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(& 1) Demographic characteristics (N=27)
Variables Categories Frequency(%)
Metropolitan 3(11.1%)
Growing place Urban 16(59.3%)
Rural 8(29.6%)
, . Below middle school 14(51.9%)
Father’s education level Above high school 13(48.1%)
, . Below middle school 19(70.4%)
Mother's education level Above high school 8(29.69%)
Religion Have 15(56.6%6)
. None 12(41.4%)
Monthly income 1000~1500 thousands 26(96.3%)
v 1510~2000 thousands 1( 3.7%)
First 9(33.3%)
Birth order Second 6(22.2%)
Third or more 12(445%)
Range Mean=SD
Agelyear) 22~27 242+1.37
Length of mursing experience(year) 1~ 8 251148
(& 2) Level of moral development before education
Categories Frequency (%)
Low level 8(29.6%)
Middle level 6(22.2%)
High level 13(48.1%)
2) dzte] meddsE Friedman test& o] 5lo] Aleld 2 2AE Q. O A 27

A =R S DITH whel e
o] w2 etd] S8k A7t 81(206%), T
6% (222000013101, 2 Fdo] 138481922
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(E 3) Change of JAND realistic judgement scores with the time relapse

Variables Before education One month later Three months later Six months later % p
Casel (Nurse’s medication error) 811£.208 RB11£.180 902+.122 818+.192 6.73 .081
Case2 (Doctor’s unfidelity) b12+.215 536E.19 H66E.186 566+.204 191 592
Case3 (Medical research and autopsy)  .708+.143 126=+.157 J156£.123 691+.187 399 262
Case4 (Pharmacological verification) B79£.206 679179 630£.208 B61£.209 1.73 631
Caseb (Shortage of manpower) 910£.108 R91£.133 930=£.117 904+.165 121 71
Caseb (Cessation of treatment) 823£.203 BR0=*.114 R91£.139 869£.14 268 445
Mean 7291110 J740£.105 774£.090 739+.127 281 422

0.79

0.77 A

0.75 /-/ \-

0.73 | g

0.71

0.69

0.67

0.65 * * *

Before imonth later
education

(3&l 1) Change

DA, AFER AeeliE &2 didgd) glo] B
oz 5 Al g} SA F UhE SA 4Ll ot
A S7kehe Pde BT 34 ¥ g 24 F 3

MEET H7t #asr)e
AT AR BokS of

O
=
Aol 78 =& HAFE R

Ao, F4 AR e A
gE o= AVlRgE 4 ¥ 3
9l g=o] Ab 1, 3 5= ekt

3months later 6months later

of JAND mean score

AR7E ol B2 AeldE AR 1 3,5, 69] £212 24}
TS F N 7P 2 AgE Hel
3

o wEEAS IS 5 lglon $A F 67l ddle Tl 4

(E 4) Changes of JAND: Free discussion and expert-guided group

Variables

Before education One month later Three months later Six months later 2 p

Free discussion group

Casel(Nurse’s medication error) 750+.275 867+.153 867£.132 817£.120 337 .26
Case2(Doctor’s unfidelity) o8 E.251 B8 =E.162 662£.096 B67BE170 6.18 .103
Case3(Medical research and autopsy) J62+.111 J750=£.163 774£.113 726+.197 1.03 7%
Case4(Pharmacological verification) 705£.217 J706£.121 B67£.193 T44+.232 117 7159
Caseb(Shortage of manpower) 897128 010£.110 936+.145 8H*E.219 111 776
Case6(Cessation of treatment) B46+.179 934+ 074 901+.122 890£.186 233 506

Mean

7331129 7761082 799%.073 764+.176 209 .54
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(E 4) Changes of JAND: Free discussion and expert-guided group(Al%)

Variables Before education One month later Three months later Six months later x2 p
Expert-guided discussion group
Casel (Nurse’s medication error) 861£.120 164+.194 931+£.111 819+.194 883 .032*
Case2 (Doctor’s unfidelity) A73£.179 b17£.230 AR4+E.207 A73£.183 1.853 .603
Case3 (Medical research and autopsy)  .656=*.155 J702£.156 738+.134 fHE177 425 236
Case4 (Pharmacological verification) 66+£.201 655 E.221 595 +.224 BR3+£.157 236 501
Caseb (Shortage of manpower) 923+.086 872+.15% 923+.865 923+.865 79 &l
Caseb (Cessation of treatment) J798£.232 B21E.124 BR1E.159 845+E.113 279 425
Mean T7271£.102 714£.115 756+£.099 J720£.079 244 4%
* p<.0b
0.81
0.79 //\
0.77 5
0.75 ZN
0.73 Q./ 3
0.71
0.69
0.67 —&— Free discussion
0.65 —B- Ex pert-guided
Before 1month later 3months later 6months later
education
(3% 2) Change of JAND mean score: Free discussion and expert-guided group
A PIE BAn & AN EE AR 1(7ESANY FE th e S A Al (g gdTe R
AT A7k WE §-0)3h 2ol HPTHF 4, 27 2). AT A7k W2 §-93 Aol|E2 Hyet, wS ARY v
714 3. 21588 & A 1EAbe mEE 5 02 b § Y)edle A Aseiiod 2% € 67dde 734
Adul 28 A9 25 $ U9, 39014, 67149 A3 AeE BYoh AAAQ] o R of mEwde] 211
o2 7154k S84 AR Frde Aol & Aotk 9 FJuE & F U ag ARo Aprt ZAs ot
& 7 EAte] EYEE o] vk Ak F7Y = wS T Pde O Agvl At e UeEdd =
2 Ak A Ao zw BEBsl] 2 A oM uf A . F EEUY £ =2 AddMe Al 6(HE A
S ¢ U, 3709, 671949 /818 JAEA Aol Zelzt ARt 2 foJgk 2ol & BT Al 3eAw & A 1]
J=AE Friedman test2 HmslATE mHWd 0] w2 & & 9 ZE AlFdA Aot S7ketAen, 1L FdA
Aoz Al 1218 oFE Ao Aut Alke) 2§ = a5 & Y] Aevl 7 w9k dA A =
ofg 2ol & e, AT w2 Frkele Y Hirde] 2 AU as § Y)EAAE A5t AR 57
S Btk a3, AA Hag mad B ou, 28 3 UlE sed 6 de A mal] "ol oAl st o
de 71 257t 234t 25 § Ide oAl st § ILd M w2 A8 E JEWt(E 5, 17" 3).



AR A7d A28 259

(E b) Change of JAND of three levels of moral development group

Variables Before education 1 month later 3 months later 6 months later  x° D

1) Low level moral development group (n=8)

Casel (Nurse’s medication error) 733 867 900 933 962 022F
Case2 (Doctor's unfidelity) 48 571 5% 548 AU 816
Case3 (Medical research and autopsy) 762 87 810 162 592 116
Case4 (Pharmacological verification) 129 150 667 71 202 568
Caseb (Shortage of manpower) 929 929 905 881 2 85
Casef (Cessation of treatment) 918 898 837 878 39 943

Mean N 830 57 793 346 326

2) Middle level moral development group (n=6)

Casel (Nurse’s medication error) 867 800 900 800 358 311
Case2 (Doctor’s unfidelity) 600 514 .600 714 464 200
Case3 (Medical research and autopsy) 714 714 186 571 781 .090*
Case4 (Pharmacological verification) 118 118 806 122 83 842
Caseb (Shortage of manpower) 917 839 917 944 8 836
Casef (Cessation of treatment) 1.000 929 976 929 736 061

Mean 824 169 829 779 924 026

3) High level moral development group (n=13)

Casel (Nurse’s medication error) 819 792 .903 778 310 .376
Case2 (Doctor's unfidelity) 461 527 538 517 248 479
Case3 (Medical research and autopsy) 679 667 714 714 114 767
Case4 (Pharmacological verification) 603 550 526 564 205 563
Caseb (Shortage of manpower) 897 872 949 897 243 489
Caseb (Cessation of treatment) 619 845 881 833 1150 .009*
Mean 629 704 749 720 551 138
0.85
0.83 2
0.81 . N\ /.\
0.77 \./ v
0.75
0.73 /-\
. 3
0.71 /A’
2-23 * —o— Low level
0'65 —— Middle level
Before i1month later 3months later 6months later —&— High level
education

(3% 3) Change of mean scores of JAND-according to moral development level
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- Abstract
key concept : Nursing ethics, Ethics education, Ethical decision

making

A study on the persistence of nursing ethics education
for nurses’ ethical decision making

Kim, Yong Soon™ - Park, Jee Won™ - Bang, Kyung Sook*

Purpose : To determine the change of effects of nursing
ethics education on the nurses’ ethical decision making with
the time relapse of one month, three months and six
months. Method @ Thirteen participated in free discussion
group, and fourteen participated in expert-guided discussion
group for five weeks. Two weeks before the education, DIT
and JAND were assessed, and JAND was assessed again
one month, three months and six months after the five
weeks' education program. Results © 1) Average realistic
scores of JAND did not showed significant differences as
times went by. However, scores were highest at three
months after the education in general. 2) In both of free
discussion and expert-guided discussion group, JAND score

* Ajou University, Division of Nursing Science, School of
Medicine.



increased after the education, and highest at three months in
general. 3) Low level moral development group showed
highest scores at one month after the education, and
declined at three month. However, in middle and high level
of moral development groups, scores were higher at three
months than at one month after the education. Scores were
declined again at six months after the education. Conclusion
© Effects of moral education program were highest at three
months after the education, and were lessened as times
went by. Especially for the low moral development group,
effect was not continued more then one month. Therefore,
more persistent, periodic education program was required
until the ability of ethical decision making is settled down.
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