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Abstract The purpose of this study is to examine to identify the mediating effects of nursing professionalism in
the relation between consciousness of bioethicscritical and critical thinking disposition. Data were collected by
self-report questionnaires targeting 264 nursing students in two nursing colleges located in B and C city province.
Data were analyzed with SPSS/PC ver 23.0 programs. There were significantly positive correlations between critical
thinking disposition, nursing professionalism and consciousness of bioethics. Nursing professionalism fully mediated
the relationship between critical thinking disposition and consciousness of bioethics. Theses results indicated that in
order to improve the consciousness of bioethics of nursing students, it is necessary to develop and t est the program
for improving not only on the critical thinking disposition but also on the nursing professionalism.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subject

(N=264)
Variables Categories n(%)

Male 29(11.0)
Gender Ferale 235(89.0)
1sf 72273)
ond? 91(34.5)
Grade 3 56(21.2)
4 45(17.0)
Religion Yes 84(31.8)
9 No 180(68.2)
U Dissatisfied® 46(17.4)
Satig;:gi%n Nettral 105(39.8)
Satisfied® 112(42.4)
Clinical practice ves 105(39.8)
P No 159(60.2)

3.2 rErle] WwE ALY, e AR

s ol v AluAd S e Wat 53 v
o 3583 (x40)°1N L, oA Hd 53 Aol
3733+ 42)010 0 Agfre] o) Wyt 53 W
3513 (+3De) Atk A& st 4o T AAoF A
Hol 391=®FeR 7P wa Ejole] AW
3BE6DA,  A7lolA 354:TDA,  dFUATHE
349434, Al 341(262)4, Elobrldh 340(.43),

354 3.36(x5DF ol e HAF 319(+.39) "L

2 7P 9A YERTHTable 2 3Ha1).

Table 2. Level of Critical thinking disposition,
Nursing professionalism, awareness of
Biomedical ethics in Nursing students

(N=264)
Variables Mean+SD
Critical thinking disposition 3.58+.40
Nursing professionalism 3.73+.46
Consciousness of bioethics 3.51+.31
Right to life of fetus 3.83+.61
Artificial abortion 3.49+.48
Artificial insemination 3.36+.51
Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 3.40+.43
Right to life of newbomn 3.91+.58
Euthanasia 34162
Organ transplantation 3.54+.71
Brain death 3.19+.39

1
kel ukd B4 whE B AT 48, 15
ARA P 0 YR felel o] ol Table 354 k. ]
VS

A A e @FEk Aol (t=2.78, p=.006), 18do] 2
W(F=356, p=.015) Kt} 7+a 8k} vk o] HFo|t}
(F=781, p=001) ®th %A viehstich
DEATATL adta v o] BEelt L3
T(F=178, p<001) Br} =A epg)
Ao 15e} B o] HFelth
(F=347, p=.032) Bt} =7 YERstth
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Table 3. Nursing professionalism, Critical thinking disposition, Awareness of biomedical ethics by General

Characteristics (N=264)
Critical thinking disposition Nursing professionalism Consciousness of bioethics
Variables Categories = F
Mean+SD ts%gﬁ? Mean+SD tSOcheff(g) Mean+SD tSOcheff(g)
Male 3.77+.45 278 371+.45 3.54+.35 60
Gender Female 3.55+.39 (008) 373t.46 ~26(789) 350+.30 (547)
st 367+.43 3754 3.52+.33
Grade 2nd 3.48+ .41 (36?2) 374+ .46 24 3.47+.29 68
3rd® 3.56+.39 é>b 3.73+.46 (.868) 354+.29 (.564)
4th° 3.65+.34 3.68+.48 352+.32
Religion Yes 3.52+.39 -1.64 367+.47 -1.33 351+.31 26
No 3.60+.41 (.101) 3.76+.45 (.182) 3.50+.30 (.789)
Nursing Dissatisfied® 3.54+.43 781 3.54+.48 17.8 3.48+.34 347
satisfaction Neutral® 3.47+.37 (.001) 361+.44 (<.001) 3.46+.28 (.032)
Satisfied® 3.68+.39 c>b 391+.41 c>a, b 3.56+.30 c>b
Clinical Yes 3.60+.39 73 3.70+.48 -859 3.52+.31 68
practice No 3.56+.41 (.462) 3.75+.44 (.391) 3.50+.30 (.490)
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Table 4. Correlations of among Variables (N=264)
Variables CTD NS ABE
r(p) r(p) 1)
CTD 1
NS .35 1
(p<.001))
COB 25 43 1
(p<.001) (p<.001))

CTD = Critical thinking disposition, NS = Nursing professionalism,
COB=Consciousness of bioethics
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Table 5. Mediating Effect of Nursing professionalism on the Relationship Between Critical thinking
dispositon and Awareness of biomedical ethics (N=264)
Step Independent variable Dependent variable B SE B t D AdjR?
1 Critical thinking disposition Nursing 40 06 .35 6.22 p<.001 125
Professionalism
2 Critical thinking disposition Awareness of biomedical
ethics 19 04 25 426 p<.001 .061
3 Critical thinking disposition Awareness of biomedical 08 04 1 1.89 059
Nursing Professionalism ethics 26 04 39 6.69 001 1%

Sobel test Z=5.00(0<.001)
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