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Abstract  This study examined the correlations between investigating human rights sensitivity,
interpersonal caring behavior, and biomedical ethics in nursing students who have clinical practice
experience. The data were collected using structured questionnaires for 3rd and 4th grade nursing
students who were attending three universities in Gyeonggi-do and Chungcheong-do. As a result of this
study, nursing college students' human rights sensitivity, interpersonal caring behavior, and biomedical
ethics were scored as 112.23, 3.95, and 2.03 points, respectively. There were significant differences in
human rights sensitivity according to major satisfaction (t=3.320. p=.001), clinical practice satisfaction
(t=2.557, p=.012), and clinical peer relationship (t=4.234, p<.001), interpersonal care behavior according
to major satisfaction (t=3.423. p=.001), clinical practice satisfaction (t=4.364, p<.001), and clinical peer
relationship (t=3.708, p=.001), and biomedical ethics according to major satisfaction (t=-2.404, p=.018).
Human rights sensitivity showed positive correlations with biomedical ethics (r=.27, p<.01), and
interpersonal caring behavior showed a positive correlation with biomedical ethics (r=.17, p<.05). Based
on these findings, it is necessary to develop systematic nursing education programs to strengthen
interpersonal caring behavior, biomedical ethics, and human rights sensitivity.

Keywords : Human Rights, Sensitivity, Ethics, Nursing, Students

E =72 Bt 20188dE wifighedte] Ad AR SRS
*Corresponding Author : Seon-Young Kim(Bucheon Univ.)

email: imife5210@bc.ac.kr

Received January 21, 2020 Revised March 2, 2020
Accepted April 3, 2020 Published April 30, 2020

410



JASEAI Aoz eeloztel B

]IH = —
T B Aols 7hg 941l AjolcHll. QB T
3] 9k & AAE Holdol Stoletel it £
AR 4 qlon], AR 4 5 U 71E A
2 gttt

CCTV AA =&
A TRt 1 2All ARSA FAETE oA
on, B0l ZopolAf ldo] it B E3t &
OFATH2]. 71& HAolE oA Ade F= Aolel,
ofA, o4, obs ASY £AIE TR U ol
ARRlA w3 Agolu wdAdt o] dmAuAE
e sk ghdAt Awke dd B39 tides Hy
ATH3]. wEbM 2T wsolM e Thees] Shake) A7
2jgto] opd, 2o QIE-S HEsto] QITk FA4H9 1T
£ A fsirle 7129 e wso] HEo
AR|7IREe] g oleae] B Qdu] et 2ast
oH4l.

HeARE IZEE o R HEAAY 15eS AT
goll glof BAe #2124 e S5 8o,
WA, g2 w1 g9 Aol digt Ay =3k 2
TRETH2) ZEEARIA o] B4} &2 Fole I
A A S AZeta, BAE sidshr] 1zt
2t Ang BASES A B5E 715
5,01 ol P A wA SAE A

e AR AT e DA Bedo]

.
W5 HBol elele] 1FS
A4 BANES st sk

LR =

¥hgo] WgE Aol & 4 UTHT). AW

4

ol
o
ot
o

(8], Y5 9
Aok AH2H3E
SRAR ITZ ts] AsiAE It aso| e <l
e 2

411

o
4

o =
%5
W, 16 2
2 o
ch

1

rJ

2

A

1=

u

B )
r
2
=

sk
2
N
3
AT X

P
o
o

-

2,

o
o2 —‘ﬁ

N9

=
o
1o
rr
i)

i

=
<
:

Q:

g o
o]

o
i
L
o

o
k)
i
2
=
>

e
&
K}
K
ot
)
T~ rg
&
|
o
40 9 d

2
o)
o,
|

N oo %0 ook ol >

o

o GPAA 4o
7, AT el fEstel 33502 4
A A7 A IS B T 4 YES £2 5
QUTHOL 1% A7k holsBae Solet sheehe
ZEETfshge) TSR AES A7) 9%
Fe T QANIAR PSR o] TS Zast
tleR AGRAE SEsk BoIA A

T

1o
N

=
=

2271 glolof st} Aelw SFlelde
Jmasle] 42 84 TAE Feid
Jrage o AT & Y= wokErH12l. 7
A Fpge] BATA ke A geld BRI
& AEsp] olglem, o)z QI8 2EAT] Hust
7% i3] 2ksALe] Agole ol o]

3
u?
N
i
et
sl



SHEARSH | &38| =R 2] #2138 A4S, 2020

& ggolEemge BRN2.13], I
M, golReeioly mol ey
2§ B=, PBolzee|oay ol

ol ™

A7} olgoiziet.
webi] 2 Q7 ZEAP} 25olof s A
A, TiQIEES), AEolE geloA g et

A, Zfetale] Qe E4o] mE QASA,
el Ras), Agele S0 Fwe)

A, ABZ4A, LSRR,
o ApAE vl

2.2 O OIMAH & Xtz E

B AT oA Frmet FHEE] HAIS 370
Slof] Ajs}t FolwA YAF A& Aol U= 3, 4

Aot} A7 £ A7tE Il LRSHE HE

A5 ARg3Ee] 20184 99 1095E 10€ 12¥7H4]

FIA). AF AR FAL 20~258 J 225

AR AP F HPIROIA 279 gEES AlS

0 o

412

of ApFH o7 Fofslr|E FYst= oA HEAE
HiE & 2 "R SOl ot ol % AERAA]
£ 3 HEke] wrt fAse] SO RE HESHI
G*Power 3.1.9 ZEI1FS o|-&sto] AJeiA &4
oA 2t &3} 27] 0.30, 4= 0.05, BAH HH
g 0.95% 23 o3 thdA i 5= 138O 4t
EE3h £ 25059 MEAE #jESte, 22583
& 90%)7t 3lE| e o)F AEA] A/do] B4
1355 AL 21285 JF Ao ARESHth

23 A7 &+

2.3.1 olfzS

12 F7IRIEHY3[18]014] HHEAY & A3
& E7E NI AEESAE ARE ARESHe] &4
Foc o] T4 B5d AxE, 7E5T6HA] &2 dd,
fofle] wSHhS de, FAIERS AYEH, T4
4, FEoE2REY A74, olFeeAY k5, AH
24, Aol AA A4, k219 FES=H4E 5 10
9] cE AR A= jlo, 7t onAts A
A2}, AR{AZ, AJRZHS FFSHES L= o] Y
Likert type 5% HEZ A Fa06HA] gt} 1504
‘W Fastt 530w, 7 olmAtd 3EFoR
J=lo] 0ol 1538 v ", QI B3l oigt &
71 BRI B3l gt Feie) &2 Aol 1 4
5 AHobA|ut, HQlE Bl st et A
22 o= 01 A=t AA =7 4 0004
150801, A7 =255 884490 =52 91l
stot =+ 7R FA] AZ|%E Cronbach’s @ %2 .889]
AL, B AFo|AE Cronbach’s @ F2 71030t

oN, ol ro,

4

-

2.3.2 HRI==%

SASN0PE A E7E LolE, SR Uk,
A3 A%, A, S, A=, Y Bolye, &

A, 48379 107 ot Fger FAgEo] lom,
7 492 570 B F S0RFLOE FAdE o] Utk 2zt
E2 Likert type 58 HZZ ‘o Hcy 1804 ‘of
F oty SR FLUt 228 U =5 39 B
7F Bas Yuigth 2431019 dtelA AlFEEe=
Cronbach's e #2 95013101, QA ox=

Cronbach’s @ 2 .97°]3ith

233 M3oE 22|94

ool



JASEAI Aoz eeloztel B

A8 EFske AR £2940] w52
=

ofw]Ritt. AF2019] Aol AlF e Cronbach's @

ZHe 76 olglom, B Aoj|A2] AlF%= Cronbach’s @
2 780130
24 Xz 24 Yy

A

3" A=EE SPSS/WIN 21.0 ZE2THE 0]-89)
EAIST. A ek B2 HIES} Ve
2, 1874, JIEE9t AEYs &994
Hre Pk BFEAE LSS o] dhby
S0 w2 1A, MAEEF A= &1
9]]9] Aol Independent t-test} H|HESG HAHO
2, 48784, MRIEE89IY BB YE |+ Y4lte
AT A= Pearson’s correlation coefficientsE ©]
&5t3it.

X9

3. g+ 2

3.1 CHAXIS Uotd E4
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants

(N=212)
Spec. n %
Gender II;/leileale 12920 slsg:é
Grade 2 EREY

413

. Have 94 443
Religion
None 118 55.7
Education experience of Yes 89 42.0
regarding human rights No 123 58.0
Major satisfaction Satisfied 143 67.5
Moderate 69 32.5
Clinical practice Satisfied 134 63.2
satisfaction Moderate 78 36.8
Clinical peer relationship Good 189 892
below normal 23 10.8
3.2 CHYAIS| QlEZied, CHRISERI HHO =
Q2jol BT
AR QlEzad Bt o= 112.23+10.374

o|lom, QIEF] ol PHOR AR 37.7443.87
A, A2 37.71+£3.904, HAAZF 36.78+3.85%
o= yepyth oAty Bi Fee k99 PEF
T 12.83+1.664, AX, &6k S HE] 11.43
+2.094, o354 =5 12.77+1.834, B5H
13.01+£1.88%, Aofile wLvkS A 12.15+2.02
7, Aolile] AA Ad 12.06+£2.05%, AR
APYEE 12.38+2.247, AMIEH 12.02+2.063, &
A 114442287, 20 2R E Q] 204 2.08+3.84%
o= yepgrt. dijlEEdS] B F4= 3.95+0.51
Foz Yehgy, 5tY dgo=z dols 3.92+0.627,
S 3.89+£0.574, Hs 3.87+0.627, =4 3%
3.90+0.45%, HZBE 3.74+0.734, SH3F 3.94+0.35
A, =2 4.07£0.614, 3% EoldS 3.84+0.704,
|AF 3.971£0.617, 8% 4.09+0.27H 02 Yepet
o} AgoaE 2994 He I 2.03+024F02
UEFE T, ot 990 eote] A A 2.13+£0.727,
ATYAFE 22140424, A543 2.07+£0.514,
Blobdlth 1.92+0.38%, AlA¥ore] AHEH 1.66+0.44
7, FEAL 2.274+0.427, 71014 1.86+0.467, HA
2.08+£0.374, AYFEFE 2.07£0.367 = Ve
t}. (Table 2).

Table 2. Descriptive statistic of variables

(N=212)
Variable Mean+SD Possible
Range
Human rights sensitivity 112.23+10.37 85-142
Perception of situation 37.74+3.87
Perception of result 37.71+£3.90 26-49
Perception of responsibility 36.78+3.85
Episode 1 12.83+1.66 8-15
Episode 2 11.43+2.09 515
Episode 3 12.77+£1.83
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Episode 4 13.01+£1.88 6-15 p=.012), AL Z5910] IA|(1=4.234, p(OOl)Oﬂ ket
e Foreros BAZOE fofat oI/t Ugiet. HHAEEY Pt
Episode 7 12384224 | 315 A WEE(=3.423. p=.001), FeE TEE(=4.364,
Episode 8 12.02£2.06 6-15 s o] W _ _
Episode 9 Tddioos | 41 p(001), A% FE2] #A(:=3.708, p=.001)°l ==t
Episode 10 2.08+3.84 0-15 SAKCE 393t Zlol7t AUt AR AEola
Int;rpérfonal caring behavior 3.95+0.51 _‘%ﬂg}&'_‘% Z‘j—é,’— E’l’éE(t:—Z.404, p:.018)°ﬂ U}E}- %
oticing 3.92+0.62
Participating 3.89+0.57 ﬂ]Zﬂ'Q_E %94'(?_]_’ 72]'0]7]' 3 %Q{Table 3)
Sharing 3.87+0.62
Active listening 3.90+0.45
Companioning 3.74%0.73 1-5 34 EHgXl'Q_l ﬂﬂ?ﬂl‘—ﬂk—g EH?J%%SOH-?— AoHEgg_lﬂ
Complimenting 3.94+0.35
Comforting 4.07£0.61 %Elglk—ﬂ'—l’gl th_'.:":'.:}'
Hoping 3.84+0.70
Forgiving 3.972061 HgAREe] JIEARAEE BHYE &2 (=27,
Accepting 4.09+0.27 p<.01)31]. o(;:@l A 3!&7_74]%‘ %%%63%,‘5 N—]Eﬂ_g]i o
Biomedical ethics 2.03£0.24
Right to life of fetus 2.13+0.72 o4 (r=.17, p(OS)jL]— A FHAE Y HTable
Artificial abortion 2.21+£0.42 4)
Artificial insemination 2.07+0.51
Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 1.92+0.38 14
Right to life of newborn 1.66+0.44 Table 4. Correlations Among Variables (N=212)
Euthanasia 2.2740.42
Organ transplantation 1.86+0.46 Human Interpersonal Bi dical
Brain death 2.08+0.37 rights caring romedica
Human bio-technology 2.07+0.36 sensitivity behavior ethics
Episode 1=Right to pursue one's happiness of the elderly: R
2=Right not to suffer illegal arrest, restriction; 3=Right to
labor in migrant workers; 4=Equal rights; 5=Right to Huma{q 'ri'ghts 1
education in disabled; 6=Right to personal freedom in sensitivity
disabled; 7=Privacy rights in mental illness; 8=Privacy rights; Interpersonal
9=Environmental rights; 10=Right to freedom from caring 133 1
imprisonment. behavior
Biomedical 260" 170* 1
3.3 THAIRS) SHe] SA0 M2 QT4+, Thel ahics | '

S
e 5 _ *pC05, **pC.01
SEYLICH MHo|Z 2|24 XI0|
s )

jARLe] UbA EAC) w2 JETeA A A
T TEE(t=3.320. p=.001), YL T=E(1=2.557,

Table 3. Differences of Human rights sensitivity, Interpersonal caring behavior and

Biomedical ethics by

general characteristics (N=212)
Spec. Human rights sensitivity Interpg;f;ircarmg Biomedical ethics

Mean#+SD t(p) Mean+SD t(p) Mean+SD t(p)

Gender Male 108.05+16.68 -1.773 3.86+.51 -.898 2.05%.25 300
Female 112.76£11.15 (.078) 3.96+.51 (.383) 2.03+.24 (.860)

Grade 3rd 112.84+11.27 .682 3.92+.50 -.842 2.03+.24 -.134
4th 111.73+12.45 (.496) 3.98+.52 (.401) 2.03+.24 (.893)
Religion Have 112.60+12.26 350 4.00+.50 1.306 2.0+.27 -1.822
None 112.02+11.61 (.727) 391+.52 (.193) 2.06%.21 (.070)
Education experience of Yes 113.38+11.52 1.166 4.02+.53 1.759 2.00£.23 -1.437
regarding human rights No 111.47+12.11 (.245) 3.90+.50 (.080) 2.05+.25 (.152)
Major satisfaction Satisfied 114.22+11.88 3.320 4.03£.50 3.423 2.00+.24 -2.404
Moderate 108.25+12.89 (.001) 3.78+.50 (.001) 2.09+.23 (.018)

Clinical practice Satisfied 113.88+11.31 2.557 4.06+.51 4.364 2.02+.24 -.851
satisfaction Moderate 109.51+12.37 (012) 3.76+.46 (.000) 2.05+.24 (:396)
Clinical peer relationship Good 113.41+11.47 4.234 3.99+.50 3.708 2.02+.24 -1.141
below normal 102.91+11.20 (.000) 3.61+.47 (.001) 2.08+.22 (.263)
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