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Situational variable

* Ethical sensitivity

Decision maker variable
¢ General characteristics
* Moral emotions

Ethical decision making

Ideal ethical
decision making

Environmental variable

* Awareness code of ethical for
nurses

¢ Perceived ethical confidence

Realistic ethical
decision making

(Figure 1) Framework of study

AFEE 075, oV &4 GAREAZ 065, AAY R4
oJArA7-E 0.700] et

Ao 20219 99 14UHE 99 20U7H] AlF5Hgch
P—JJr HFgA A= WSS ek 3
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t-test, one-way ANOVAZ St T AR HAL Scheffé test=

A5l F8 HE Zl'.'i] Ay A= Pearson correlation

coefficientsS AM&SH M dVgA] &1 SAEA Y] FFL
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W QAEA AT FIE ARAAL FHT 4 908 12 9
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CHXrel ettty 4

ate] Hd AgL 22.17+2.03M]0]111, ofgHgo] 157
(81.3%)°121, 46}50] 10179(52.3%), EJ} 116%8(60.1%)0]
Ach 7t5e AYETEE £ HAEo| 999Y(51.3%) 0=
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Zisoiskdol FalX AMAYEY JES OIXl= 2921

on Ayed @ 7te8e B HES 27 oA o|43t Ak
Z7F 1119(57.5%), Q] A& 32 ALEA D5 AFo] 9)
L A7 118%(61.1%) ©]QITH(Table 1).

taxtel 2214 2Ed, =45 "M, ZtsAz2dd
A, ZEIH oAEY XD BEH MEY B

RS S8 Y7L 51.1644.06(3.94+0.31)7, L& 2
AAQ] 2|4 44.83+9.18(2.81+0.58)F, HA7S 63.29+6.24
(3.96+0.39)40]. 01, 7FSARE| 4 Q1AL 30.96+3.23(4.42+
048)4, €2 & AFAA AAIZFS HF 34.64+4.36(3.85+0.48)
A, ol QA JAMAAL 75.94+7.62(3.79+0.38)7F, EAZ
287 JAFAHL 70.45+8.51(3.52+0.43)8 0.2 LERFTHTable
2).

CHAIKIS| QP SX0| T2 22| oJARAHe| X{O|
gAY olgH geld otay SRS A B

woka} A57]0] wet foful Kol7t AF=w] o]
g3t WAk BRI IFEDLS, p=026)°] ThHE AUF|S
2

A g0 SHERT it A4Y fad oNEY $2

(Table 1) General Characteristics of Participants and Differences according to Ethical Decision-making

L 351H(=2.18, p=.030)0] 4shaRct P4 L% JAEH
$Zo] B2 o7 JEPGTHTable 1).

texel 221 Ay, =55 ZA,
USAZEIZE UM, 22H MY 1T 22X
SIAIZEEY| dETA

gAY @44 fEd gAEAEE &d WRAE=17,
p=017),  HIH=28, p<00l), THEALAY =29,
p<001), &22 A7 AHZH=16, p=. 025), o1 &4
JAFEA (=35, p<001)7F FO] JAHAE 7M1= AR Uet
Wt g ol FEA AL &EF URA=21, p=
003), HH7Hr=42, p<.001), 7+5ALLE7E 14 (=28, p<.001)
I} o] ABHAE 7= A0 R UERGTHTable 3).

HARIel 2% oMAY BERol
gt ol geld oAy Aol JES vHE 29l
2 sjerely] Slste] AT Zawsol Uvby S4oH RO

Aol mel 1533} AU/ HolAsE Hejste] By
S2 EYSge SARLe] P4 Beus 29 dE3A4S

(N=193)

Ideal ethical decision-making  Realistic ethical decision-making

Characteristics Categories n (%) Mean=SD VF O MeanSD VF O

Age (yr) 20~23 160 (83.2) 75.65+7.36 1.74 (.178) 70.59+ 8.84 2.13 (.122)
24-27 25 (12.7) 76.24+8.80 68.12+11.11
>28 8 (4.1) 80.75+7.34 75.00£7.31
Mean+SD 22.1742.03

Gender Male 36 (18.7) 74.94+7.86 -87 (387) 68.97+£10.52 -1.01 (249)
Female 157 (81.3) 76.17+7.57 70.79+7.98

Grade Junior(3™) 92 (47.9) 75.3446.76 -1.06 (292) 71.84+7.90 2.18 (.030)
Senior(4™) 101 (52.3) 76.37+8.28 69.20+8.87

Religion Have 77 (39.9) 76.27+7.71 49 (.620) 71.39+8.29 1.25 (213)
None 116 (60.1) 75.92+7.58 69.83+8.63
High school score® 14 (7.2) 72.00+6.63 69.21£6.81

L . High employment rate’ 99 (51.3) 75.39+£7.99 69.27+8.85

Motivation for entering . . 3.15 (.026) 1.84 (.142)

school ™ Aptitude & interest® 60 (31.1) 76.55+7.01 a<b.c<d 72.33+8.25
feacrzgngng;‘iiir's 20 (10.4) 79.55+6.76 70.45+8.51

Number of taken ethics 1 82 (42.5) 75.09+8.59 129 (198) 70.27+8.87 126 (799)

course >2 111 (57.5) 76.57+6.78 70.59+8.27

Experience of volunteer Yes 118 (61.1) 75.66+7.52 63 (528) 70.19£7.91 -.52 (.602)

medical activities No 75 (38.9) 76.37+7.79 70.85+£9.41

T Scheffé test

7¥g7tsEs|X| 30(2), 20234 8¢
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8= ¢
gelet 23, A Al(tolerance)= 0.33-0.942 W7 0.1 o UEpdeH, Sgds 7 e 80 mites Az 513
oln, EAMY*JR]4>(Variance Inflation Factor, VIF)= 1.06-3.04 S Folslyty. 4A2HE IFARFL EAFozm S9s5l9n

2 10E 34 goug tEgAAo EAE gl HoE U
ERtTt S400] 2] A7e ERIgH 23} Durbin-Watson %t
o] 1.962 7]EkQl 2.00] Hste] A7|AdHe] A7 gle A
o2 yepgor, EYus 7F ATASE. 80 Yo A2 &
HHAS RISt AHEH 3FRYL FAZHCORE FostY
T(F=7.86, p<.001), oA 2|4 oA 2H9] JFacle 7ts
AR Q12(B=.18, p=.023), HFZH(B=238, p<.001), L+H
E/301 2tzstat 2 9571(8=-.18, p=033)°]2H |5 Al ¥
2L o)AFE QAMEAAS 22.2% AWl THTable 4). 3HH, AA
2§84 ArEAol JFale welsy] Jste] A7 Fa
Wl Aukr] EAoA folgt 2olE Eel shdS tjuHsz
Z2)ste] EPHLR EYatich RN oA S 7t
o] tFeA8S RISt Ak, TA A (tolerance)= 0.65-0.93

(F=699 p<001), FAH 217 )R] JFacle o

2914 GAEA (426, p001), DE SHA SHE-15,
p=029)°132H o5 JAFEAE 17.9% A
S} tH(Table 5).
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T Y] &EA GArEA o] JFaUS Tt

Soishye] &4 oA e AT wsEn =
& dolr] st ZAAREE vkRislr] flote] A== ich
Fofhyo] oA fElA oabEd 2 3794, EAA
Ea]zﬂ, AEAL 352808 BUT EFE AT Lee [6]9
AolA B TARS] EE4 AREA Ha(3.334, 2923 E

=
Il

]_

r:i 2

ofs

5 0

OF BE 0.1 ofgolm, BAMIAAS(VIFE 1081542 102 o BT olejd Kol BT Hofat 3~45hd Zhzrhet
o 34 gong tETAH BAL 9k 2O vsgth  A50] obd Q4 Wgels S2ld olaRe] AhHos ol
F&u50] A7) ATk S913 A% Dubin-Watson glol 170 8 %] glo] ZAto)A Se)x oxARe] ez AdeA
o= 7|Zgkel 200] 2] A7) YT BAVE Q= A0 B 4IH 9909 G W YAREEA] Hlste] Hrjzow
(Table 2) Scores of Main Variables (N=193)
. . Scale
Variables Categories Mean+SD Range standardization Range
Ethical sensitivity 51.16+4.06 13-65 3.944+0.31 1-5
Moral emotions Shame 44.8349.18 16-80 2.8140.58 1-5
Guilt 63.29+6.24 16-80 3.96+0.39 1-5
Awareness code of ethical for nurses 30.96+3.23 7-35 4.42+0.48 1-5
Perceived ethical confidence 34.64+4.36 10-50 3.85+0.48 1-5
Ethical decision making Ideal ethical decision making 75.94+7.62 20-100 3.79+0.38 1-5
Realistic ethical decision making 70.45+8.51 20-100 3.52+0.43 1-5
T Scheffé test.
(Table 3) Correlations among Main Variables (N=193)
Realisti(? .ethical Ethical . Avvarenes; Percgived Ideal _e:’FhicaI
Factor deC|s!on sensitivity Shame Guilt code of ethical ethlcal deC|s!on
-making for nurses  confidence  —-making
r (0 r (o r (o r (0 r (o r (0 r (o
Realistic ethical decision-making 1
Ethical sensitivity 173 (.017) 1
Shame 092 (216)  -.090 (.228) 1
Guilt 284 (<.001)  .118 (.095) .193 (.007) 1
Awareness code of ethical for nurses 296 (<.001)  .158 (.025) -.031 (.693) .352 (<.001) 1
Perceived ethical confidence .160 (.025) 114 (218)  -.043 (490) .325 (<.001) .514 (<.001) 1
Ideal ethical decision-making 349 (<.001) 213 (.003) -.018 (.783) .420 (<.001) 279 (<.001) .117 (.088) 1
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(Table 4) Multiple Regression Analysis of Ideal Ethical Decision—-making with Associated Factors (N=193)
Non-standardized beta standardized
Variables coefficient beta coefficient t D
B SE B
Ethical sensitivity 24 A2 13 1.94 .054
Shame - .05 .06 -.05 -0.77 441
Guilt A7 .09 38 532 <.001
Awareness code of ethical for nurses 41 18 18 2.29 .023
Perceived ethical confidence - .23 13 -13 -1.70 .090
Motivation_score 521 242 -18 2.15 033
Mtivation_employment 3.17 1.69 -21 -1.88 062
Motivation  aptitude & interest’ -2.77 1.75 -17 -1.58 115
F=7.86, p<.001, R>=255, Adjusted R?=222
"Dummy variable reference was Motivation for entering school high school score.
(Table 5) Multiple Regression Analysis of Realistic Ethical Decision-making with Associated Factors (N=193)
Non-standardized beta standardized beta
Variables coefficient coefficient t D
B SE B
Ethical sensitivity .16 .14 .08 1.12 264
Shame .06 .06 .07 .94 347
Guilt 14 11 11 1.32 188
Awareness code of ethical for nurses .39 21 15 1.90 .059
Perceived ethical confidence .03 15 .01 175 .861
Ideal ethical decision-making 29 .08 .26 342 .001
Grade_junior 2.54 1.15 15 2.20 .029
F=6.99, p<.001, R?=209, Adjusted R>=.179
"Dummy variable reference was grade_senior.
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Factors Affecting Ethical decision-making of Nursing Students
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1) Professor, Daegu Catholic University, College of Nursing, Research Institute of Nursing Science
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Purpose: The aim of this descriptive research study was to identify the factors affecting the ethical decision-making
of nursing students. Methods: A convenience sample of 193 nursing students from three nursing colleges in D city
who were engaged in clinical practice completed an online Google Forms questionnaire from September 9 to
September 20, 2021. Using SPSS 23.0, data were analyzed with descriptive statistics, an independent t-test, a
one-way ANOVA, Scheffé’s test, Pearson’s correlation coefficient, and a multiple regression analysis. Results: The
influencing factors of ideal ethical decision-making were guilt (=38, p<.001), awareness of the nurses’ Code of
Ethics (8=.18, p=.023) and motivation for entering school, among general characteristics (8=-.18, p=.033). The
explanatory power of the model was 22.2%. Further, the influencing factors of realistic ethical decision-making were
ideal ethical decision-making (4=.26, p=.001) and grade (among general characteristics) (f=.15, p=.029); the
explanatory power of the model was 17.9%. Conclusion: Various educational tools and programs pertaining to
making ideal and ethical decisions must be enhanced to promote ethical choices in clinical areas and realistic ethical
decision-making ability to actually make such choices. This focus may enable nurses to improve their nursing
professionalism in the future.

Key words : Code of Ethics; Ethical Decision—-making: Moral Emotion; Nursing Ethics; Nursing Students
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