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Abstract The purpose of this study was to investigate the influence of Consciousness of biomedical ethics on
nursing professionalism among nursing students. Data were collected among 192 nursing students in G city,
from May 20 to 27, 2021. The collected data was analyzed a using t-test, One way ANOVA, Pearson’s
correation coeffcient and Stepwise multiple regression using SPSS 20.0 WIN program. The average score for
Consciousness of biomedical ethics was 3.28+0.41 and nursing professionalism was 3.324+0.85. nursing
professionalism showed a positve correlation(r=.55, p=.000) with Consciousness of biomedical ethics, Models
including the variables, Organ transplant, Euthanasia, explained 37%, 16.5% of the variance in the nursing
professionalism. Based on the outcome of this study, steps should be taken to design intervention program that

emphasize a improve nursing professionalism for nursing students.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects(N=182)

Category frequency (%)
Gender Male 70 (38.7)
Female 111 (61.3)
Grade 1st 15 (83)
2nd 52 (287)
3nd 54 (29.8)
4th 60 (33.1)
Religion none 68 (37.6)
Christian 73 (40.3)
Buddhism 40 (22.1)
Major satisfaction ~ Satisfied 23 (12.7)
Moderate 88 (486)
DisSatisfied 70 (38.7)
z‘;‘ltlli;‘gt‘;mhg Satisfied 3% (199)
Moderate 86 (475)
DisSatisfied 59 (32.6)
gfp“;iﬁ:me Yes 114 (630)
No 67 (37.0)
ﬁz:ﬁlﬂ for Considering aptitude 22 (12.2)
Employment 33 (182)
Recommendation of 53 (293)
parents
Correspond to score 73 (40.3)
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Table 2. Mean score of consciousness of biomedical ethics,
nursing professionalism (N=182)

. Average Number )
Variables . Max Min
M+SD  of item

Consciousness of biomedical
3.28+0.41 49 423 328

ethics

Right to life of embryos 3.56+0.69 5 400 1.00
Artificial abortion 1.93+0.78 6 400 1.00
Artificial insemination 3.03+0.81 7 417 150
Fetus 3.49+0.56 5 440 260
Right to life of newborn 3.61+0.61 5 460  2.00
Euthanasia 3.18+0.69 5 425 225
Organ transplant 3.28+0.71 4 460 220
Brain death 3.39+0.67 5 429 257
Human biotechnology 3.28+0.41 7 423 269
Nursing professionalism 3.32+0.85 18 468 270
Self-concept of the profession  4.43+0.81 6 500 217
Social recognition 4.14+0.93 5 500 240
Professionalism of nursing 4.07+0.66 3 489 227
Role of nursing service 4.40+0.75 2 500 250
Originality of nursing 2.82%0.85 2 450 150
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Table 3. Difference in consciousness of biomedical ethics, Nursing professionalism by general characteristics

consciousness of biomedical ethics

nursing professionalism

Category
M:SD T (Ducan) M:SD F Ducan)
Male 3.24+0.44 3.42+0.83
Gender 1.003 317 2.081 .079
Female 3.30+0.38 3.16+0.87
st 2.86+0.29 3.24+0.23
2nd 3.12+0.11 an 2.37+0.50 o
(race 3nd 329+0.26 BB wpon 381000 WL ppoy
4th 3.60+0.47 4.03.20.13
none 3.27+0.45 3.24+0.44
Religion Chiistian 3374042 4973 D 3301038 65.25% 00
(2>3) 2>13)
Buddhism 3.13+0.45 2.86+0.29
Satisfied 3.84+0.29 4.08+0.19
Major satisfaction Moderate 3.13+0.28 40.168 a0 3.22+0.90 11.670 00
: . : r>3>2 ) ‘ (1>23)
DisSatisfied 3.28+0.42 3.21+0.79
faction of Satisfied 3.50£0.40 4.03+£0.13
satisfaction o .00 .00
Moderate 3.19£0.41 15.060 3.06+0.90 46.6%
university life o (1>23) (1>23)
DisSatisfied 3.14£0.23 2.82+0.69
ini Yes 3.46+0.41 3.92+0.25
Clinical 11478 aw 26502 o0
experience No 2.98+0.46 2.31£0.12
Considering aptitude ~ 2.30£0.14 3.12+0.11
Motivation § Employment 3.02+0.27 3.24+0.44 a
otivation for .00
i 14966 16.491 ’
admission Recommendation of 5 . 47 (4212 330+0.38 GL12
parents
Correspond to score 3.40+0.36 3.36x0.27
E 4 AFUHMXIe| MHEolzge|olAln S M2 Bo| B
Table 4. Correlations between consciousness of biomedical ethics, nursing professionalism
Consciousness Right to e e Prenatal Right Organ . Human
) of biomedical life of aA;SSs] ﬁ:;ﬁgf;tion diagnosis to life of  Euthanasia transplan ?;?;E biotech
Variables ethics(total) embryos of Fetus newborn t nology
r(p)
Nursing 55(.000) 4900000 A5(000) .49(000) 3600000 52483)  25(.000) BL000)  13(073)  28(000)
professionalismitotal)
Self-concept of the .
i .28(.000) .30(.000) 17(.017) .26(.000) .36(.068) .08(.314) 21(.005) .06(.449) .10(.165) .28(.000)
profession
Social recognition .32(.000) .14(.059) 21(.005) .18(.014) .26(.000) -.10(.194) .33(.000) 48(.000) .09(.237) .15(.051)
Professionalism of _ _
i .12(.099) .25(.001) 07(.378) 18(.018) -11(.052) .04(611) .14(.055) -.05(.488) -.26(732) .25(.001)
nursing
Role of 19(010) 4200000 3000 3000 I308H 830 -osa  asow) O o)
nursing service 0)
Originality _
i 166(.000) .44(.000) 42(.000) 46(.000) 46(.000) 11(.142) .37(.000) 58(.000) .37(.000) 44(.000)
of nursing
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Table 5. Factors influencing consciousness of biomedical
ethics for Nursing professionalism

Variables B t D F AdiR
Organ transplant 611 10.326 000 106.629 370
Euthanasia =527 -6.057 000 82289 205

Prenatal diagnosis —— g05 G950 00 75909 108

of Fetus

Brain death -229 4625 000 64831 004
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