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Influence of Moral Self-Concept, Ethical Values on Attitude toward
Withdrawal of Life-Sustaining Treatment among Nursing Students
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Abstract This study was a descriptive study to investigate the influence of moral self-concept and ethical
values on attitude toward withdrawal of life-sustaining treatment among nursing students. The study
subjects were 296 nursing students from 2 nursing colleges in G city. The data were collected from June
12 to June 23, 2017 and analyzed using the SPSS 23.0 program. The mean score of the moral
self-concept was 3.48+0.33, of ethical values was 3.50%£0.37 and of attitude toward withdrawal of
life-sustaining treatment was 3.13+0.43. In attitude toward withdrawal of life-sustaining treatment, there
were significant differences in grade(F=3.21, p=.024), practice(t=2.06, p=.040) and nursing ethics
education(t=2.98, p=.003). There was a significant negative correlation between attitude toward
withdrawal of life-sustaining treatment and moral self-concept(r=-.14, p=.017) and ethical values(r=-.42,
p<.001). The significant predictors that influence the attitude toward withdrawal of life-sustaining
treatment were ethical values and nursing ethics education. The explanatory power was 22.5%. Based on
the above results, additional studies to determine the various factors affecting attitude toward withdrawal
of life-sustaining treatment of nursing students should be conducted and systematic education programs
need to be developed to foster utilitarian values in order to form a positive attitude toward withdrawal
of life-sustaining treatment.
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Table 3. Attitude toward Withdrawal of Life-Sustaining
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