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The Influencing Factor to View on Nursing Professionalism
according to the Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics, Moral
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Abstract Purpose: This study investigated the factors that influence a nursing student's view of nursing
professionalism. Method: The study used a cross-sectional descriptive research design. Data collected
from 1st October to 30th November 2019, enrolling 425 subjects from two cities, were analyzed by mean
and standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA, Pearson's correlation coefficient, Scheffés method, and
multiple regression using SPSS 27.0. Results: The subjects included 365 women (90.6%). The average age
was 22.67+6.29 years, including 147 seniors (34.6%) and 393 with clinical practice experience (92.5%),
182 subjects (42.8%) responded that ethical value depends on the situation. Considering factors that
affect consciousness of biomedical ethics, significant differences were obtained in gender (t=2.60,
p=.009), age (F=2.99, p=.019), marital status (t=2.41, p=.016), clinical practice experience (t=2.30,
p=.022), and ethical value (F=4.77, p=.009). The grade (F=3.25, p=.022), marital status (t=-2.23, p=.035),
and clinical practice experience (t=2.12, p=.035) influenced moral sensitivity, whereas ethical value
(F=13.20, p<.001), communication ability, and clinical practice experience (t=2.15, p=.032) were factors
influencing the view towards nursing professionalism. View of nursing professionalism was positively
correlated with grade (r=.11, p=.028), consciousness of biomedical ethics (r=.20, p{.001), moral sensitivity
(r=.33, p<.001), and communication ability (r=.27, p{.001). Of these, moral sensitivity (t=5.06, p{.001) and
communication ability (t=3.05, p=.002) were the major influencing factors, with an explanation rate of
13.7%. Conclusion: Moral sensitivity and communication ability are the factors that majorly influence
nursing students' views toward nursing professionalism.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects

(N=425)
- . n (%) or

Characteristics Categories Mean + SD
Male 40 (9.9

Gender
Female 385 (90.6)
22.67+6.29
<19 57 (13.4)

Age(year)

20-29 348 (81.9)
>30 13 (3.0)
Grade Freshmen 58 (13.6)
Sophomore 145 (34.1)
Junior 145 (34.1)
Senior 147 (34.6)
Marriage status Married 22 (5.2)
No married 403 (94.8)
Experience of  Have 298 (70.1)

clinical
practice Not have 127 (29.9)
Ethical value Very concrete 87 (20.5)
Sometimes confusion 156 (36.7)
Different depends on situation 182 (42.8)

SD : standard deviation
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A8 sHA(F=3.25, p=.022), BEAE(1=-2.23, p=.035),
DG AA(t=2.12, p=.035)°04 BAZLE {5t
Aolg vepdh e sEE 828 7EREKE=13.20,
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Table 2. Score of Consciousness of Biomedical
Ethics, Moral Sensitivity, Ability of
Communication, Nursing Professionalism
of Subjects

(N=425)
Variables Mean#SD Range
Consciousness of biomedical ethics 2.84+0.19 2.83~2.87
Right to life of fetus 2.84+0.62 2.76~2.92
Artificial abortion 2.59£0.40 2.54~2.64
Artificial insemination 2.82+0.48 2.82~2.76
Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 2.87+£0.31 2.83~2.91
Right to life of newborn 3.30£0.44 3.24~3.36
Euthanasia 2.81+£0.26  2.77~2.84
Organ transplantation 3.03+0.43 2.98~3.09
Brain death 2.57+0.32 2.53~2.61
Human biotechnology 2.79+0.31 2.75~2.83
Moral sensitivity 4.51+0.81 4.43~4.58
Patient oriented care 4.73+1.00 4.63~4.58
Professional 4.2910.84 4.21~4.37
Conflict 4.58+0.96 4.48~4.67
Moral meaning 4.77+1.01 4.68~4.87
Benevolence 4244090 4.16~4.33
Ability of communication skill 3.69+0.51 3.65~3.73
Views on nursing professionalism 2.95+£0.35 2.92~2.97
Professional self concept of nurse 3.18+0.41 3.12~3.23
Social recognition 2.60£0.57 2.52~2.67
Professionalism of nursing 3.07+£0.50 3.01~3.14
Role of nursing community 3.25+£0.55 3.18~3.32
Identity of nursing 2.25+£1.01 2.12~2.37
22.4 UK SA, MESB|O, TEX DI,
QIM_J-*_%%E';*. % 75 HEEpO| AU
T A2 Fog il e ¥uks 54
< j‘ri(r— 11, p=028)°.& FoI3t ¥ JHHAE Y
PR, YAAEAR(=- 11, p=021)2 39| A
AE Bk AEEE94(=.20, p<001), =54 Rzt

(=33, pC.001), YA2E5Y (=27, p(O0DZE
oJgt g9 AHHAE HEHtKTable 4).
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Table 3. The Score of Consciousness of Biomedical ethics, Moral Sensitivity, Ability of Communication skill

and Nursing Professionalism According to the General Characteristics of Subject
(N=425)

Consciousness of Ability of Communication

Moral Sensitivity Nursing Professionalism

Biomedical Ethics Skill
M+£SD torF p M+£SD torF p M+£SD torF p M+SD torF p
Gond Male 2924022 260 .009 4.58+0.98 .64 .520 3.77+0.51 1.08 310 2954036 .11 917
ender
Femal 2.84+0.19 4.50+0.80 3.68+0.50 2.95+0.35
<19 2.8240.16 2.99 .019° 4314578 271 .068 3.68+0.54 .62  .646 2.94+029 .97  .414
Agelyear)  20-29 2.85+0.20 4.55+0.86 3.70+0.49 2.95+0.36
=30 2.81+0.14 4.30£0.53 3.74+0.63 2.78+0.24
Freshmen  2.83+0.17 125 .293 4.29+0.57 3.25 .022° 3.61+0.48 243 .065 2.90+0.31 246  .062
Grad Sophomore  2.83+0.20 4.56+0.76 3.68+0.43 2.9240.32
rade
Junior 2.86+0.20 4.6740.95 3.71+0.62 2.9940.36
Senior 2.86+0.19 4.4740.76 3.76+0.46 2.9740.30
Marriage ~ Married  2.92%0.13 241 016 4.19%0.65 -2.23 .035 3.58+0.42 -1.28 .200 290+0.32 -91  .365
status  No married 2.84+0.19 4.5240.82 3.6940.51 2.9540.32
E"Pei?me Have 2.87+0.17 230 .022° 4.56+0.85 2.12 .035 3.7240.55 1.68 .093 2.98+0.33 215  .032
clinical
practice  Not have  2.82:0.20 4.37+0.70 3.65+0.46 2.91+0.32
Very 2.89+0.22° 477 .009° 4.64+0.85 1.53 .218 3.89+0.57° 13.20 .000° 2.97+0.37 .41 665
concrete
Ethical OTCUMES 9031017  byaab  4.46+0.84 3.62£0.53° bya 2.9520.36
confusion
value
Different
depends on 2.83+0.18% 4.48+0.77 3.64+0.47° 2.93+0.27
situation
*p(05

Table 4. Correlation of Marriage Status, Grade, Experience of Clinical Practice, Ethical Value, Consciousness
of Biomedical Ethics, Moral Sensitivity, Ability of Communication of Subjects and Nursing

Professionalism (N=425)
Experience Consciousness Nursing
. Marriage . Ethical of Moral Ability of Lo
Variables Gender Age Status Grade of Clu}lcal Value Biomedical Sensitivity G cation Professionalis
Practice A m
ethics
Gender 1
-.01
Age (822) !
Marriage -.02 -.28 1
Status (961)  (£.001)
17 48 01
Crade (001)  ((001)  (886) !
E’fﬁé:me of 3 s 06 -81 .
Practi (001) (001) (214 (K001
ractice
Ethical 11 -14 11 -.03 .06 .
Value (029)  (003)  (022) (544 (.260)
g,‘m“ido,us‘fe“ of 1 12 -.09 .08 -.08 -13 '
tomedica (017)  (017)  (066)  (101) (.089) (.006)
Ethics
Moral -.03 05 .09 .06 -11 -.06 25 )
Sensitivity (.520) (.328) (.070) (.185) (.035) (.209) (£.001)
Ability of -.06 02 12 18 -12 -14 29 37 .
communication  (258)  (636)  (017)  (£001)  (012)  (004) (001)  (.001)
Nursing -.00 -.04 .06 11 -11 -.01 20 33 27 )
Professionalism _ (955)  (.442) (197)  (.028) (.021) (.812) (£.001") (£.001") (£.001")
*p(05
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Table 5. Influencing Factor to

Nursing Professionalism

(N=425)
Variables F B R? Adjusted R? B t D tolerance VIF
Constant 1.61 5.57
Grade 0.01 .02 0.20 840 33 3.06
Expeljience of clinical 0,04 05 0.63 527 33 3.02
practice
Ethical value 12.27 0.02 15 14 .04 0.88 .380 .97 1.03
Consciousness of
Biormedioal ethics 0.16 .09 1.85 .065 88 113
Moral sensitivity 0.11 .25 5.06 <.001 .83 1.20
Abilley of 0.1 15 305 002 79 127
communication
VIF = variance inflation factor
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