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(& 1) Demographical Variables of Subjects (N=498)
Nursing students Nurses
Variables Categories (n=215) (n=283)
n(%) n(%)
Grade Junior 119(55.4)
Senior 96(44.6)
Religion Christian 72(33.5) 70(24.7)
Catholics 53(24.7) 61(21.6)
Buddhism 21(9.8) 40(14.1)
None 69(32.0) 112(39.6)
Age(yr) <25 89(31.4)
26-30 120(42.4)
31< 74(26.1)
Education level College 162(57.4)
Bachelor 84(29.8)
Above graduate school 37(12.8)
Marriage Married 93(32.9)
Unmarried 190(67.1)
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(¥ 2) Comparison of the Moral Sensitivity between Nursing Students and Nurses (N=498)

. Nursing students(n=215) Nurses(n=215) t value p
Domain Mean+SD Mean +SD
Modifying autonomy 15.89+ 2.37 16.07+ 2.31 —-0.845 .399
Benevolence 22,98+ 3.09 23.38% 2.94 -1.473 142
Conflict 24,43+ 3.29 24.33% 3.62 0.337 736
Structural moral meaning 26.76+ 4.91 28.13% 4.67 -3.174 .002
Interpersonal orientation 17.74+ 2.20 18.19+ 2.19 -2.292 .022
Rules 34,78+ 4.05 35.83+ 4.13 —-2.828 .005
Total 142.61£13.06 146.03+13.03 —-2.880 .004
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(& 3) The Moral Sensitivity of Subjects according to Demographic Variables — (N=498)
. ) Nursing students Nurses
Variables Categories
(n=215) (n=283)
M(+SD)  tor F(p) M(+SD) t or F(p)
Grade Junior 142.83+12.22  0.167(.683)
Senior 142.09+13.95
Religion Christian 141,65+13.54 1.179(.319) 145.03£12.38  0.418(.740)
Catholics 140.77£13.05 146.64+12.70
Buddhism 143.19+14.49 144.80+15.37
None 144,90+11.98 146.79+12.78
Age(yr) <25 145.16+13.10  0.319(.727)
26-30 146.22+12,92
31< 146.74+13.21
Education College 145.57+13.17  0.139(.710)
level Bachelor 146.32+14.14
Above graduate school 147.56+ 9.63
Marriage Married 147.26+13.66  1.113(.267)
Unmarried 145.41+£12.70
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A Study of the Moral Sensitivity of Nurses and Nursing Students in Korea

HAN Sung-Sook*, KIM Yong-Soon**, PARK Jin-Hee**, AHN Sung-Hee",
MENG Kwang-Ho***, KIM Ju-Hoo****

This article reports on the results of a study of nurses and nursing students' sensitivity to the
ethical dimensions of nursing practice. The sample consisted of 215 nursing students from two
nursing colleges and 283 nurses working in two medical centers. The instrument used was the
Moral Sensitivity Questionnaire(MSQ), a self-reporting Likert-type questionnaire consisting of 30
assumptions related to moral sensitivity in health-care practice. Each of these assumptions was
categorized into a theoretical dimension of moral sensitivity: relational orientation, structuring
moral meaning, expressing benevolence, modifying autonomy, experiencing moral conflict, and
following rules. In structuring moral meaning, relational orientation, and following rules, significant
differences were found between nurses and nursing students. However, a significant difference in

the general characteristics of subjects was not found.

© Keywords : Moral sensitivity, Nurse, Nursing student
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