weAyt dEolFAd 1 A, &
A B AETE shvbe] AeFTo g Bgport 9

¢ e Agydolddt ojfe® ¢ we v X%
A7)71% Sk (Kim, 2004; Kim, 2007) &58¢ 5

AekE(Park, S. H., 2011), T F2 ZEolFo4dou
(Jeon & Jun, 2010; Kim & Lee, 2010) 91591 =%#}
o} 22 shte] Juwhs o2 (Yoo, 2009) 1=
3}, o)Ate] AFEL BFE el e s dY
o1} 9l=9l :=%2HKim, Kim, & Han, 2009)2] #4
A B ALE A Arjgtely A Eo]Fod4dE(Jung, 2010)

Al 9L BAl o 83 = sk tHLee, Choi, & ez g 3 7 A5 AlE ARt
Choi, 2010: Lim & Kim, 2011). E=8 3% ] g5 4 e AFE SURUTh ofel] & Ao} HL AL wE
T 22(Jeong & Kim, 2012; Park, S. H., 2011) &= 257 He oflolr tHEIAIE e BEY A&
Z7HLim & Kim, 2011) AZ1AY & 7le] =gk FRT] AEE ARE B TR gmel A
(Kim, 2007) A9ap7|= atx, A WA= 2E S5 X3 HAAHR WA A =ofs RuA
FES gakeld AREld WA Z(Yoon & Kim, Cig=g

2010) FHs7IE BTt o dellA o} o] a7k = & AFeA ztEdishEe] AgFde dig Ak
oA Akl Azlgdel digk A3E HZ 10d ool 2 Ak 44 el 1.90%0IAt ole 53 A
olFojxla 7 AFEnit H=ol FEAgolnt Wiy TE 0|83 AFECA AEolRIAl tigt AR
Walo] 7v7] EAo| uhet g2 EHHSeS & & 3 tishde] AKEA Aglzte] 2,514 (Jeon & Jun, 2010)°]

Table b. Social Distance according to Multiculture-related Characteristics of the Subjects

Social Distance

ch . . Physical Distance Personal Distance Total
aracteristics Categories
N MSD vk M£SD vF M+SD vF
(p) (p) (p)
Foreign friends Not have 285 1.96+0.59 3.02 2.11+0.59 3.08 2.04+0.57 3.13
Have 124 1.78+0.52 (.003) 1.92+0.54 (.002) 1.85+0.51 (.002)
No. of foreign Not have® 285 1.96+0.59 4.60 2.11£0.59 4.72 2.04+x0.57 4.92
friends One or two® 104 1.78+0.52 (.011) 1.93x0.54 (.009) 1.85+0.52 (.008)
> three® 20 1.73%£0.48 1.91+0.56 1.85+0.51
ab ab a’b
Duration for < 3 mon® 42 1.94+0.59 3.76 2.09t0.59 3.70 2.02+0.57 3.92
friendship < 1 year® 18 1.68+0.47 (.024) 1.79+0.39 (.026) 1.73x0.41 (.021)
> 1 year® 63 1.78%0.49 1.95+0.54 1.86+0.50
a)c ab a)b,c
No. of meetings Mere® 27 1.73%0.60 1.09 1.83t0.64 1.61 1.78+0.61 1.41
for acquaintance Nodding® 39 1.87#0.46 (.365) 2.05%0.48 (.190) 1.96+0.45 (.244)
1-2 times® 20 1.80%0.45 1.96+0.46 1.88+0.44
> 4 times® 37 1.67+0.53 1.80+0.56 1.73+0.53
Multicultural Not any?® 326 1.93+0.59 2.68 2.08t0.59 1.60 2.01+x0.57 2.15
volunteer Once or twice® 70 1.80+0.50 (.077) 1.99#0.57 (.204) 1.90+0.51 (.118)
activity > 3 times® 11 1.67+0.54 1.82+0.57 1.74+0.53
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o 3 =4 ity agRitte] tiet AlslA 72|t e

Rom, FFAG et ApElA Arjzhe AEedl
Zbel] Al 27278012 =91 =F A} 2.38% (Park,
S. H., 2011)elthes Baugl 3419 g gl o
37k tigf 2,244 3 =<l Akl tisf 2.75%
(Jeong & Kim, 2012)°|%& A&7} vl wsl& o, o
FAEL AFHT FollA AZoRIA =9l =F
2ol tiliA Ale A Az Helzl shu AAA e

= o WA IR =2 A= ARz /e 9l
the AolA dx)sisith. w3k Hado] thEslzby A
Aol gl Ak d Azlzto] 2.80% (Yoo, 2009)%1 A

(Korea Immigration Service Ministry of Justice, 2010)
Q1 Ae kg fEvet e U ekt
AP FAME Tl EFAle] tiE Hoh
ARBIE ALE Za s AL ol#d @
So|A] SEuEl AFRES] B = 959l
2k BN Tgjm BeAbgelAl Bk Fad Aoy
(Kim, 2007), Felvzt itES QAA o 2= 9=
3 =BAL 3DHE Akl AR dxeitt

B7be ot o4ds] EF AF, EF WSl oigh e
144 W o}
et Aks] AlEA o] del tigk HAE(Jeong & Kim,

2012) #Hgsta glem= e 4= gialch
[e) 01 A

H

)

oft ox rlo

t

o fr
o
NS
R
i)
o
B
)
S
S
=
.
o
2
e
I
12
[e]

gt A15]A Azt Aol velhd Ao dx)s)
Aok W, oHEsy Y Aaded gk s B (Yoo,
2009) ¢} =l 200413 307 Q1] th3t H=rhEhAy
ZAH(Parrillo & Donoghue, 2005)°lX& detao] ¢
A A ARz UERiTh ARBIE Az AR A
HEAME, aFydel gt F920 ngddoit

A A2 odEn dol ¥ =Zom(Kim,

2004), thEsr84-2 877 =2 oAiAelA
9 =33 (Park & Won, 2010), #8832 9A] o
AP 4] =9 t=(Jeong & Kim, 2012) BuES 53
QA2 ool Bt ZHAUES & F AUtk o<
= 2, HgoA olgds]2 el s A4l At
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ABSTRACT

A Study on Social Distance of Nursing Students toward
Minority Groups in a Metropolitan City"

Kang, Hae Young (Professor, College of Nursing, Chonnam National University, CRINS, Gwangju)

Han, Seok Young (Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Seoyeong University, Gwangju)

Purpose: To survey the social distance of nursing students toward minority groups (immigrants,
foreign workers, Saeteomins, and foreign students) and compare them according to general and
multicultural characteristics. Methods: The subjects were 409 students from two nursing schools at G
metropolitan city. Data were collected with self-reported questionnaires from April 2012 to June 2012, and
analyzed by descriptive statistics (t-test, analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Scheffe test) using the
SPSS/WIN 17.0 program. Results: The mean scores of social distance were 1.90+0.57 (out of 4 points)
and scores significantly differed according to religion (t=3.095, p=.002), tourist experiences in foreign
countries (t=-2.651, p=.008), and for Asian background of minority groups. There were also differences
according to the number of foreign friends(F=4.924, p=.008) and duration of friendships(F=3.913, p=.021).
Conclusion: The level of social distance of nursing students was lower than average but needs to be
reduced. We suggest further studies on the social distance toward each minority group and the

development of valid scales for social distance and its related variables.

Key words : Nursing, Students, Cultural diversity, Social distance, Minority groups
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