CHBHIRo 1= 5tsx] M 30 2 M3 5 M) Check for updates

Korean J Phys Anthropol Vol. 30, No. 3 (2017) pp. 99~107
https://doi.org/10.11637/kjpa.2017.30.3.99

‘ Original Article

llzl

B o] SRS o] 50| e
W02 8207 AHZA7S B o|Ale] gt Y= vl

o}

ANA, HAD, WA, 43, 0|9, H

flo

(20179 8¥ 29¢ A4, 201749 99 149 =3 H4, 20179 99 189 AASS)

22 a7 532 ey sl ;M Frol e AHARET AT AARA7IS & o]4
Y2 golstuat A=sgeh AR £3E 20169 129 20287 E 20179 5Y 269714 BRI Ao 25
St sHAY 18278 0l k. S Lo %}Oﬂlﬂ Y 96T FroshA] 2 S 86T oItk A AR RE] 9
ol gk sHESol 47 wHof Hat 20322 FroshA] of2 MY 1.96- T 3L o] & bl 7ot A}
\ATH(t=2217,p< 028). F T ol B A=RE2 49 519 99 F 71014, AF+HoAA A=
FoJ3 ZolE Yehlidlet. AARZ7]15 D o] 4o B == 5 Wl Foidt Y So] B 349 L= FHo
3HA] e YES] 3317 ET} BT o5 7o £33 Zol7t IgTH(t=4.579, p<.000). B ALAT 7+E )5
AL SR Ao Fofdt Fof AP =R o4 dA=A7IS & 0|4 it Hioll= 34 W3t A
L olE Efi= st A5y #E ST 2IS gt s 53NN ol HSH R T8t A
o] " asjr}.

flo fob ot b

o O > N N
30wl

N
-

o r-?i'

stobst| e Za T, e AP R T, AXEH]F ol

N = glo} QAF A%l Bhe =gol Hm gtk ShAw A3

7HA) 2B stel A o) BRehe ojmttstol A s 7]

7143t osrl4e] G YRR e LRAA  ZWSAAL TUE AL Adeln AgE B4
WS ol R 0|9 HEo) AWE TRl R o A4, HRE AR BFo= o8 ojavjste] sty o
Aol A A Q& ANGEE FasAD (158§ AW U3, R, S AHAE oI5
ZEAE A iR A A4S vho® Be] AW S|ReALe omiojstt o] g 44 THE st
2 Mgt Qo FABHE Ao ot M A olmjshale] Siet Age] By Ho| weo) AR B

Ao A7)z BE 53] HRete o) Sashl k2l B 959 £9¢ st gow, 1 99 YRE psvs
ZEojse] HEY2TE F AR A P2 o4k o|d /|fEd X Rakn 2 v gL AT
o 9T A4S G Fa ARRAROIG R eehstol] 35, Fuotlolelq Aot okt
AR cadavenE o] 83te] Aarg A A4l A7bhn Qo). shRste] A$ AR Y 7

S WoE A FES NS B AT S 9 pE ATohe A2oleel FaT HEoRA B
%9 Fa4o] hRET gom (7], 4 oo %A

AR Sl S8 0 E Ehan ook 3-8 A glo] m&she Beol® Srg AA A
AZHE)E o] dAFel HEFte oA} ¢SS U Z=uls} 3 §7Ooo 7 ol 3F 9
A Aol 2 e &S Tukel FjEst ws-S o sttt _,_E]_]_ A
ZAA-$-H : jijin05@daedong.ac kr 4[4 '

(© 2017 Korean Association of Physical Anthropologists
This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons.org/ licenses/by-nc/3.0)
which permits unrestricted non-commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

ISSN 2287-626X (Online) - ISSN 1225-150X (Print)


https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.11637/kjpa.2017.30.3.99&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-09-30

100 ZBIX, ShA, S471, 8701, 0|31, 2|20}
E A

LI B AR WSS olg
"ol He sty 49 %82
S QA aFn, AR o) AR wolo}
s} 44 AUTFoRH oJata AT o] A7)

(r
rui filo °l~J
o 2

1ok
f il

N e
rE.
it
[e3

23} Aol galoldo] dgt AT GEst WaiA
AT SYThH4).
oz olmelo] @ SO aiE A% S Ut

Ebs 4717153 Aol geo tat BE Wsks ofn)
shi up} Acka 8 4 ok ES @A) Selt et o
29 Wae] wio] A SASE ¢H BASS 4
o BT 2R AzksA B HEON A2e
A7 Yeh7|E stden o) weh A=, AU £
5 olg BopolAq 7120] AEgelo ARt e &

o 2e4 wete] Wa o] Z71e1A] EYrhs). 53] e
e QI7he Yo sl sHEol7] mEe) QIzke] AT
of dgt £AAE 2EE 511, Jor oJrUoRA AT
o )

]_

©
—

HAe Z%E Hl/\li’]l_ A %ﬁ

< |zt OI*—JEHﬂX} L XWIOW
S AHEH 20113 5E 2015974 Z7] 5 4 d
7172 mid 20,0008 0] FAITE, o]F F o]4o] o]Fojzl
ALL 300040 233k 20159 0] 40004L Hol4A
tHﬂXMl Hl st Elglo] e Aot ful A

FEdets AA71Sl da
x4x4o] olu|AE zZtx 9o 20004 o]
o] Z2FH F7I8taL AT ofA7A] A7)0
g ALSA QA2 BEF AAolth[5]. whabA £

Q& ofye} mieo] 2AE AY Hsta U E
Xﬂ%@ LitHWM °11ﬂ7<?<‘ 71% 4 oA gt B

e #

OIN 41: k

o o AEL Q0] B AEH AR5V oI
SO}, A ARIAZYG ABElo] o]Rojh ATE ¥
=% 4ol

oo B ATAE BT HRSUL Fo] G5
o 0 ARelR RSl YAZA 71% % ol o] o
o HES Yotum 1F 7he] AL sotdte] 74
spiel sjset AA A4 1o Fa4T 4ote st
of 7)o 4 G ek uhdle] |2 2E AT A9
A= g}

éé

AT
1. A5 A=

£ AFE gratisel A AASH SRsl o] ol
BEWIT oS Fe ZFEHA Y AP IR 2T

Y43} AA2H/F L ol o] et =S Blm3t] 9
o A& 2ApATolT

2. 7 it

£ A7) gARE B HolA) Fadetael et 5
Q1 ZhEotet ASHY 2009 F SRSYLA Holat o
v Zolsta) ghe SHY 1927elA AEAE WEGL
th 2% 1099 $EAA Yot Al B g2
SNRSALE Folak A 96, FolshA] R4 A 86%
olgick

A257 717-2 20169 1249 2092 201749 5€ 26
A7 HeH, A7 S Al I ANA A4
E-q3t AEA FZ 3 10 F= Algto] 22 HE A
A /d\:ﬂf)‘]—.'ﬂ AT Holg 3|Yots FAENA A A3

S e 3 AEAE sttt A9 BEo] oA
E%h Foizre] geEjet ZaA AAEA HI7t 7S
=

Aoz gelgae o940l e, BATI6)t
S - BEHA SR AEAS B A7) BA 54 B

wolol Agaisick.

0

AL 7

R A B 144 s—:zr@h e
3} 6RO £ 3283102 JLAE Q)

MEA = Likert 43 a}Ei ;LAE] I ZAA gy

Z A 32@"““ 1287501‘1] @Tﬂ =255 A7
A& EFdt= Agtﬂ_,]g_,ra]_,}/i}O] =S Yulgith

ZE9 A HAF[6]9 AFol|A Cronbach’s a=
76013 & ﬁ?"“/ﬂ% 8101t

2l o|Alof| CHSt BHE S™EET
4715 % 1*—1011 e s Foi2[1019 A2
BRE Aee(11], AEF([12)7F 4 - 2Ysto] A3
A& & dFtof 2A F A5k ARgstAT
EA= Likert 53 A=z 3AA dgdssE A7t



2 Aestact 3 A4 89

%o o
£ 183014 90Hols YTk Ee4E HEst 2YH
e

E39 AP FIE(12]9 AF9)AE Cronbach’s
a=.76,& AFoA= 800t

ARSALE S5 AAE A ARsEA AA =
A3t 7)ol el A4 5T AR £O2 B gy
LAY st 9t Zadelr o] Z2aYe 9
ng AAE AH BAY BARE Al o8 A A

Aoy Jgvte® £4S dfof st= dF 7rEhst
ez & 2ot weti HRHI &

HEE AAE A sfiFa 1 QA 7 AEE
A QA ALz dgt AAAAE Sstr @Al
e RS FAI717] fistoltt.

Z2IaPY AP G AAE 7L A5 4 3l
= dshyd 74 «lﬂrﬂi@rﬂr AASE Ttadfste] st
2 33hd S e E SRS Lo Zrof
12088 Ao 2 B Y ty] ZAZ AP
ojth. A g WA Tta Y 5-650] T & °l
7} goll= 199 ARl 179 58 AAE &

o AS A A AR RSt
St GOl et bAgR T} 9] ALY, £3] 8
ol alef ol A|AHok ol thaf w
Foh 23 A7)71F B RS AA 715l
= Asta, A4 JAAIE 9fste] TS £l
== ¥l 59 A A=F sigith 1
S A2 Zoj| Zbzto] HE = S RE AAE
4 o fAd A mGof gt 7k H =
A YA Llof] et FARRE uhe-&

n>;
ofs
oL

RLA

e
o
(& rr

£ 3

i

I
R

QlL

o

Ho -
tlo ofo

o
BNy ofN b ok gk b > fur

. o
El

o
R

I

lo fz
ﬂll
R ﬂllm N

=T
o

g

PN

> O
4o

I e

[¢]
-

s

KON
)
i
)3
=2

o,
_‘L
Hl
JHU
_?L
38
el

£ o
Y
e
31"
K
H
&
(DA
>
b
oy
=2
£ 2
2
2
=
!
Y
9,1’4

k. S}

€ AIAE AR 7ol M o2 HEY] Wil st
FRLHAAT HE0] 4 F2o0 disl oAl s
AZ17F HARHL st :Lﬁli’ ZPSA AAE 7158kl

4. 742 2

35" AFE= SPSS 240 Programs o3l 7|& B
A, t-test, Chi-Square test, ANOVA, Pearson’s correlation
coefficient, Cronbachs’o. 245} T}

S-Sl Lol Froigh st Fofsta] g2 S o
HHE 542 4%, 4, TR, FAY A =, AF A9,
7HE F 9B fF. 7S 5 AWeE T A A,
A A9, Fote] 7, A7o1ME e A, % 7101*4
& o AN SAHLE FAT Aol7} glo] THEE
L

23} cH(Table 1).
PO Frofdt s Bt Hol= 214 (£241)
ojglom FJHE oz TtathetYo] 948%E 71 Wkl
2 SO L 52%0|0th FaE Rt 55292
7 weken 715wt 26%E F AAE @Woka ks
Eu7F 11.5%=2 Yebgth AR S = 1950] 71.9%
2 7P Wk 293 31o] FUSHA 14.6%= 1tk <
° 2 ety 715 5 9 =21l vt didt E8ole
Re A7 81%E 7P B, 7S F AW Ee= A
Fe A7 =Tl daiME dRER gle AeR Ug
HthHT6%). ABZFE | i 823%2 tFE2 dd
3 2 Aol AN, Fotalel 7Hdol dsiAl= 71
7 53.1%2 25 BATH AF A9 FGAlo A
%7} TA%R 7V WokiL, 24 o]AF w2 4
715l 746‘01] & 22 99%, 94 .8% 2 U
°l = AL & Ygylt.

Bkl Lo %}OEIOPXI A2 A Hdt Yol 214
(£1.66)0]lem JELE o427t 87.2%=% 7P Wk &
AL 128%0]Qt}t. 2L BATF 64%E 7 ke
H B/} 15.1%2 F HAZ 3T 71527} 12.8%=
Al AR 2 Uyttt AR == 175 0] 70%, 27|
14%2 F A= @3t 715 5 9=elo] et o
g AEE 69.8%7F itk dHE3tAaL, 715 5 AY &
APt A7t =7kl diAle 76.7%7F fitka st
At Aol dalH= 84.9%= HFE AEHEH0]
= AL Ugya, Fobg| 2 f57E 558%7F 7HY
SHA] okQtal, AF A G 79.1%2 FGA o 71 @o] A
oL ATk 2F o)A WhE AHL 97.7%7F YTl 8t
QL 717158 Aol daiME 953%7F ik S

]_

r omoh N ok mIo
oL o,

HEL

oﬁ. o>’I I‘IF
nﬂ N

F r

¥2



102 ZTIX|, HHAH, S47, 815501, 0| E

Table 1. General Characteristics between Participation Group and Non-participaton Group (n=182)
. s Participation (n = 96) Non-Participation (n = 86) 2
Characteristics Division Mean + SD or N (%) Mean = SD or N (%) tor X P
Age (year) 21.78+2.416 21.44+1.663 1.113 0.267
Gender Male 91(94.8) 75(87.2) 0.114*
Female 5(.2) 11(12.8)
Religion Christianity 25(26.0) 11(12.8) 6.194 0.185
Catholic 7(7.3) 6(7.0)
Buddhism 11(11.5) 13(15.1)
None 53(55.2) 55(64.0)
Number of sibling 0 11(11.5) 7(8.1) 3.281 0.512
1 69(71.9) 61(70.0)
2 14(14.6) 12 (14.0)
3 14 (14.6) 5(5.8)
Medical workers in family members Yes 21(21.9) 26(30.2) 1.654 0.198
No 75(78.1) 60 (69.8)
Patients or the dead in family members Yes 23(24.0) 20(23.3) 0.012 0911
No 73(76.0) 60(76.7)
Experience of blood donation Yes 79 (82.3) 73(84.9) 0.692*
No 17(17.7) 13(15.1)
Student group Yes 51(53.1) 38(44.2) 1451 0.228
No 45(46.9) 48 (55.8)
Main residential region Metropolitan 71(74.0) 68(79.1)
City 18 (18.8) 9(10.5)
Rural 7(7.3) 8(9.3)
Explantation experience status Yes 1(1.0) 2(2.3) 0.603*
No 95(99.0) 84(97.7)
Organ donation status Yes 5(5.2) 44.7) 1.000*
No 91(94.8) 82(95.3)

Table 2. Comparison of the Consciousness of Biomedical Ethics and Attitudes toward Human Tissue Donation and Transplantation

according to Nursing Students Participation of Anatomy Camp Program (n=182)
. Participation (n =96) Non-Participation (n = 86)

Variable Mean+ SD Mean+ SD t P
Biomedical ethics 203+0.17 1.961+0.20 2217 0.028
Right of fetal life 3.00x0.61 3.07x0.61 -0.787 0432
Artificial Insemination 3.06+0.49 2.74%£0.52 4.254 0.000
Euthanasia 293+£047 2.86%+2.50 0.043 0.965
Organ transplantation 2.75+0.44 245051 4.124 0.000
Human biotechnology 2.52+0.55 251+0.49 0979 0.329
Brain death 3.09+0.49 3.10+0.54 -0.097 0.923
Attitudes 349+0.28 331£0.58 4.579 0.000
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Table 3. The Difference of Biomedical ethics according to General Characteristics in a Participate Group and an Non-participate Group

(n=182)
Participation (n=96) Non-Participation (n = 86)
Characteristics Division
Mean £ SD t/F P scheffe’  Mean+SD t/F P scheffe’

Gender Male 2.05+0.62 0.447 0.656 192+022 -0.129 0.898
Female 202+0.17 1.96+0.20

Religion Christianity” 202+0.18 5.953 0.001 202+0.20 1.106 0.359
Catholic 2.16+0.07 2.04%0.16
Buddhism® 2.13+0.15 1.97+0.19
None* 1.99+0.16 1.94+0.20

Number of sibling 0 2.04%0.15 1.900 0.135 1.92+0.14 0.605 0.660
1 200%0.18 1.96+0.18
2 2.12%0.10 1.93+0.27
3 2.08%0.16 1.98+0.22

Medical workers in family members Yes 202+0.17 —.652 0.516 1.97+0.24 0482 0.631
No 2.03+0.17 1.95%0.18

Patients or the dead in family members ~ Yes 201+0.14 0.248 0.805 1.93+0.23 -1.180 0.241
No 203+0.18 1.97+0.19

Experience of blood donation Yes 202+0.17 —-0.405 0.686 1.96+0.19 0.518 0.606
No 205+0.27 1.95+0.24

Student group Yes 206+0.18 1.495 0.138 195+0.19 —-0.055 0.956
No 1.99+0.16 1.96+0.21

Main residential region Metropolitan 2.03+0.17 1.98+0.18
City 203+0.14 1.92+0.32
Rural 201%0.19 1.85%+0.10

Explantation experience status Yes 2.14+0.00 0.647 0.519 205+0.24 1.115 0.268
No 202+0.17 1.95+£0.20

Organ donation status Yes 2.10+0.15 1.000 0.320 2.00+0.26 0.887 0.378
No 202+0.17 1.95+0.60
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Table 4. The Difference of Attitude toward Human Tissue Donation and Transplantation according to General Characteristics in a Partici-

pate Group and an Non-participate Group (n=182)
Participation (n = 96) Non-Participation (n = 86)
Characteristics Division
Mean+SD t/F P scheffe’  Mean*SD t/F P schefte’

Gender Male 341+0.31 1.136 0.260 3.61%£0.79 1.496 0.139
Female 350+0.28 326054

Religion Christianity 3.53+0.31 1.134 0.341 3.52+0.79 1.698 0.161
Catholic 356+0.18 3.10+0.31
Buddhism 334+0.26 335+0.49
None 350+0.28 330%0.55

Number of sibling 0 352+0.28 0.658 0.580 3.00+0.61 1.335 0.267
1 349+0.28 335+0.62
2 3.54+0.30 330+0.43
3 321021 327+0.20

Medical workers in family members Yes 345+0.29 —-.580 0.564 325057 1.029 0.307
No 351+0.28 3.33+0.59

Patients or the dead in family members ~ Yes 3521034 -0.995 0.323 3.36+0.67 -0.598 0.552
No 348+0.26 329+0.55

Experience of blood donation Yes 3.48+0.27 —-0.935 0.353 333+0.57 0418 0.677
No 3.58+0.33 3.17+0.64

Student group Yes 351+0.28 1214 0.229 330064 —1554 0.125
No 348+0.28 331+0.53

Main residential region Metropolitan 3.51+£0.27 3.34+0.61
City 346+0.30 325+0.38
Rural 342+0.34 325052

Explantation experience status Yes 3.81+£0.00 1.347 0.182 3.34+0.75 0.501 0.618
No 349+0.28 331£0.58

Organ donation status Yes 3.78+0.28 1.284 0.203 3.75+£0.39 -0.038 0.970
No 348+0.27 329%0.58
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Abstract : The purpose of this study was to identify the consciousness of biomedical ethics and attitudes
toward human tissue donation and transplantation among participants and non-participants in the anatomy camp
program. Data collection is made from one hundred and eighty-two students who were enrolled in one university
nursing department, in B metropolitan city. Ninety-six students participated in the anatomy camp program, while
eighty-six students did not participate in the anatomy camp program. The total mean scores of consciousness of
biomedical ethics between participants (2.03/4) and non-participants (1.96/4) were significantly different (t=2.217,
p<.028). And the total mean scores of attitudes toward human tissue donation and transplantation between
participants (3.49/5) and non-participants (3.31/5) were significantly different (t=4.579, p <.000). There were
statistically significant differences between two groups in sub-categories of consciousness of biomedical ethics:
organ transplantation, artificial insemination.

Keywords : Nursing student, Anatomy, Consciousness of biomedical ethics, Human tissue donation and
transplantation
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