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The purpose of this study is to study of correlation of characteristcs of bio—medical ethics
and self-esteem for undergraduate students and to compare bio—medical ethics perception between health
science and non-health science undergraduate students. We investigated bio-medical ethics and
self-esteem of 651 undergraduate students including health science students and non-health science
students for two weeks in May, 2015. The results of this study showed significant correlation between
self-esteem and bio-medical ethics. The higher self-esteem, the more important bio-medical ethics. But it
showed no significant difference between two groups in bio-medical ethics about brain death, euthanasia

except biotechnology.
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science undergraduate students
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2.2.2 XEY M=(Self-esteem scale)
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(Table 1) Characteristics of subjects

Characteristics variable N perc((::;/n)tage
(J
Sex Male 147 226
© Fernale 504 774
Age Mean + SD 2063 + 1.99
Nursing 132 20.3
Physical
Health therapy 69 106
science Occupational 164 259
therapy
Dental hygiene IG5 115
Beauty art and
Major skin care % 40
security service .
51 7.8
Non-Heatth & Secretary
. media creative
science .. 48 74
writing
airline cabin
services 86 132
management
1 270 415
. 2 38 58
Grade 3 19 2992
4 153 235
catholic 181 218
religion Protestantism 4 83
e Buddhism e 75
no religion 367 6.4
aptitude 239 36.7
suggestion of % 147
. others
reason for selection of Jovment
my major employmen 298 458
prospect
voluntary g 28
service
very satisfying 104 16.0
satisfaction with satisfying 462 71.0
department unsatisfying 74 114
very. 1 17
unsatisfying
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B4 7%) Y} AETE E7H3H58%) .2 o]H R = Aol 7} (Table 3) Awareness of Biomedical ethics and self
g Adsiha etgr). vt R Ao g &g oigh esteem
- - - domain minimum _maximum Mean *+ SD

ﬂ%ol 9’]‘% 73—?_ 7&—@'%} 9]/\}7} %]J:]'El %%?‘5} H]%% self-esteem 10 3R 26.5512.420

731%= UH‘?‘ ;_%7'” UrE]"fy\LﬂKTable 2>. induced abortion 7 24 17.18+2.106
euthanasia 18 48 3341+3.874
brain death 8 20 13.81£2.077

(Table 2) Biomedical ethics characteristics of subjects biotechnology 3 24 16.10+2.632

Characterist ) percent
ics variable N age
(%)
very firm 131 20.1
often confused 204 31.3
ethical values change on some 306 469
occasion
1nappropgat/c fLo the 1 17
real situation
very much aware 82 126
awareness of a little aware 410 63.0
biomedical ethics have a familiar ring 142 21.8
no concern 17 26
TV 25 392
book, newspaper, .
information journal 63 97
resources of
biomedical ethics lectures of college 93 14.3
internet 226 347
others 14 22
very important 212 326
importance of important 409 62.8
biomedical ethics not important 13 20
no concern 17 26
cultura} stu@es in 2% U7
university
major courses in
education university 105 161
methods of .
biomedical ethics  SPecial lecture of oo 538
professional master
internet class 26 40
others(pamplet etc.) 61 94
attendance yes 476 731
intention of no 86 132
biomedical ethics
education no concern 89 137

et Table 3>

A7 Qi AL = YERITI<Table 4>,

)

(Table 4) Correlation of self—esteem and biomedical
ethical ethics

induced euthana brain

domain  seli-esteem 15 tion  sia death
induced abortion 246"
euthanasia 331" 280"
brain death 380" 347 433"
bhiotechnology 205" 2217 3147 347
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(Table 5) Difference of self—esteem and awareness of

biomedical ethics by characteristics of
subjects
. ) . bio—
characteris  self induced eutha brain
) ; . techn
tics esteem abortion nasia death
ology
Sx B akm aen H o
major 083 644 3% 778 977
023™
grade 679 448 (3< 4) 188 639
religion 382 373 516 715 .379
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<Table 6> of biomedical biomedical
: ethics ethics
education methods of 037
(Table 6) Difference of self-esteem, awareness of Zgé:gjfi eitﬂ;:ﬁon
biomedical ethics by characteristics of of biomedical ethics 0.001 0176+

biomedical ethics education
bio—
Characteristics of self induced eutha brain tech
biomedical ethics esteem abortion nasia death nolo
o 4 1;}
very firm :
often confused A7 mshae) el rge] 547 ATl
. hange on . _
ethical c i . 154 2614 5 1080 A ololwu wWA WAAS ekl
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inapropyite 0 U3 ARl Q140 Aho]7t QLA Helgroma 4
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