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(E 1) The contents of ethical education
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Time Contents

Method Hours

1 The nature of biomedical ethics

The theonegofmom]developmem OSSOSO PO SRR PPPRRRPPON

Lecture 2hours

© The principles and rules of biomedical ethics "

2
3
4 The process of ethical decision making
5

Nursing practical issues(Genetic engineering, Reproductive technology,

Human cloning)

6 Numing practical issues(Abortion, Euthanasia, DNR)

7 Nursing p:

es(Organs transplantation, Advance directive

Discussion &

Presentation

8 Nursing practical issues(Nurses’ relationship with institutions and other professions)

*: Do Not Resuscitation
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A AAIA ZLolE e BieE 3HeE Aejst olastx| EAd O J—
o] ANCOVAZ E451%cH 1. iRt olrsty EM 3l S2Y #H
= paired btestZ EHA, o 44 AAE AT ATk R 29}
(& 2) Test for homogeneity of the general characteristics
General Category Total Exp.(N=35)  Con.(N=20) < .
characteristics (N=61) N(©%) N©%)
Protestant 9(14.8) 5(14.3) 4(15.4)
. Buddhist 25(41.0) 14(40.0) 11(42.3)
Religion atholic 116) 129) 00) 776 85
Atheist 26(42.0) 15(42.9) 11(42.3)
Place of Big cityt 35(57.4) 23(65.7) 12(46.2)
Small-middle city$ 20(32.8) 8(22.9) 12(46.2) 3.676 159
growth Rural area 609.8) 4(11.4) 27.7)
Only child 3(4.9 3(8.6) 0(0)
o Two 33(54.1) 16(45.7) 17(65.4)
Sibling Three €04 G 80 Y 1
more than four 1(1.6) 0 1(3.8)
Parents+child 1 1(1.6) 12.9) 000)
Composition ~ Parents+children 2 27(44.3) 12(34.3) 15(57.7) 3816 282
of family Parents+children 3 22(36.D) 15(42.9) 7(26.9) ' '
Three generation family 11(18.0) 7(20.0) 4(15.4)
Elementary school 2(3.3) 129 13.8)
Father’s Middle school 8(13.D) 5(14.3) 3(11.5) 1383 709
education High school 30(49.2) 19(54.3) 11(42.3) ' '
> College graduate 21(34.4) 10(28.6) 11(42.3)
Elementary school 1(1.6) 12.9) 000)
Mother’s Middle school 12(19.7) 7(20.0) 5(19.2) 774 856
education High school 39(63.9) 22(62.9) 17(65.4) ' '
> College graduate 9(14.8) 5(14.3) 4(15.4)
Family' > 2,000,000 0(9.8) 2(5.7) 4(5.4)
income > 3,000,000-2,000,000 > 27(44.3) 21(60.0) 0(23.10 0.887 020¢
won/month > 4,000,000-3,000,000 > 20(32.8) 10(28.6) 10(38.5)
4,000,000 > 8(13.D 26.7) 6(23.1)

Exp. : Experimental Group, Con. : Control Group, * : p .05, 1 : population >1,000,000, % : 1,000,000 > population >

100,000
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23t 41.67(£11.29)2 Yepgtow 4dA A A
A Hato] 15.25 (£7.34), AL 13.59(£6.32), d=
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’

Category Total(=61) Exp.(n=35) Con.(n=26)
P scores 44.94(+12.79) 47.37(+13.44) 41.67(+£11.29)
4 stage scores 15.25(£7.34) 13.59(+6.32) 17.48(£8.1D)

Exp. : Experimental Group, Con. : Control Group

13.59(£6.32), & 17.48(£8 1)= YEIT AR
HAR oAl = Aee) =y g eo digh S o
FE wdsl] fisf et EAA Aok vepd
7HElE SRR AJ2jsto] ANCOVAR #A% 2
I, Pepo} 4THA M BN F AT kY B
o] T3 AT Ao Fel= it

(& 4) Comparison of P and 4 stage scores between pre-test and post-test

Category Exp. Con. F° p
P scores Pre-test 47.37(+13.44) 41.67(+£11.29) 1.510 230
Post-test 47.62(£11.19) 41.54(+10.71D) 2.590 084
4 stage Pre-test 13.59(£6.32) 17.48(£8.11) 2.250 114
scores Post-est 14.63(+7.70) 18.23(+8.88) 1.415 251

Exp. : Experimental Group, Con. : Control Group, F” : Covariate : Family income
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(H 5) The effect of ethics education between higher groups and lower groups

Grade Group Pre-test Post-test Changes t(p)

Exp.(N=35) Higher(N=22)  55.37(+8.11)  51.67(+10.38) -3.7 -1.533(.140)
Pscores lowerN-13)  3384(19.02) 423(+1l32) . 849 1950075)
Con.(N=20) Higher(N=10)  53.34(+6.48)  42.33(£11.32) -11.01 -3.017(.015)*

Lower(N=16) ~ 34.78(+6.30)  41.05(+10.66) 6.27 2.081(.055)

Exp.(N=35) HigherN=16)  19.11(+3.95)  17.63(+9.30) -1.48 -564(.581)

Lower(N=19) ~ 895(+355)  12.11(£9.08) 316 2.533(.021)*
4 SEAGE SCOTES v o o L e
Con(N=26)  Higher(N=12)  21.33(£7.30)  16.67(£9.08) -4.66 -1.404(.188)

Lower(N=14) ~ 829(+383)  19.57(£88D) 11.28 4.675(.000)*

*:p .05, *:p (001
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The Efficacy of Ethics Education
on the Moral Judgment of Nursing Students

LEE, Mi-Aie*

© Abstract
This study was performed to evaluate the efficacy of ethics education on nursing students. The study

used the Korean version of the Defining Issues Test (DIT) and a nonequivalent control group, pretest-
posttest design. Sixty-one nursing students were assigned to either an experimental (n=35) or control
(n=26) group. Students who scored higher than the mean were classified as high-level students, while
those who scored lower than the mean were classified as low-level students. The efficacy of ethics
education on nursing students was not identified in the experimental and control groups but was
partially identified in the higher and the lower moral judgment subgroups. P scores turned out to be
more suitable than 4 stage scores in evaluating the efficacy of ethics education on undergraduate nursing
students. It is concluded that ethics education does have an effect on nursing students’ moral judgment.
Further research is needed to explain why 4 stage scores were raised for members of the lower moral
judgment subgroup and to determine the effect of the field practices of nursing students on their moral

judgment.
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Moral judgment, Nursing ethics education
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