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48= 9

kB3t ojciMo| YekE SNof ot SN ATY Aot FuE AsEhs SAeR feld Aold
=4 bl 52 glSlti<Table 1>,

ARl ey 379 ooy 20 AnkA EAS sio| mE EEUE CHIE E Hln
A Ay gt 32 sy i BE diEAvL
2075(54.1%), 15@(75.0%)22 7Hg wekal, of=| sheef gl e Euid dAME e shdred AdHglol 4
ol kel B¢ tiEoldel 18@8T%), dvhdel B dzkel AA B SARATL 1Y ke T 4, 3,

T tiFelde] 127(60.0%), olHye] g2 tarie] A 6, 5B, 29|19 O % UERk O m<Figure 1>, Fd oAy Q)
1ol 217(56.8%), oJtiAe]l A diFolde] 10 749 4dze] meaaAl AaelA sdaA 4dArE b
(50.0%) 0.2 7H¢ wokth Eme] QoA 7hEgAe EFmot =7 el om thee 5A, 3, 5B, 6, 2019 o2 UE
W Abro] 277(73.0%), tiE Frt 9l Akl 127 WCh<Figure 2> ZFE o)A} ojejde] 4dzh moud oA
(60.0%) 02 ki, ZAZ=9e] olold 7aiAE oA <+ HIIZE Repeated Measure ANOVAR #2131 Az}, 2tk
T o7k 197(51.4%), 1174(55.0%) 2% 71 w3tk 7H Alp=.03), 4dAP=02), 5SASA(p=02)14 TS cid 2]
o] D912 Fha o] 201-4007H mlvke] 23W(62.2%), <) Azt BAHCR Foot Afols Helow, oAy o)
S 20059 vjEto] 8H@0.0%)CE A viekdeh Aut o] Fhish shdo] gl e wsllNE BAHOR
A EAo] wE ztah g el FHA HAES Aest® fro] g ztolE Ho|x| QIglti<Table 2>.

<Table 1> Homogeneity for nursing and medical students according to general characteristics

L . nursing(n=37) medicine (n=20)
h terist t
Characteristics Categories o (%) 0 (%) b p
Growth place Large city 20(54.1) 15(75.0) 2.43 15
Small city/Rural area 17(45.9) 5(25.0)
Father's education Elementary - Middle 5(13.5) 1(5.0) 1.24 .53
High school 14(37.8) 7(35.0)
More than college 18(48.7) 12(60.0)
Mother's education Elementary - Middle 8(21.6) 2(10.0) 5.02 .08
High school 21(56.8) 8(40.0)
More than college 8(21.6) 10(50.0)
Religion Religious 27(73.0) 8(40.0) 5.95 .02*
Non-religious 10(27.0) 12(60.0)
The order of Eldest 19(51.4) 11(55.0) 1.94 37
birth Middle 9(24.3) 7(35.0)
Youngest 9(24.3) 2(10.0)
Monthly income < 2,000,000 10(27.0) 8(40.0) 6.05 .06
(won) 2,000,000-4,000,000 23(62.2) 6(30.0)
> 4,000,000 4(10.8) 6(30.0)
* p< .05
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<Figure 1> The change of moral development score at each stage(nursing students)
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<Figure 2> The change of moral development score at each stage (Medical students)
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<Table 2> The Moral Development Score at Each Stage on Academic Year

yaar

L
o

stage subiect 1st year 2nd year 3rd year 4th year F
© : M=SD M3SD M=SD M=SD P
stage 2 nursing(n=37) 3.4312.07 3.9212.42 4.1242.03 2.811£2.31 Between groups .84 .03*
medicine(n=20) 2.8012.61 2.4512.63 3.6512.39 2.5512.16 Within groups 2.98 47
TimeXgroups 3.21 .08
stage 3 nursing(n=37) 10.34+5.18 9.0314.82 8.40+4.64 9.0314.97 Between groups 1.23 27
medicine(n=20) 10.55%5.17 10.301£4.22 10.80%4.59 9.30£3.13 Within groups 1.02 .38
TimeXgroups 95 41
stage 4 nursing(n=37) 12.73%£5.65 12.4916.15 13.47+5.79 13.6516.63 Between groups 5.42 .02%*
medicine(n=20) 16.8515.50 16.25£7.95 15.75£5.40 15.4014.60 Within groups .08 97
TimeXgroups .81 49
stage SA nursing(n=37) 17.56%£5.05 17.4614.86 17.1716.19 16.81+£5.34 Between groups 5.68 .02%*
medicine(n=20) 14.9514.59 15.651£4.40 14.50£5.03 15.35%£5.49 Within groups 22 .88
TimeXgroups 23 .88
Stage 5B nursing(n=37) 4.77£2.58 5.59+3.48 5.3412.95 5.57+2.71 Between groups 1.01 32
medicine(n=20)  6.25t231  6.65£3.10  535k3.62 635325  Within groups 1.06 37
TimeXgroups 1.15 33
Stage 6 nursing(n=37) 5.35+3.31 6.081£3.42 5.3812.93 6.11£3.10 Between groups .34 .56
medicine(n=20) ~ 4.75t2.61 4854274  525k332  595£4.09  Within groups 92 43
TimeXgroups 1.14 33

*p < .05

A

ch

|
5

st7t

(i)

I

shAo] W2 P(%) H4

RE st Tyl shad PoRE
1shded 28hdo s e
Wasierl A 4shdow WA Aset ARS
<Figure 3> 7HEl4% oo S PO TS
test $AIF Aol Dsriae] 4% shag

Kacasiie R ]

o ZFsstal 3shd

BT}
= paired
AL

2 Fo% 2lo]E HolA
W(p=04)3tell TAHCZ FoJst
| s ojdige 4dzt
Measure ANOVAZ #2435t Ay}
457

$o149 LA kghri<Table 4>,

oJo
L%L/\J\—j—s

ol)ge) A9 23t 33
Z}lo]& HQitTable 3>. 3
P(%)d4= H]WE Repeated

A oehdel A o)Ayl

ot A JERkont Hrkl skl BAHe
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<Table 3> The difference of P(%) score among the grades

Nursing(n=37)

Medicine(n=20)

score categories M-SD t p M-SD t p
1st-2nd -2.8719.42 -1.85 .07 -2.00£12.41 =72 48
1st-3rd -34%£15.35 -13 .89 3.24115.10 .95 .35
P(%) 1st-4th -1.35t11.81 -.69 .49 -2.85112.17 -1.04 31
score 2nd-3rd 2.54115.48 99 32 5.23t11.14 2.10 .04*
2nd-4th 1.531£12.48 74 .46 -.85114.63 -.26 .79
3rd-4th -1.01£16.49 =37 71 -6.08113.66 -1.99 .06
* p< .05
<Table 4> The change of P(%) score depending on academic year
score sublect 1st year 2nd year 3rd year 4th year F
: M=SD M=SD M=SD M=SD P
. Between groups 325 .08
P(%) nursing(n=37) 46.1319.73 49.00£13.19 46.47t11.32 47.47t11.21 Withi oUDS 39 13
Score medicine(n=20)  4325t864 4525t 945 40.01£1159  46.0910.79 Jre : :
TimeX groups .64 .59
AN SN0 w2 S i e UHIE SN0l M2 P(%) 4
Raosh ogel AN B4l ohe adzie mew A EAe) e oy ovhgel 49zl Ro)d
2 oA J40] HFEkS Mann-Whitney U Test9} Kruskall- T HH4ES Mann- Whltney U test?} Kruskall Wallis test® 3
Wallis testZ #2413t Ao 7FaofAye] 79 ddks EA4 et A¥<Table 6, 7>, ZAAOZE F2ol3t fo]= HolA| &
Z 99% 23 2499, 25deld BAR0R fd A goh PadY A% dEANCRE F - AEAG ol
ol% molTh AT 2ol AP AEA el AFHE 4% o ARE Aol oA sk} ofpug] st uE
Alp=04elx, L 45 A7 AT 5B of, FAEHE T A0l T Futel vlaE Po)ET
(=09, BrEE AN Gg5el & 2AERel o BHERAF whon, JudA RS T o 2mA el
A FARLE A% AolE YERG O H<Table 5>, <JtjAy Eoll e AR ofR| 9 sl %, FERI AN F
o A% e WA Aesh A SANG BAHe  mE JEph 469 wolrt e vl ms repds
2 R Aol B BE FEL gtk o BaEeslt A ek

<Table 5> The Moral Development Score Depending on General Characteristics in Nursing Student n=37
Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4 Stage bA  Stage 5B Stage 6

Characteristics Categories(N) Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank

Growth place Large city(20) 18.55 17.58 22.30 15.82 17.70 20.85

Small city/Rural(17) 19.53 20.68 15.12 22.74 20.53 16.82

Z or % -2.75 -.87 -2.01 -1.94 =79 -1.13

p 78 39 .04* .06 43 .26

The order birth Eldest(19) 18.87 19.82 18.05 19.39 17.47 19.32

Middle(9) 16.11 16.50 19.67 18.39 26.56 23.11

Youngest(9) 22.17 19.78 20.33 18.78 14.67 14.22

Z or % 1.42 .64 32 .06 6.22 3.08

p 49 73 .85 97 .04* 22

Monthly income < 2,000,000(10) 19.75 13.65 18.70 22.60 20.50 15.15

(won) 2,000,000-4,000,000(23) 16.46 20.83 17.98 17.70 20.48 21.87

> 4,000,000(4) 31.75 21.88 25.63 17.50 6.75 12.13

Z or % 6.90 3.38 1.71 1.52 5.76 4.51

p .03* 18 42 47 .06 1

* p< .05

824 CH&tzt&E &3] x| 33(6), 2003 10
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<Table 6> P(%) score Depending on General Characteristics in Nursing Students n=37
_ . P(%) score
Characteristics Categories(N) Mean Rank Zor % o)
Growth place Large city(20) 17.13 -1.14 26
Small city/Rural(17) 21.21
Father's Elementary/middle(5) 15.70 1.28 .53
education High school(14) 21.39
More than college(18) 18.06
Mother's Elementary/middle(8) 18.81 .06 97
education High school(21) 19.33
More than college(8) 18.31
Religion Religious(27) 18.59 -.38 71
Non-religious(10) 20.10
The order of Eldest(19) 18.32 1.54 46
birth Middle(9) 22.72
Youngest(9) 16.72
Monthly income < 2,000,000(10) 19.95 4.03 13
(won) 2,000,000-4,000,000(23) 20.37
> 4,000,000(4) 8.75
<Table 7> P(%) score Depending on General Characteristics in Medical Students n=20
_ . P(%) score
Characteristics Categories(N) Mean Rank Zor % o)
Growth place Large city(15) 9.17 -1.35 .18
Small city/Rural(5) 13.13
Father's Elementary/middle(1) 12.00 1.52 47
education High school(7) 8.29
More than college(12) 11.67
Mother's Elementary/middle(2) 10.50 23 .89
education High school(8) 9.75
More than college(10) 11.10
Religion Religious(8) 10.13 =23 .82
Non-religious(12) 10.75
The order of Eldest(11) 11.27 .60 74
birth Middle(7) 10.00
Youngest(2) 8.00
Monthly income < 2,000,000(8) 9.50 .39 .82
(won) 2,000,000-4,000,000(6) 11.00
> 4,000,000(6) 11.33
= 0 A% AEARS FASE SARAZE 7V ki ALEA T
HE EFohe 44, ARlA &5 S AT 3
594 AbaLe s SAshs LA wAle dd At A, B AR OE AFes oW, AEHA iR
o= ©AY AlnE tar Q=T S T e Alo] Ao =y @Al SBEA, Ji1A S-Fe] wAIQl 2
ofel Azt owdk Adgel o= HEAA ] vk & @A e so yehdor, Y] Be= 4adAt TP =
g4 AlrE kil Qle vhel IS e otk & B934 XaL, 5A, 3, 5B, 6, 2@/ o0& UEyth 2 A9 b
AbaLe] HbehE vk w9 Alavh FolEal AAE 2 S AEIR= Ahn 5(1996)0] ojFtishlS it o R
ALl Abazh vigF o R Sk Wk ZlojmR aEtkof 3 Adytel A= ZoR oy AuE B o 75y
&ohs Al EANIEE Fo® F4E 4 QITKRest, A el B 299 A ST YA Alale
1994). St b B3ARl grFolu el wiRe Fan FRSS
B AT Aielld sudg WA g s ANE aEste] EYAE ke 4dAI9 SEAY AL R
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Purpose: In this longitudinal study, we examined the moral judgment level and its related factors, such as
individual characteristics. The result of this study will provide baseline data to establish policy of ethics education
for college students and healthcare professionals. Method: We enrolled 37 nursing students and 20 medical
students as the subjects in a university in Suwon, Korea. We conducted a questionnaire on the subjects using
Korean version of Defining Issues Test(DIT) to analyze the subjects’ moral judgment level. Collected data was
coded using ASCII document and scored using Fortran program for computer. Then the data was statistically
analyzed by SPSS Version 10.0. Result: Nursing students' moral development score at each stage were consistently
higher at stage S5A across 4-years rather than other stages. On the other hand, medical students' moral development
score were consistently higher at stage 4 than other stages. There was no significant difference in the change P(%)
score at each academic year in both groups. In the perspective of the subjects’ general characteristics, P(%) score
showed no significant in both groups. Conclusion: Based on the results of this study, further studies will examine
the correlation between curriculum and moral judgment development in detail. Moreover, we suggest that the
current ethics education should be developed and evaluated in more realistic manner.
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