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(¥ 1) The subjects’ demographic characteristics

o micte(

SRSy |

1. tiddxe Qlsteky £

TR 2l7-etA]
FOARARS] A2 150(97.4%)0] oAdo]al 9]
478(2.6%) ko] HAolglon Fi
%), E17F 53%(34,4%), 715

’

E [¢]
E4e

54 mhefetglal, DITY MA4=¢} pAla-
3594 AFE 22| oJslo] AEs}gILt Yt
S Y i e =
t-test?} One—way ANOVAZ EA3I91 2jo]7}

22 Duncan—test® AF

(pA19)] o]l

A7t

(& DI 2.

Bu7b 751
W7F 179(11.0%),

(n =154)

Item Category Frequency  Percentage(®)
Female 150 97.4
Sex Male 4 2.6
Christian 17 11.0
Buddhist 53 34.4
Religion Catholic 9 5.8
Religionless 75 4817
18 years 22 14.3
19 years 37 24,0
20 years 21 13.6
Age 21 years 36 23.4
22, years 25 16.2
23 years < 13 8.5
First grade 47 30.6
Grade Se%‘ond grade 33 214
Third grade 41 26.6
Fourth grade 33 214
18) 22| ERYS et M| T2 ZHd YOl Xfolof wst ¢t o9, 2
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1 person 6 3.9

Number of sibling 2 persons 89 o7.8
(including the subject) 3 persons 93 34.5
4 persons < 6 3.8

) . Parents + 1 child 3 1.9

Family forrr'1 n Parents + 2 children 80 519

; grgwth penod. Parents + 3 children 50 32.5
(including the subject) Grandparents +parents +children 21 13.7
> 2,000,000 won 24 15.6

Family s income 2,010,000-3,000,000 won o6 36.4
/month(average) 3,010,000-4,000,000 won 43 27.9
4,010,000 won < 31 20.1

A7 97 (5.8%)01 %k, AL 19417} 378(24.0%)
O & 7 @Al 23A] ool 13L& Hgl ot v
A2 20~30%4 vl 1 Farstglrt, s 15}
o] 479(30.5%), 28hdo] 338(21.4%), 38hdo] 41
(26.6%), 431 o] 33W(21.4%)0|3 o0 7}EH = &
Q& xgtete] FA - el 471 22l 57t 899
(57.8%)2 71 Wokal 3919l 97} 531 (34.4%) 0.2
2~399 2 & & 7Hgol AA9] 92.3%% A8t
44719 71Eg e Belg Egste] 2 Aot &
HE HE A9 WIS 7oA ARk sHAio] 80
3(51.9%), 3% o142 Auet R 1AgH 7S 7}
Ao A3t sHAYo] 50 (32.5%) 22 2~35) A4
£ 7R 715 71 ellA] gL BAio] 84.4%F A1
3ot 7120 Y ASL 901~400%HY Ato]¢]
71401 999 (64.3%) -2 tF-E-E AR5 oLt 2008
9 0]319] 7P & 247 (15.6%), 4015+ o] 4] M=
317%(20.19%)0] At

(E 2) The results of the subjects’ DIT
(n=154)

Minimum Maximum Mean £SD

p@%) scores  13.30 80.00 4568 +13.65

ALl 7HESEES] =Y HHE9l p@) A4
9] W9l 24 13.30 ~ Ao} 800002 9> WA Y
gron] WL 45 68 BETAR= 13,652 LFERT}

3. EaMS0| ATHN SN U2 =
|

AP 7he eS| Qlet EAof wE =
g Y] ZpolE Felaty] fisto] HAIRE t-test,
One-way ANOVA ¥ Duncan—test®] ZA¥+= Gt 3)
ot

=Y ek o] Fatgto] oAl 45,.85(£13.63), 4
239 18(+14.49)2 olA7} o] =7 Ugou ¥ At
o] Aol FAALE FofskA] AktHF=.966,
p=.336). T 7|5l 44.12(+14.75), Eu3l
45,63(+11.89), Al 32,22(+12.83), Fi7} 9=

1.89),
319l A7} 47.69(£13.94)2 Ugtor of& Hdt
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(¥ 3) The DIT scores by subjects’ demographic characteristics (n = 154)
[tem Category P(%) scores p
Min  Max  Mean =+SD
Female 13.30  80.00 4585 +13.63
Sex .336
Male 20,00 5330 39.18 £14.49
Christian(a) 1330 70.00 4412 +14.75
Buddhist(b) 20,00  80.00 4563 +£11.89 .013*
Religion ,
Catholic(c) 1330 46770 3222 +12.83 cfa, b, d
Religionless(d) 13.31  80.00 4568 +£13.65
18 years 20,00  66.70 46.66 £13.57
19 years 13.30 7330 4424 1452
20 years 23.30 7330 4841 +£13.78
Age 21 years 1330 8000 47.35 =+1503 097 102
22 years 23.30 633 4387 £10.35
23 years < 20,00 63.30 4257 £13.56
1 person 40,00 53.30 4775  £6.20
Number of sibling 2 persons 13,30 80,00 4533 +14.88 - 973
(including the subject) 3 persons 20.00 7330 46.04 1271 ~ '
4 persons < 33.30  96.70 4555 +8.62
Family form/in Parents +1 child 40,00 5330 4553 £6.93
growth period Parents +2 children 13.30  80.00 4548 +14.78 - 908
(including the subject) Parents +3 children 20,00 7330 4587 £13.07 - ‘
Grandparents +parents +children 23.30 76,70 46.03 1177
> 2,000,000 won 26,70 6330 4611 +£10.74
Family s income 2,010,000-3,000,000 won 13.30  80.00 4574 +14.46
/month(average) 3,010,000-4,000,000 won 20.00 7330 4752 £12.96 16317
4,010,000 won < 20,00 76.70 4268 +£15.12

*p .05

7k ol TAH R fosto] HEuwglo|
I 7|15 BY g 2471 9] Q1A
THF=3.720, p=.013). 9% 204 A=Y &
48 A1(+13.79)2 714 =9k11 234 o]APg] &
49,57(+13.56)2 7} Wekoit A
Zog (olaka] QThF=.597, p=.702). FAI?Au)

1 323hof| QlolA & FARQ1 97} 47.75(£6.20)
2 7P =0k 21l A7t 45.33(114.88) 0.2 713
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7149 A7 47 52(+12.96)2 74 =9k 401
5 7HE 3971 42.68(£15.12)2
QroL} o] AA] o3t Hrk 7k o]z} FAH
)5} = SIQITHF= 763, p=.517), 22X OR
2 AFrEe] By s (pAl) S SE A5t
e Qe S0l ol frolgt Afol7t YAl =

(¥ 4) The DIT scores by subjects’ grade

(n =154)
Category P(%) score Foop
Min Max Mean *=SD
Freshman 13.30 73.30 45.82 +14.37
Sophomore 13.30 76.70 45.65 +15.06
Junior 13.30 80.00 48.25 +13.66 1153 330
Senior 23.30 63.30 42.32 +10.66

ATAE) S =Y Beielo] 0|2
AT} 33kdlo] 48.95(+13.66)2 714 kL 43HAo]
42.32(£10.66)2 7H F3keLt ol2jet Atk 7+9] Ajo]
= eAA SR Fof5HA] R3ITHF=1.153, p=.330).
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Korean J Med Ethics Educ 8(2): 105-115, Dec 2005

A Study of Moral Judgment of Nursing Student Using DIT Test

LEE Mi-Aie*, KIM Ik-Jung**, HONG Sung-Hoon***

We evaluated the moral judgment of nursing student using DIT test. The mean p value of the students
was 45.68(%13.65). And there was no p value difference between student group divided by
demographical parameters such as gender, grade, age, family size, sibling and family income. The only
parameter which showed difference was religion. Catholic students showed lower p value but this result
could not be generalized because the group size of Catholic students were very small. The fact that grade
showed no difference means that the curriculum of this school had no effect on students” whole person
education. In conclusion, nursing school need to improve the curriculum to develop students’

personalities which is needed in future nurse’s ability.

© key words : Moral judgment, DIT test, Personality development, Curriculum.
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