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<Table 1> Self-assessment Score on the Objectives of Medical Ethics Education

Category Self-assessment score  No. of person ~ Mean (SD*)

New knowledge on medical ethics Excellent or good T 0 2.89 (0.31)

Average 8
Fair or poor 1
Moral sensitivity Excellent or good 4 3.44 (0.50)
Average 5
Fair or poor 0
Moral reasoning Excellent or good 6 3.67 (0.47)
Average 3
Fair or poor 0
Moral motivation Excellent or good 9 4.78 (0.42)
Average 0
Fair or poor 0
Moral character Excellent or good 5 3.56 (0.50)
Average 4
Fair or poor 0
Doctor - patient relationship Excellent or good 8 3.89 (0.31)
Average 1
Fair or poor 0
Ability to deliver his/her own thought  Excellent or good 9 4.78 (0.42)
Average 0
Fair or poor 0
Self-confidence Excellent or good 9 4.00 (0.00)
Average 0
Fair or poor 0
Overall satisfaction Excellent or good 9 4.78 (0.42)
Average 0
Fair or poor 0
*SD: standard deviation. TScores for Excellent, Good, Average, Fair and Poor are 5, 4, 3, 2 and 1 re-

spectively.
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<Table 2> Five Factors of Moral Sensitivity Scores

Factor Mean* (SDT) Totalt Total scrore (%)
1 Role-taking as a doctor 1.26 (0.55) 34 41.98
2 Public welfare 1.64 (0.46) 74 54.81
3 Perceiving the situation 2.33 (0.61) 42 77.78
4 Prospecting the result 1.17 (0.48) 42 38.89
5 Role-taking as a patient 1.59 (0.35) 27 50

*Mean is indivisual scores. T Standard deviation. ¥Total is sum of participiant’s scrores.
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Experiences with Case-based Small Group Discussions in
Medical Ethics Education during Residency Training

OH Hye-Young*, CHEONG Yoo-Seock**, YOO Sang-Ho***

Abstract

Background: Residents struggle with the evaluation and management of inpatient clinical ethical di-
lemmas. However, few residency programs include medical ethics education as part of their graduate
medical training. This study aims to explore the perceived effectiveness, benefits, and learning experi-
ences of residents with small group discussions about ethical dilemmas.

Method: We instituted weekly residency ethical conferences to clarify residents’ understanding of
medical ethics and to improve their medical ethics competence. Six to nine residents and two or more
professors attended the ethical conferences and participated in the discussions. Each participant was
given at least five minutes to share their thoughts and reasoning concerning a designated ethical dilem-
ma. In the course of these meetings we also surveyed participants’ self-confidence, level of satisfaction,
communication skills, moral motivation, attitudes, reasoning, and moral sensitivity.

Result: Teaching residents by means of small group discussions on ethical dilemmas can enhance
their ability to address these issues directly and to resolve clinical ethical dilemmas appropriately. Ad-
ditionally, these group discussions were found to improve participants’ level of satisfaction and ability to
communicate.

Conclusion: Our experience with small group discussions based on cases involving moral dilemmas
shows that discussion can be an effective and practical method of ethics education for residents. The

results of this study may have implications for the future improvement of graduate medical education.
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small group discussion, graduate medical education, ethics education, resident training
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