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Table 1. General Characteristics between Participation Group and Non-participaton Group (n=182)
. s Participation (n = 96) Non-Participation (n = 86) 2
Characteristics Division Mean + SD or N (%) Mean = SD or N (%) tor X P
Age (year) 21.78+2.416 21.44+1.663 1.113 0.267
Gender Male 91(94.8) 75(87.2) 0.114*
Female 5(.2) 11(12.8)
Religion Christianity 25(26.0) 11(12.8) 6.194 0.185
Catholic 7(7.3) 6(7.0)
Buddhism 11(11.5) 13(15.1)
None 53(55.2) 55(64.0)
Number of sibling 0 11(11.5) 7(8.1) 3.281 0.512
1 69(71.9) 61(70.0)
2 14(14.6) 12 (14.0)
3 14 (14.6) 5(5.8)
Medical workers in family members Yes 21(21.9) 26(30.2) 1.654 0.198
No 75(78.1) 60 (69.8)
Patients or the dead in family members Yes 23(24.0) 20(23.3) 0.012 0911
No 73(76.0) 60(76.7)
Experience of blood donation Yes 79 (82.3) 73(84.9) 0.692*
No 17(17.7) 13(15.1)
Student group Yes 51(53.1) 38(44.2) 1451 0.228
No 45(46.9) 48 (55.8)
Main residential region Metropolitan 71(74.0) 68(79.1)
City 18 (18.8) 9(10.5)
Rural 7(7.3) 8(9.3)
Explantation experience status Yes 1(1.0) 2(2.3) 0.603*
No 95(99.0) 84(97.7)
Organ donation status Yes 5(5.2) 44.7) 1.000*
No 91(94.8) 82(95.3)

Table 2. Comparison of the Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics and Attitudes toward Human Tissue Donation and Transplantation

according to Nursing Students Participation of Anatomy Camp Program (n=182)
. Participation (n =96) Non-Participation (n = 86)

Variable Mean+ SD Mean+ SD t P
Biomedical ethics 203+0.17 1.961+0.20 2217 0.028
Right of fetal life 3.00x0.61 3.07x0.61 -0.787 0432
Artificial Insemination 3.06+0.49 2.74%£0.52 4.254 0.000
Euthanasia 293+£047 2.86%+2.50 0.043 0.965
Organ transplantation 2.75+0.44 245051 4.124 0.000
Human biotechnology 2.52+0.55 251+0.49 0979 0.329
Brain death 3.09+0.49 3.10+0.54 -0.097 0.923
Attitudes 349+0.28 331£0.58 4.579 0.000
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Table 3. The Difference of Biomedical ethics according to General Characteristics in a Participate Group and an Non-participate Group

(n=182)
Participation (n=96) Non-Participation (n = 86)
Characteristics Division
Mean £ SD t/F P scheffe’  Mean+SD t/F P scheffe’

Gender Male 2.05+0.62 0.447 0.656 192+022 -0.129 0.898
Female 202+0.17 1.96+0.20

Religion Christianity” 202+0.18 5.953 0.001 202+0.20 1.106 0.359
Catholic 2.16+0.07 2.04%0.16
Buddhism® 2.13+0.15 1.97+0.19
None* 1.99+0.16 1.94+0.20

Number of sibling 0 2.04%0.15 1.900 0.135 1.92+0.14 0.605 0.660
1 200%0.18 1.96+0.18
2 2.12%0.10 1.93+0.27
3 2.08%0.16 1.98+0.22

Medical workers in family members Yes 202+0.17 —.652 0.516 1.97+0.24 0482 0.631
No 2.03+0.17 1.95%0.18

Patients or the dead in family members ~ Yes 201+0.14 0.248 0.805 1.93+0.23 -1.180 0.241
No 203+0.18 1.97+0.19

Experience of blood donation Yes 202+0.17 —-0.405 0.686 1.96+0.19 0.518 0.606
No 205+0.27 1.95+0.24

Student group Yes 206+0.18 1.495 0.138 195+0.19 —-0.055 0.956
No 1.99+0.16 1.96+0.21

Main residential region Metropolitan 2.03+0.17 1.98+0.18
City 203+0.14 1.92+0.32
Rural 201%0.19 1.85%+0.10

Explantation experience status Yes 2.14+0.00 0.647 0.519 205+0.24 1.115 0.268
No 202+0.17 1.95+£0.20

Organ donation status Yes 2.10+0.15 1.000 0.320 2.00+0.26 0.887 0.378
No 202+0.17 1.95+0.60
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Table 4. The Difference of Attitude toward Human Tissue Donation and Transplantation according to General Characteristics in a Partici-

pate Group and an Non-participate Group (n=182)
Participation (n = 96) Non-Participation (n = 86)
Characteristics Division
Mean+SD t/F P scheffe’  Mean*SD t/F P schefte’

Gender Male 341+0.31 1.136 0.260 3.61%£0.79 1.496 0.139
Female 350+0.28 326054

Religion Christianity 3.53+0.31 1.134 0.341 3.52+0.79 1.698 0.161
Catholic 356+0.18 3.10+0.31
Buddhism 334+0.26 335+0.49
None 350+0.28 330%0.55

Number of sibling 0 352+0.28 0.658 0.580 3.00+0.61 1.335 0.267
1 349+0.28 335+0.62
2 3.54+0.30 330+0.43
3 321021 327+0.20

Medical workers in family members Yes 345+0.29 —-.580 0.564 325057 1.029 0.307
No 351+0.28 3.33+0.59

Patients or the dead in family members ~ Yes 3521034 -0.995 0.323 3.36+0.67 -0.598 0.552
No 348+0.26 329+0.55

Experience of blood donation Yes 3.48+0.27 —-0.935 0.353 333+0.57 0418 0.677
No 3.58+0.33 3.17+0.64

Student group Yes 351+0.28 1214 0.229 330064 —1554 0.125
No 348+0.28 331+0.53

Main residential region Metropolitan 3.51+£0.27 3.34+0.61
City 346+0.30 325+0.38
Rural 342+0.34 325052

Explantation experience status Yes 3.81+£0.00 1.347 0.182 3.34+0.75 0.501 0.618
No 349+0.28 331£0.58

Organ donation status Yes 3.78+0.28 1.284 0.203 3.75+£0.39 -0.038 0.970
No 348+0.27 329%0.58
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Abstract : The purpose of this study was to identify the consciousness of biomedical ethics and attitudes
toward human tissue donation and transplantation among participants and non-participants in the anatomy camp
program. Data collection is made from one hundred and eighty-two students who were enrolled in one university
nursing department, in B metropolitan city. Ninety-six students participated in the anatomy camp program, while
eighty-six students did not participate in the anatomy camp program. The total mean scores of consciousness of
biomedical ethics between participants (2.03/4) and non-participants (1.96/4) were significantly different (t=2.217,
p<.028). And the total mean scores of attitudes toward human tissue donation and transplantation between
participants (3.49/5) and non-participants (3.31/5) were significantly different (t=4.579, p <.000). There were
statistically significant differences between two groups in sub-categories of consciousness of biomedical ethics:
organ transplantation, artificial insemination.

Keywords : Nursing student, Anatomy, Consciousness of biomedical ethics, Human tissue donation and
transplantation
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