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Abstract This study evaluates moral sensitivity, moral courage, and their association among nursing
students. The subjects were 137 fourth-year nursing students. Data were collected from September 2021
to November 2021 from two nursing schools using Lutzen and Nordin's moral sensitivity questionnaire
(MSQ), translated and modified by Han and Sekerka's Professional Moral Courage (PMC), and translated
and modified by Mun with permission of translators. Correlation analysis and multiple regression tests
were performed using SPSS. The overall scores for MSQ and PMC were 5.10 and 5.31, respectively. MSQ
and PMC showed a statistically significant positive correlation (r = 0.375, p = 0.000). Among the five
subconstructs of moral sensitivity examined, patient-oriented care, professional responsibility, meaning,
and benevolence were determined to influence moral courage. The explanatory power of these variables
was 26.9%. Moral courage is one of the foundations for responsible behavior in complex situations with
ethical conflicts. Our results indicate that moral sensitivity positively affects moral courage. We believe
that the level of moral sensitivity can be increased by imparting ethical education.
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Table 1. Score of moral Sensitivity and Moral Courage with sub domains (n=137)
Moral sensitivity Moral courage
Subconstructs Mean = SD Subconstracts Mean = SD
atient-ori +
Patlent‘onented care ?,17 + 0.77 Moral goal and art 577 + 0.77
Professional responsibility 5.00 + 0.69 . .

) Going beyond compliance 492 + 0.94
Conflict 5.12 + 0.67 .

. Enduring threats 474 + 1.12
Meaning 474 £ 076 Multiple values 4.87 £ 1.07
Benevolence 553 £ 0.72 P R

Total 5.10 + 0.44 Total 531 + 0.64
Table 2. Moral sensitivity with subconstructs by general characteristics (n=137)
Patient Professional
Total —oriented care responsibility Conflict Meaning Benevolence
N
F/p F/p F/p F/p F/p F/p
+ + + + + +
M+SD ® M+SD ® M+SD ® M+SD ® M+SD ® M+SD ®

College
H College 66(48.2) 5.17+.40 1.358 5.21+.72 2.592 5.07+.63 1.303 5.13+.70 .879 4.94+.70 .569 5.55+.76 1.916
Y College 71(51.8) 5.04+.48 (.087) 5.14+.82 (.582) 4.94+.74 (.274) 5.11+.65 (.904) 4.55+.76  (.002) 5.51+.68 (.758)
Sexuality
Female 113(82.5) 5.11+.45 .124 5.20+.78 .031 5.00£.70 .001 5.12+.71 4552  4.77+.75 144 5.53+.71 .002
Male 24(17.5) 5.04+.39 (421) 5.04+.74 (.359) 5.00+.66 (.827) 5.11+.46 (1930) 4.56+.76  (.204) 5.53+.77 (.985)
Age
=25 103(75.2)  5.09+.45 .359 5.17+.81 2.547 4.97+.69 .003 5.12+.69 130 4.76+.76 307 5.48+.68 .514
26< 34(24.8) 5.15+.41 (.525) 5.20+.64 (.832) 5.08+.67 (.452) 5.12+.63 (.986) 4.66+.76  (.490) 5.70£.80 (.113)
Religion
Yes 53(38.7) 5.13+.44 219 5.31£.79 .050 5.03+.70 .641 5.14+.66 .088 4.68+.81 252 5.51+.68 1.036
No 84(61.3) 5.09+.45 (.620) 5.09+.74 (.100) 4.98+.69 (.670) 5.10£.69 (.750) 4.78+.72 (.453) 5.54+.75 (.821)
Marital status
Single 118(86.1) 5.11+.46 1.408 5.17+.78 574 5.01+.72 1.101 5.16+.68 127 4.76+.77 529 5.48+.71 471
Married 15(10.9) 5.12+.36 (.932) 5.28+.68  (.586) 4.94+.53 (.735) 4.87+.60 (114) 4.61+.68 (.480) 5.95+.61 (.015)

Other majors

Yes 31(22.6) 5.06+.37 2.526 5.15+.62 3.210 4.90+.54 2.817 5.08+.63 .399 4.59+.77 182 5.65+.87 2.472
No 106(77.4)  5.11+.46 (.578) 5.18+.81 (.822) 5.02+.73 (.389) 5.13£.69 (.740) 4.78+.75 (232) 5.50+.67 (.287)

Work

experience

Yes 41(29.9) 5.12+.38 1.593 5.24+.65 2386 5.04+.68 .027 4.99+.56 .635 4.67+£.67 1.928 5.72+.72 .026
No 96(70.1) 5.09+.47 (.719) 5.14+.82 (.496) 4.98+.69 (.682) 5.17+.71 (144)  4.77+.79 (491) 5.45+.71 (.050)
Employment

period

> 5 year 20(50.0)  5.16+.37 .001 530+.57 1481  5.23+.73 .362 500+.56 .152  4.70+.71 .006 5.17+.40 .054
6 year ¢ 20(50.0) 5.12%.38 (.789) 5.23+.73 (.752) 4.89+.58 (.114) 5.00£.58 (1.000) 4.67+.70 (.890) 5.04+.48 (.095)
Satisfaction

in nursing

major

very high 32(23.4)  5.17+.46 5.11+.81 5.10%.79 5.19+.76 c 4.76+.80 5.75+.72

high 78E69) 510444 (88 soe7r B Gogees (0 suees i 4msers Lo 550665 Lo
moderate 27(19.7) 4.99+.42 5.08+.73 : 4.94+.60 5.01+.55 : 4.64+.80 5.35+.88
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Table 3. Moral courage with subconstracts by general characteristics (n=137)
Total Moral goals Going beyond Enduring Multiple
° & act compliance threats values
N@%)
t/F t/F t/F t/F t/F
M=SD @ M+SD ® M=SD ® M=SD © M=SD ©
College
H College 66(48.2) 5.38+.56 2.208 5.87+.64 3.835 5.60+.83 .640 4.91+.94 3.956 4.80+1.10 .001
Y College 71(51.8) 5.24+.71 (213) 5.14+.82 (077) 5.50+£1.04 (.561) 4.59+1.25 (.093) 4.92+1.01 (.490)
Sexuality
Female 113(82.5) 5.28+.67 2.253 5.70+.77 .047 5.52+.96 .001 471+1.14 .702 4.92+1.05 .318
Male 24(17.5) 5.41+£.51 (370) 5.98+.77 (104 5.69+.84 (.432) 4.92+1.00 (.408) 4.58+1.03 (.157)
Age
>25 03(75.2) 531+.60 1.073 5.74+.74 595  5.53+.84 1.626 4.71+£1.05 3.373 4.94+1.00 .478
26< 34(24.8) 5.29+.78 (826) 5.78+.89 (787) 5.60+1.22 (.713) 4.85+1.31 (.516) 4.62+1.18 (.122)
Religion
Have 53(38.7) 538+.54 2563 5.81+.68 2.287 5.68+.81 .165 5.04+1.06 .016 4.77£1.09 .475
No 84(61.3) 5.26+£.70 (274) 5.71+.83 (457) 5.47+1.01 (.205) 4.56+1.12 (.014) 4.92+1.03 (.446)
Marital status
Single 118(86.1) 530+.64 .133  5.72+.77 374 5.54+.93 .004 4.76+1.06 6.384 4.84+1.04 1.569
Married 15(10.9) 5.43+.69 (463) 5.89+.88 (429) 5.83%1.01 (.258) 4.93+1.41 (.657) 4.83+1.26 (.976)
Other majors
Yes 31(22.6) 5.25+.73 141 574+.86 .193 5.51%1.17 .794 4.68+1.24 .930 4.69+1.14 .086
No 106(77.4) 5.32+.62 (606) 5.75+.75 (979) 5.56+.87 (.815) 4.76+1.08 (.705) 4.91+1.03 (318)
Work
e;‘{perien"e 4129.9)  536+.60 389 582+.73 176  5.66+.94 472 501£1.19 525  4.72+1.13 .049
NZS 96(70.1) 5.29%.66 (.531) 5.71+.80 (451) 5.50+.94 (.384) 4.63+1.07 (.067) 4.92+1.02 (.309)
Employment
period
> 5 year 20(50.0) 5.44+.48 3.591 582+.63 1.356 5.58+.91 .044 5.28+.95 7.265 4.93+.75 6.211
6 year < 20(50.0) 5.28+.71 (.415) 5.78+.83 (.864) 5.72%1.02 (.631) 4.75+1.38 (.170) 4.55+1.42 (.303)
Satisfaction
in nursing
major
very high® 32(23.4) 5.57+.61 4.475 6.12+.72 6.619 5.79+1.02 3.794 5.06%£1.15 1.844 4.93+1.34 126
high® 78(56.9) 5.27+.63 (AOIS*) 5.71%+.77 (AOO%) 5.59+.82 (,02’5) 4.62+1.13 (.162) 4.85+.97 .(881)
moderate® 27(19.7) 5.09%£.65 ac 5.42+.68  a)c 5.13£1.09 a)c 471£.99 ~ 479+.95 *

* Scheffe test
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