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<Table 1> Bioethics Education Program

Session Content description Time (min) Strategy
1 * Orientation of program process and objectives 30 Introduction
¢ Introducing of lesson schedule and contents 30
* Organization of small group 40
* Conducting pretest 20
2 * Sharing the experience of previous lesson and 10 Presentation
introduction of lesson schedule
* Rule and principle about bioethical 50 Lecture
* Problem solivng process about ethical problem 50 Lecture
* Case analysis through NIE 40 Small group discussion
* Sharing the experience of this lesson 20 Presentation
3 * Sharing the experience of previous lesson and 10 Presentation
introduction of lesson schedule
* Care and bioethical 50 Lecture
* Case analysis through NIE 40 Small group discussion
* Sharing the experience of this lesson 20 Presentation
4 * Sharing the experience of previous lesson and 10 Presentation
introduction of lesson schedule
* Euthanasia 50 Lecture
* Case analysis through NIE 40 Small group discussion
* Sharing the experience of this lesson 20 Presentation
5 * Sharing the experience of previous lesson and 10 Presentation
introduction of lesson schedule
* Hospice 50 Lecture
* Case analysis through NIE 40 Small group discussion
* Sharing the experience of this lesson 20 Presentation
6 * Sharing the experience of previous lesson and 10 Presentation
introduction of lesson schedule
* Organ donation 50 Lecture
* Case analysis through NIE 40 Small group discussion
* Sharing the experience of this lesson 20 Presentation
7 * Sharing the experience of previous lesson and 10 Presentation
introduction of lesson schedule
* Life respect - focus on fetus, newborn baby, old 50 Lecture
* Case analysis through NIE 40 Small group discussion
* Sharing the experience of this lesson 20 Presentation
8 » Sharing the experience of previous lesson and 10 Presentation
introduction of lesson schedule
* Relationship with old — abuse, violence 50 Lecture
* Case analysis through NIE 40 Small group discussion
* Sharing the experience of this lesson 10 Presentation
* Conducting posttest 10

NIE : newspaper in education.
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<Table 2> Homogeneity Test of the Demographic Data of Subjects

Bl Z2 IS AFetA, HES 6 =
sk

;]& 7HHI—E] s _LE:_]_EH o) }\gtﬂ OE] _,]/\]
743t gl =elof tiet 344 " WIE =5
L&ES T8 YEor FAsen, 14
S <Table 1>} Zth

. Experimental Control
Variable N p
group group
Age (yr) 30-39 2 (6.9) 2 (6.9) 1.200 0.753
40-49 8 (27.6) 11 (37.9)
50-59 15 (51.7) 11 37.9)
60-69 4 (13.8) 5(172)
Religion Christianity 15 (51.7) 12 (41.4) 1.792 0.617
Buddhism 9 (31.0) 8 (27.6)
No religion 4 (13.8) 6 (20.7)
Others 13.4) 3 (10.3)
Education Elements 5(17.2) 2 (6.9) 1.989 0.575
Middle school 5(17.2) 7 (24.1)
High school 14 (48.3) 13 (44.8)
Over college 5(17.2) 7 (24.1)
Ethical values Very firm 10 (34.5) 9 (31.0) 0.100 0.951
Chaotic 10 (34.5) 11 (37.9)
Changes 9 (31.0) 9 (31.0)
Education experience Yes 12 (41.4) 11 (37.9) 0.072 1.000
No 17 (58.6) 18 (62.1)
Total 29 (100.0) 29 (100.0)

Values are presented as number (%).
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e oY HAdstAn. 225889 FH
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ol SEY 5 Y= FAH
<Table 3> Homogeneity Test between Experimental and Control Group
. Experimental Control
Variable t p
group group
Biomedical ethics Right to life of fetus 3.4440.482 3.4140.453 0.224 0.823
Artifical abortion 3.2440.392 3.23+0.414 0.109 0.914
Artificial insemination 3.0040.334 3.01+0.352 -0.055 0.957
Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 2.90+0.301 2.90+0.301 0.000 1.00
Right to life of newborn 3.2140.340 3.26+0.316 -0.560 0.578
Euthanasia 2.72+0.405 2.7410.397 -0.196 0.845
Organ transplantation 3.1640.488 3.1640.488 0.000 1.00
Brain death 2.54+0.448 2.54+0.448 0.000 1.00
Human biotechnology 3.08+0.211 3.14+0.209 -1.160 0.251
Attitude toward the elderly 3.5240.556 3.52+0.503 0.025 0.980

Values are presented as meantstandard deviation.
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<Table 5> Change of Attitudes Toward the Old after Bioethics Education

Variable Group

Pretest Posttest Diff. t p

Attitude toward the elderly Experimental group 3.52+0.556 3.82+0.454 0.30+0.192 9.221 0.000

Control group

3.5240.503  3.4710.506 -0.04+0.057

Values are presented as meantstandard deviation.
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A Study of the Effects of a Bioethics Education
Program on Caregivers

JUNG Eun-Young¥*, PARK Ji-Kyeong**

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of a bioethics education program on caregiv-
ers’ understanding of biomedical ethics and their attitudes toward the elderly. A nonequivalent control
group pretest-posttest quasi-experimental design was adopted. The subjects in this study were 58 care-
givers who work in long-term care facilities in South Korea. An experimental group and a control group
were organized with 29 caregivers in each group, and the effects of the bioethics education program
developed for this study were tested. The data were analyzed with the SPSS 19.0K statistical package.
The findings of the study were as follows. First, after subjects in the experimental group received the
bioethics education program, positive changes were detected in their understanding of biomedical eth-
ics and their attitudes to the elderly. Second, the experimental group underwent more positive changes
than the control group in terms of their understanding of the right to life of fetuses, artificial abortion,
artificial insemination, prenatal diagnosis of fetuses, brain death and human biotechnology as well as
in their attitudes toward the elderly. Accordingly, the bioethics education program that was provided to
caregivers in this study had a positive effect on caregivers’ understanding of biomedical ethics and their

attitudes toward the elderly.
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