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(Table 1) The general characteristics of the subjects and attitude on biomedical ethics (N=208)
Characteristics Categories n(%) M(SD) F p Scheffé

Age <25 45 (21.6) 2.84 (.27)
26~30 51(24.5) 2.82 (.20)
31~35 39 (18.8) 2.89 (.24)
36~40 65 (31.9) 2.95 (.22) ©X¢O)
241 L8688 278(200 .. 310 . A ©0O
Economic well 8(3.8) 2,94 (39)
Moderate 178 (85.6) 2.89 (.23)
pool 2 106) 2,76 (19 3 06 0
Reigion B e e
Catholic 28 (13.5) 2.93 (.25)
Buddhist 31(14.9) 2.84 (21)
None 96 (46.2) 2.85 (.22)
Others 524 285019 143 22T
Length of employment ~ (lyr, 6070 290(2)
(years) (4yr, 40 (19.2) 2.85 (.26)
Ty, 33 (15.9) 2.79 (.23)
{10yr., 39 (18.8) 2.87 (21)
>10yr 0 (385) 22029 22 0
W s e o o
GS 50 (24.0) 2.83(23)
OBGY, Ped 199.1) 2.89(13)
ER, ICU 32 (15.4) 2.92 (.26)
Bc 62 29, 292 (29 T S
Current position suff 176846 287(24)
(Nurse) Charge 10 (4.8) 2.91(.20)
More than Head 22 (10.6) 2.92(.22) 0.59 .556
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(Table 2) Comparison of attitudes on biomedical ethics according to the responses of biomedical ethics’

questions. (N=208)
Characteristics Categories n(%) M(SD) F/t p Scheffé
Ethical attitudes Very firms 21(10.1) 3.04 (22)
Sometimes confused 73 (35.1) 2.90 (22)
Depends on the situation 110 (52.9) 2.83(23)
. Notrealisie 109 26020 64 o0l 0@
Percepnc?n on times | enough 90 ©.6) 9,90 (31
and quality of educational
programs regarding Not enough 188 (90.4) 087(29) 036 552
1)10medlcal ethlcs ........................................
Experience on conflict Yes u8 6.7 2.88(24)
of biomedical ethical No 83(39.9) 2.88 (.23)
issues Don’t know 73.4) 2.72.(17) 64 1%
T g e B
classes on biomedical No 38 (18.3) 2.83(.27)
cthics Don't know 33(15.9 278(22) 510 00T D@
Chances of increasing conflicts Yes 187099 28902
on bioethical ethics by the No 163 2.73 (.28)
development of the life science ~ Don’t know 10 (4.8) 2.71(.20) 5.24 .006 ©)®
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(Table 3) The degree of attitude on the subcategories of biomedical ethics (N=208)
Variables Minimum Maximum M+SD
Right to life of fetus 1.20 4.00 3.22+.58
Artificial abotion 1.60 4.00 2.75%.38
Artificial insemination 2.00 4.00 3.14+.47
Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 2.20 4.00 3.24% 41
Right to life of newborn 1.00 4,00 3.15%.53
Euthanasia 1.20 3.80 2.02+.44
Organ Transplantation 2.00 4.00 3.30+.43
Brain death 1.00 3.40 2.10£.46
Human biotechnology 1.57 3.97 2.46+.34
o o G Jsgegy

4. ThARIO] UHHY EATF MolEQaly  ofal] %7 trerhE=6.41, p¢,000D) OJREH A
40| M2 YEozz2|H TR FoE o gol 7ol fltt, A5 Agelwas] i
2 A oH AL FAFAL T otket o]
Ao kA B4l uhE AT Y mq] 4] FAJo] ATy 31 Suket o] s AnolRga] A
72 A s B4 Ay volel A4 FA VAT E 9)5}7] &=A Lehh(F=5.10,
How Fofgt Aol7h et Yol e 81~85  _ 07) ojmez Aaron o wol sjLolRi)
Al 3} 36~404] o] 26~30A] TRt A olE Wmakato] wigha Qa| Azt 2713 Al of
w24 7o) fosAl #A GERF=3.10,  gu qaer 3 9gst 2o mEA 1 g
p=.OI STEA HYSR H ol /&0 S Gop wa gl gl 1w 47t Rl
o A el whE BlaeiAs BE Ol S o ey =5.24, p=.006) QJLEH Aoz
Tek o] olHe L SHE woll WIS ABARE o wo) s12014 QaltieTable, 9.
24 7hx| o] FoJ8k A=A YEFUHF=3.39,
p=.036) JFEA g v Ho| 7]ZolA AN

[‘<|1:|:

THTable 1), > ﬁiiivaw s eie 2
o] Arolnge) el S w4 T
oRgeld Awe dvn garel s NN EEECS BRI O
A, AT AWRE T WA o A o G ARIAS BAT AIRE (Table 49 2T,
gapsto] wg gEAZL S AW ol QATIEAte elobiRde] id st getx
FOJg Ao} ehtet, ©H(r=.167, p=.016), A4 o}4 A (=194,
A ZB e o s L EWRE p=.005), ekHAHr=.219, p=.001), AFLH
o] 71 g Esq b g 23 Al (-.338, p<.0001), AL FH(-.144,
e SRRt 2 g 2ol did, VK BRA  p-.09), AFYAIFA=.460, p<.000DH %
I ekt s ol 4ol wel eI 3 AHOR oIt ¢ ARPAVE elsich doRic
g ol vle) Agolnad R ATt & 3 welE TS Ao Ar=.385, p

249



ron

tZo|zRaets|X| M132 HM3Z(s

(Table 4) Correlation among subcategories of biomedical ethics

H M275): 2010 9&

(N=208)
Right to Ifrenata.I Ri‘ght to Futha. z.xniﬁci.al Organ Human Brain  Astificial
life of  diagnosis life of i insemi-  transpl-  biotech- .
nasia i k death  abortion
fetus  of fetus newborn nation antation nology
Right to life of 1.00
fetus
Prenatal diagnosis 167 1.00
of fetus (016)
Right to life of 194 .385 1.00
newborn (005  (<.0001)
} 219 260 421 1.00
Euthanasia
(00 (<0001  (£0001)
Artificial .338 413 .220 113 1.00
insemination (€.0001)  (£.0001) (.00D) (.105)
Organ .092 .323 .216 148 .382 1.00
transplantation (184)  (€0001) (.002) (.003)  (€0001)
Human 144 146 -.068 180 .353 225 1.00
biotechnology (.039) (.036) (.332) (009 (£0001) (,001)
) -.055 -.126 -.038 .291 -.056 -.186 017 1.00
Brain death
(.427) (071 (585 (€0001) (.424) (.007) (.807)
e . .469 277 .236 .203 194 207 .066 .070 1.00
Artificial abortion
(€.0001)  (£.0001) (.001) .003 (.005) (.003) (.346) (.318)
<.0001), oFFAHr=,260, p<.0001), &+H <.0001), AFUAZAr=194, p=.005)°A4 SA
(=413, p<.0001), A7]0]4(=.323, p<.0001),  AHOZ FOJ3k = A} Lhebgth 4710140
A 58Hr=.146, p=.036), AFdAZFH ek 7ol A= A7HEEEEH=.225, p=.001),
(=277, p<.000D)oIA EAHCZ G235t &= A8 "J%%“‘J%é( 207, p=.003)°l4= BAZLo=
A7 e Ao el the AN fola & AL Uehgm, wAHe=- 186,
= oF2hAHr=,421, p<.0001), 21544 (r=220, p=.007)°ll A+ oﬁlﬁii TR o AA7E
p=.001), &7]0]4l(=.216, p=.002), AFUAZH ERIT
(r=.236, p=.00D)°lIA EAHCE Fofgt &= A
A7 ceRdt, olebbel et 7HEe 47o]]
(=148, p=.033), A7HAIHE3H=180, p=.009, V. =2
¥AHr=.291, p<.0001), FUAIFH(r=.203,
p=.003)°A SAACE Fofgt &= AL U 2T At HHoR B wjHdt 4o
BTt Aol gk 7ol Al= Aol 4 F5T] FAZE RIEsla 33) o)e} TEste] 7HSAL
(r=.382, p<.0001), XM FE8(=.353, p  E< ARG Tt wefa Aol =EHo] 1

33) &l AR, 2002,
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Attitude on Biomedical Ethics in a Tertiary Hospital Nurses

Kim, Eun Hee*, Lee, Eun-joo**, Hong, Sung Jung***

Abstract

This study was conducted to identify the bioethical attitude of nurses working in a tertiary
hospital. Data were collected from 208 nurses who agreed to participate in the study and analyzed
by descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA and Scheffé test, and pearson’s correlation. Mean score of
bioethical attitude of the subjects was 2.88+0.23 and slightly took up for the position of
deontology. Especially, in the areas of right to life fetus, organ transplantation, right to life
newborn, artificial insemination, artificial abortion, and euthanasia were more took up for the
position of deontology than brain death and human biotechnology. Those who were older,
moderate economic level, firm ethical attitudes, the intent to attend class on biomedical ethics, and
the possibility of increasing ethical problems according to the development of the life science took
up for more deontological position than those who were not. In addition, in the areas of right to
life fetus, prenatal diagnosis of fetus, right to life newborn, euthanasia, artificial insemination,
organ transplantation, human biotechnology, brain death, and artificial abortion were all

significantly correlated each other.

keywords

Biomedical Ethic, deontology, utilitarianism, clinical nurses

* Part-time instructor, College of Nursing, Kyungpook National University: Corresponding Author
** Assistant Professor, College of Nursing, Kyungpook National University
*“** Doctoral student, College of Nursing, Kyungpook National University

254



