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Spiritual Well-Being, Self Esteem, and Attitude to Death among Nursing Students

Kim, Kyung Hae' - Kim, Kyung Duck? - Byun, Hye Sun® . Chung, Bok Yae*

'Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Kimcheon Science College, Kimcheon; ?Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing,
Daegu Health College, Daegu; *Assistant Professor, Division of Nursing, Masan College, Masan; *Professor, College of Nursing,

Kyungpook National University, Daegu, Korea

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to investigate the relationships between variables of spiritual well-being, self esteem
and attitude to death among nursing students. Method: The subjects of this study were 259 college students. The data was
collected through interviews using a structured questionnaire from September 25 to October 2, 2008. The data were anal-
ysed in frequency, percentage, means, and the pearson correlation coefficients utilizing the SPSS computer program. Results:
The mean scores of the spiritual well-being, self esteem, and attitude to death were 52.62 (SD=9.24), 29.61 (SD=4.75),
and 52.42 (SD=8.88) respectively. There were significant positive correlations between the spiritual well-being and self
esteem (r=.543, p=.000). Conclusion: The study results show that spiritual well-being and self esteem were a bit positively

correlated.

Key Words: Nursing student, Spirituality, Self esteem, Attitude to death

M

T

1. 2ol Ty

Akt oJeh7|s 3 A B e QI FirEe &

et ot o de] £ee ol Rl AR Tat 4 gl 7
oft}, QIzto] UeR: %80] ojujis A% - Eahd Wizl

N2l

7ol Sl gebm, S0 that Afele] Bt %88 glo|
she Ao} 18 AARE ARFEe] 15 4o Ao] G v
A7 ek

A3 SRk A8 BEHY PO WiFo] Zleh
s

A 7oA Saeks A, Ibe] e <l
oF S el Heh 52 Sl At A S digt
TR 2o HIoh? 22 Be g ok iRt
=5 7ML o8 Adstal SutEA 85le R w5 Ao] £

o r_}ld
B>
£
1)

4 oF

H
BN

ue S

TR0 : 7haryshd, Fxohd, XolESZ, F30ll that B
Address reprint requests to : Kim, Kyung Duck
Department of Nursing, Daegu Health College, 7 Teajeon-dong,
Buk-gu, Daegu 702-722, Korea
Tel: 82-53-320-1463 Fax: 82-53-320-1450 E-mail: gdkim@dhc.ac.kr
I 2009 99 9 AARRIEE ;2009 9€ 94
AR 1 20109 29 19

89 Aol 53] eAlTARE A9 S5l Hig l4e] o
5 Himol g A HER dFeAt]
o) okA S50l tigt ol E whEA stofof gt

N
o
{
=
oL
N
1o
(o
1>«
=



o] ¢ EOHLW 7t e, AAe] 53t A F o el Hot
< BAE 7Y ey AolESgdo 3
Hieg A L70AL A ASE W s A FRdth
AlorEZF o] =2 AR ZAlof| tiste] 71A] QA 7 &
A o|7 Bt 315 AFS 99l8tar Qlrkar Ayzsl= Wb, zjo}
> Ap7] 7EAof| tfste] 3] o)A ol &t %

Cwwe x1~r erw . oA AotEYel s 2

=2
=
ot
o
)
2
of
N
N,
g,
=
Wi
m{m
- o ¢
BN
of
ﬂF
e
[

% SR Qhe] Foat Fo9 WIS A2AFOR e}
Ui Z8eke Aelsis Fad A2l4 714 Bk
ob]e} AohEF7Re R T ABTAS 7HIn] B A7,
QEA|, B Uolr} ae] Aol aEg n2e? wrebq Ao}
E50e A0 AR ohet vlghe] Ware AHAE Fo

3 aglow %@}Ei 7&‘ dotilel Egol vt e 94

el o ool Sl ol Sl o A
235 yhgolth? Qio] OfsHl Lol7t Sx1 o USE
gol ) & o oju] QA Azt FRH0R sl sk}
She Aol glom ) mEE Folo] £ WE %
15 HES FH0R B 4 okt HEATA o
Hohyd Alet diRie] 28 QAlsle Hwo] Ake 37
Hos Aol HEE AT $I% DS o] dH
g Al o} 2kE Rl BAe] QHiehg Aol dhat AP
SIS <l A} AL FEE HO I
2 LW 4SS A slulshl Bla 150 %82 A
405 4527 ofet. 4 21, ¥l A415] 282 oA A
o Qo] Qi B9} 1 HRES B8 4 gtk 7k
SAPE GO R QIETHE AT 159 745S Bl o A
% A1) skl 1kEA7E 7] Aol 8l vt A4le]
£ BRIk 2] JAES 2 4 o Fu7h D Aol
oJAFo2 Qo] Gl thAtelA WA 2HEE A3
7] $lstel 2 BA0] GAAEleL Aokegzt W £go] g
=g HraRolof gtk e AF7HA AT Aol
250 ojgh Hi=e} ole} PelEl ATSo] o] 2ojA L Yo
HEAE hEefEge) QiHiehd Ao AokEg 7t B F8o
ot el Tt A7 2o} Q1A ik mheb B el
e 75.0] Fojo] B 7EErjshle] QAlohda HolEg U

8ol et ehme] wAE elel sl guie
S SR S50 o BEL2I o] B 7I2A
& At Ax =k

FUHN

2 op =Ex

el 70] Aol BA L vhet 2t
A, Zsfshle] B4 slekgit
SA, DETEl AN, AHEFE 2 Feol i

B=g slofgi,
AR, e B W Gaehd, RolEE U
%5 that =g spefatet,
GA, ZEsHYe] GAehd, AolEEd W Fgol e
Bl 7be] $AZ et

o
2 Qe adistle] dHehd, Ajokegat @ F8of
glmo] BAE srelely] Siak Aed 2ALIolt,

st 37 dpstme) 7
80%olsiet. AR $21& 20084 99 2590%E 109
10, 7] 0]4] IAI3 0] 919 AJke] 17| £
2 At 5] ool Folsh|2 Bt thRtolA 7
2212 wlistel A4S 3 vl Bl5agich, A
805 WSl 1 5 S0l FHAA gk MR

A& A 9f7t F 25955 2% BASII

= DO
,Lnﬁﬁ
ﬂjﬁjg-‘—'
rlrrﬁ—;o;
Nm&m?M

Mo PN
N

3. 9 &4
1) g=ors

AzohdL2 Paloutzian} Ellison™¢] 7i#a}al, Choi®7} ¥
93}, Kang?o| 74 st =42 S5}, o] 7= 4
24 I (EE) 10*6"-4 A QR H=23) 1023, &

O

3
20230 47 Heoltk, o] & FAA 8/ 232, 3, 4, 6, 7,
11, 14, 172 G4k A8l ‘11, HrRehe 2050041 8032
2 A7t 2555 YHoR hdtto] =& AL it} =
T-9] Al# == Paloutzian®} Ellison (1982)0] 7i2ke} @A] Cro—
nbach’s =93] 0 E A= 900]3lct,

i



2) XIOEESZH

AfolE57-2 Rosenberg”Zt 7R3l Apot2a3t A= (Ros—
enberg Scale of Self Esteem Inventory)E Chun®¢| =
o7 RFIRE =72 Z45) o] EAe AolrhA(self-
worth)@} Afols0l(self-acceptance) =5 &4317] Yot A
02 F 10239 43 A2 BAAQ 53 At A2skal
o Al e 28R goF oA A g 4%
7] 108014 405 01H, M7t #2575 AolEFo] w2
A oufeith, & Atoll A =4-9] A== Cronbach's o=
.810]3tt,

r

N

3) Z30i| st Ei=
22| gt Bje= Thorsond} Powel”o] 7jgtslal Park”
o] Hekste] Kim"o] =74 Bkt w2 ZA5Ir}, o] &t
= & 2039 4% Awg Bl 123 A A 2siql
. AR9lE 20894 80%lol A7t =25 S50l o
St 574 Bl =S 7HA| AL S-S SfulRiet, S BA| =9

A1Z]% Cronbach’s a=.830]%12.H, & Lo A= 870t

of

4. Xtz 2N

N

A, dvdAtel G2hg, AokES W Sl tiet ei=9]

AFHA| = Pearson Correlation Coefficients® E-4151ch

1. tHxIe| Ed
Z ot 259 & A2 204 0|8t} 51.0%=E 7HE Wk
om S 27} 90.3%= ol laL, ShdS 33hd o]

54.4%% 7V BT AVl S0 84.2%= 71 w3t

21745 2| - ZISCHEEo

08

xong XOIEEZ U F2 et ElE 3

=

Table 1. Scores of spiritual well-being, self esteem, and attitude
to death (N=259)

Range  Min Max Mean  SD

Spiritual well-being 50.00 2700 7700 5262 924
Existential well-being 26.00 1300 3900 2670 469
Religious well-being 2400 1400 3800 2691 472

Self esteem 28.00 1200 4000 2961 475
Attitude to death 4700 2800 7500 5242 888

29.3%01%101, FuA 45 52 YA 245 A dEAke
i ezt 66.0%% 7HE Wkt A7 AdHhe £501 53.7%
o], tdAte] 42,5%7}F @A Ztsshate] RHEgkhaL s1g
2433 A YDE7 = 44.8%7F 9 SleiAlztaL skglon, A4
ojuf 4] wiiEo] 25.5% ©l9itt. AT Ao tiafAl= 45.2%
7k 4ol lekal sk¢itH(Table 2).

2. HAXte| gxotd xjolEEZ Y 30| thst el
didAte] F2hd-2 8074 wHdol| 52,6273 (SD=9.24)01%12.
o, 3k el AEA oFy2 96 707 (SD=4.69), 17 ¢hg
< 25,918 (SD=4.72)°|1 i}, Aol 4073 whlell 29.61
Z(SD=4.75)°1%0t}. L2ja S5 gt Hi=E 807 vHde
52.427(SD=8.88)°] 2 tHTable 1).

3. tiRIe] EMoi mE FEoHE, xOIESZ & =30
CHst ENE

tdate] EAof w2 g Aehg-2 A% (F=10.259, p=.000),
SHA(F=8.978, p=.000), F1(F=27.384, p=.000), &AL
WA E(F=26.810, p=.000), 17} 4kl w2l FFYE(F=
46.560, p=.000), A4l (F=7.444, p=.001), BA 7+33}2]
A E(F=13.802, p=.000), 7tz3ste] Y5 7|(F=2.768,
p=.028), AT 20| thgt TAAE(F=7,147, p=,000)°l| wHe}
Zpol7h ATt A=A ATt L]z} o2l Shdo] HEE
FAMG Arrt dgron| FuAge =L WAl T
7t sl mixl G A= SR 2 E, A= F
A ekl =) @A raste]| digt v AwTF WS,
Sam|sof gt PRI HEeE
(p<.05) (Table 2).

ti/dAke] EAdol whE AokEFAe ShA(F=9,414, p=.000),
S vk J = (F=2.826, p=.025), T} 4kl vlx|=
B A= (F=3.653, p=.013), 7A7del(F=9.708, p=.000), &
A 7tz ske] vk & (F=10,213, p=.000)°] whet -2jat #fo]
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Table 2. The difference of spiritual well-being to characteristics (N=259)
Characteristics ltem n (%) Mean (SD) torF p Scheffe
Age <o0? 132 (51.0) 50.10 (8.77) 10.259 .000 a<b,c
21-22° 85(32.8) 54.82 (9.51)
>23° 42 (16.2) 55.90 (8.05)
Gender Male 25(9.7) 54.96 (9.37) 1.337 182
Female 234 (90.3) 52.36 (9.21)
Grade 1e 85(32.8) 49.65 (8.88) 8.978 .000 a<c
> 33(12.7) 50.83 (7.11)
3 141 (54.4) 54.77 (9.34)
Economic level High 9(3.5) 5411 (11.34) 1.214 299
Middle 218 (84.2) 52.89 (9.25)
Low 32(12.4) 50.14 (8.30)
Religion Protestant® 39 (15.1) 62.41(7.39) 27.384 .000 a,c>b>d
Buddhisme 66 (25.5) 52.38 (7.65)
Catholic® 27 (10.4) 58.12(8.98)
None* 124 (47.9) 48.38 (7.64)
Satisfaction of Very satisfaction® 18 (6.9) 64.94 (9.46) 26.810 .000 a>b>c,e,d
religion life Satisfaction® 65(25.1) 57.41(8.17)
Moderate® 69 (26.6) 51.62 (7.85)
Dissatisfaction® 3(1.2) 40.00 (9.90)
None® 104 (40.2) 48.25 (7.05)
Affect of religion Very importance® 15(5.8) 67.40 (7.25) 46.560 .000 a>b>c>d
inmy life Importance® 52 (20.1) 58.39 (9.06)
Moderate® 121 (46.7) 51.96 (6.67)
Unimportance® 71(27.4) 46.25 (7.35)
Activity of circle Yes 76 (29.3) 53.04 (10.13) 0.458 593
No 183 (70.7) 52.45 (8.87)
Consult of religious or Parent 48 (18.5) 51.40 (10.66) 1.077 .368
mental conflict Sisters or relative 18 (6.9) 51.53 (10.11)
Friend or senior 171 (66.0) 53.18 (8.63)
Religious leaders 3(1.2) 59.67 (11.50)
Other 19(7. ) 50.56 (9.44)
Health status Good® 139 (53.7 54.53(9.62) 7.444 .001 a>b,c
Moderate® 106 (40. 9) 50.78 (8.50)
Bad 14 (5.4) 47.23(5.37)
Satisfaction of Very satisfaction® 32(12.4) 59.58 (9.02) 13.802 .000 ab>d,.c
nursing at now Satisfaction® 1 10 (42.5) 54.37 (8.62)
Moderate® 89 (34.4) 50.41 (8.25)
Dissatisfaction® 26 (10.0) 44.68 (7.30)
Very dissatisfaction® 2(0.8) 46.00 (2.83)
Motivation of nursing Aptitude/Interest 66 (25.5) 55.63 (9.26) 2.768 028
Grade/score 2 (0. ) 4450 (14.85)
Advice of parents 62(23.9 51.87 (9.15)
Job/Advance into abroad 116 (44. ) 51.38(8.69)
Other 13 (5.0) 54.23 (11.10)
Level of interest Very interest® 17 (6.6) 59.50 (10.35) 7147 .000 a>c,d
in hospice Interest® 117 (45.2) 53.77 (9.25) b>d
Moderate* 107 (41.3) 51.30 (8.13)
No interest? 18 (7.0) 46.59 (9.74)
S48 AN £X) he5E, WX ghEste) U AEst 4 EH“XPI SIxONS XOIESZ U Z20| Chet B
WS E AolEFAo] Wekth(p<.05) (Table 3)_
SaRtel BAlol uhe F-gof et B oaRtel FHehda AokegiTte] YA FEES] w4
AtHTable 4). A (r=.543, p=.000)7} AUA E} Mgk S50l it
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Table 3. The difference of self esteem to characteristics (N=259)
Characteristics Item Mean (SD) torF p Scheffe
Age <20 29.00 (4.90) 2.302 102
21-22 30.11 (4.42)
>23 30.51(4.76)
Gender Male 30.50 (6.01) 0.966 335
Female 29.52 (4.60)
Grade 12 28.90 (5.02) 9.414 .000 b,a<c
2 27.03 (5.30)
3 30.62 (4.14)
Economic level High 30.56 (4.61) 0.195 823
Middle 29.56 (4.62)
Low 29.69 (5.68)
Religion Protestant 30.95 (4.60) 1.251 290
Buddhism 29.11 (4.54)
Catholic 29.96 (5.90)
None 29.33 (4.65)
Satisfaction of religion life Very satisfaction 31.94 (5.70) 2.826 025
Satisfaction 30.40 (4.33)
Moderate 28.56 (5.10)
Dissatisfaction 26.33 (4.73)
None 29.47 (4.40)
Affect of religion in my life Very importance® 32.40(4.70) 3.653 013 a>d
Importance® 30.47 (4.61)
Moderate* 29.54 (4.66)
Unimportance® 28.52 (4.74)
Activity of circle Yes 29.93 (5.00) 0.711 478
No 29.47 (4.64)
Consult of religious Parent 29.40 (5.93) 0.308 872
or mental conflict Sisters or relative 28.94 (3.77)
Friend or senior 29.83 (4.50)
Religious leaders 29.33(2.52)
Other 28.89 (4.85)
Health status Good® 30.64 (4.48) 9.708 .000 a>b,c
Moderate® 28.72 (4.85)
Bade 25.92 (3.30)
Satisfaction of nursing at now Very satisfaction® 32.88(4.38) 10.213 .000 a,b>c,d
Satisfaction® 30.50 (4.27)
Moderate® 28.13 (4.71)
Dissatisfaction® 26.96 (4.21)
Very dissatisfaction® 29.00 (4.24)
Motivation of nursing Aptitude/Interest 30.28 (4.86) 0.888 472
Grade/score 27.00 (9.90)
Advice of parents 29.43 (4.36)
Job/Advance into abroad 29.24 (4.75)
Other 30.85 (5.38)
Level of interest in hospice Very interest 32.18 (3.56) 1.720 146
Interest 29.69 (5.08)
Moderate 29.21(4.38)
No interest 29.25 (5.25)
(r=.130, p=.000)9} AfoFEZ7tt E-gof tigt Bl (r=.142, = 9

p=.000)+= 91| = TA7}F S AHTable 5).
2 Aoy ZrErjste] dxehde 80 v
52,6207 F7hert ok Eokeh, olefat ATfe e =7
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Table 4. The difference of attitude to death to characteristics (N=259)
Characteristics ltem Mean (SD) torF p
Age <20 51.66 (9.17) 2.305 102

21-22 52.27 (8.68)
>23 55.13 (7.96)
Gender Male 55.78 (9.76) 1.921 .056
Female 52.07 (8.73)
Grade 1 51.68 (9.35) 0.517 597
2 52.10 (6.23)
3 52.92(9.10)
Economic level High 48.00 (10.86) 1.245 290
Middle 52.42 (8.59)
Low 53.55 (10.13)
Religion Protestant 55.76 (9.57) 1.689 153
Buddhism 51.53(8.50)
Catholic 51.84 (7.05)
None 52.01(9.14)
Satisfaction of religion life Very satisfaction 55.35(8.95) 0.831 507
Satisfaction 53.11(7.74)
Moderate 51.69 (9.24)
Dissatisfaction 55.00 (6.93)
None 51.87 (9.36)
Affect of religion in my life Very importance 57.47 (8.82) 2.326 075
Importance 53.55 (9.00)
Moderate 51,64 (7.10)
Unimportance 51.81(11.02)
Activity of circle Yes 52.36 (8.22) -0.071 944
No 52.44 (9.17)
Consult of religious Parent 54.42 (9.55) 1.176 322
or mental conflict Sisters or relative 51.72 (10.68)
Friend or senior 52.25(8.35)
Religious leaders 49,67 (7.02)
Other 49,53 (9.80)
Health status Good 52.05(9.31) 0.740 529
Moderate 53.21(8.25)
Bad 49.83 (9.54)
Satisfaction of nursing at now Very satisfaction 53.55(11.04) 0.218 928
Satisfaction 52.33(8.82)
Moderate 52.38 (8.57)
Dissatisfaction 51.72(7.78)
Very dissatisfaction 49,50 (4.95)
Motivation of nursing Aptitude/Interest 51.40(8.65) 0.852 493
Grade/score 60.50 (6.36)
Advice of parents 52,14 (10.24)
Job/Advance into abroad 53.12(8.18)
Other 51.38 (9.44)
Level of interest in hospice Very interest 51.88(12.62) 2.181 072
Interest 53.15(8.17)
Moderate 50.98 (8.55)
No interest 57.53(10.18)

2 KimVo| FUIAE to = 43 3 56,454, Jang” RS EHE 715 ALY] FHit 64,418 H o= Wt ol9f 7+
of o4jueelol ) 24 Bk 53.99, Lee'7t R o5t o] B o)A kol e Aol ]} &4 23t ol
A9 B+t 50,9987} FA }8}?‘;@. $HH Lee 5770] 7t sty £ A thdAboll vlsf FRlo] FE53E AIS) tisht St

& ooz 3 ele] JHehd Wit 64.8587 Yoon 2] §F gl Tishol B wlEo AR, et aheloeiel 4



Table 5. Correlation among spiritual well-being, self esteem, and
attitude to death (N=259)

N

0

Self esteem Attitude to death

028)
042)
25)
42)

Spiritual well-being 543 (.000) 142/
Existential well-being 522 (.000) A31 (.
Religious well-being 537 (.000) 143 (.0

Self esteem 130 (.0

*p<.01.

oL
o
ofN

Hfor 3 o
o >~ L l
N fu
e
NE TR
B
r&E%Vlr:{)n
ST
—Erﬂ£>~§
m}ro}NJﬁMB
xog floo g &
_\|ld_l_>cll‘-\‘|~o_\>:,5'
N oo O fo 3 p
}:Ioiéhﬂg
OOJng'o
ﬁ;;oﬁr;mm
>_\¢J§E8E
L%r—-qoﬁb§j§
1

> & =
TELE
£ g

2w

of

2
2
oL
flo
re

&,

_'01_',

Im
ofN
=
ofN
=
ox
nich

BN et 1o
©
old
-
<t
ol 1o 2 v & pt o0 & Kl rlo

o
BN
2,
i
ofN
|
N

r
Lo
3

i
ol
N
[~
1=
[>
2,
o o
ot
r =
jtad
ox,
H

o=
lo
rl
R

oy i
X
N

g
$0 o >

=
>
Jo
[
oo
N
24
2
N
N
30
32
r o
o
2o
e
ol
(] rlo
X,
>,
X
O~
2O

jN
:

Y
o
12
et
il
ﬁoL
I
il
g
©

i

)

1o

=

o

rlo

N:
L of S{;
PO{! J&__Q:
o x
o 4y Hz M
o | o
=} uic)
ﬁmér ofN
o
- 2 g

ol K oox

2 yo N
_ﬁ_g‘—_(‘ i 'Y
%0 ¥ Mo
lo m oo L
H o Soo o
«‘BN.R of [
g2l ek =
fot ofd o= Mo =

>.
<
>.
I
5
‘0,
oo
o
BN
N
O
N
)
_(?L
=
¥0

iu)
o2
oft
b
=
(e
o
ofr
=

o] ARA, BAA, 94 8
SARE o] o|Rojx| 3 Qiet. uket
srfergel 97
Zzgge] Yo

2
M
o
i
o
N,
do
et
of 2
o,
Ry N
N
ol
1o Y
N
I =
18 4o
o S

i)
PR
|o
U w
>,
U
it
k)

il o ox
l-'\l

]_

l-oll
B

Kl
)
e
e )
-
N
X,

=l
U
[
o
o= 2
lo T
o2 K
B o N T

%
=2
3
e
o
k=)
ﬁ
rir
iy
oo,
et
a3
+

e
e
4
=2
By
)
}O‘I
5
o
3
fo
by
[}
3

S5 407 THel Bt

29.638 2= tha =7 Yebgth tidAke] Sl whE kot

54 e ohd, S| T A= St gl vlA|

€ ST A, AEH, a4 et B A FolA 2

s AT, Aot FAHIA Y Y= ol digt &

off $lof Fasth AolET S FEEA Y= o B
|

[e)

o =

clol th Bt 47| WAL S AR F0T Q0o 2
2

[¢)

oy
=y
o
)

I
)
10
0z
1o
08
12
e
m
b
=)
Th
ot
o
ne
JT)I
0jo
=2
2
El
e
H
N

o[d
ox

o

B

°LN Jlﬁ

d (e}

<

(-
1%
ol
iy

H A=2Ql thA 2 FFohA == whd, A
A AFs HFEA AZEEAY 4R W
ZpAlo) ot E2HAlg Q4E 3ol FARS)
i} wheka] G2 2l Aol 2| 8t
Al 278 S1aiAl ol F-ashe Z}A19 e
A A71 3 dii gzt 2kl anbAel 7)eS
1P EE s AotEFs A7
28 7ol F sy,

A ZrE e sg o] 5ol it Bles= 807 vl
A28 02 Rt o]2fdt ks Lee 5779 917
Z2o) digt gzt Het 59,398 0.2 veRd A3t fAkst
HA Kim® 9] ARl Al T2m] 2 AHGARFE 9] S5 o

¢
A

o
B>
dp
2
o,
& rle

o
o
kA
o

2
%0 rlo off
)
o
N o re
=

=
P
>

30
T

fr e lo e ko>

e Ho
[kl

-
2

oo

|
|

ut
N}

e

lo B ot 0 x of
o

Bl Hat 62,887 22 =9kth of2fdt Ank= didAtY
1A Aot S50l tigh s 7ol J3) 2fol7t A 4= o

b olof B3t Bl Zlo] Q= AL Fasict gyt gjs)
RBEY F3Zof tigh -8 9 ofu]= B A o]aL F3of thet
A= B33 whgol £5 AW Aol Hekghe ot
= AAS 1A = P Apslar Atk AZRS s Ho) Qi
= o] AA] grou g st 913t F550 wSo] o
ofth” Ao S5us Z2IAHO R Forshe) &

ARG 4714 §9o] kT ANHLO DR, ZL A
FIRIWS A £ ol o PRl £33
o] YR Aolct

s QoA Zharhahge] aendat Aot ute] B
L SAVTAL Gl A0 tebton], o]t Kang”] A7
Ajot SASIE), HOMIS A0 2 B Sub™ o] Aol
kg e BE FRO| ABAE L0} S o] 9lu
Aol Z g 4ol gk ST, olejd 2UEL o
29hg Afejol Al ol Fgo] Tl 3 4 glow], e
o] AOFEFHE ol 47188 7K S F7E?
GHory Spo] £o4F Aol AFHOR YT A
FHHOR st eelnt FHHOE WSk YAE B
WA Belo B JAH AU o go] 75 B



8 BYZtSaH3|X] 10 (1), 20104 2

L—*
®
(‘Du\/
L
re
—LI
=
>
rlr
oR
=
ol
oX
il
\
2]
A
S
|
J'IN
dlo
<
ot
Eul
H

_ﬁ
"
2
)
)
o
‘_.
o o

>4 2

o L
H
ot
=
[0}
)
o[g
fo
()
l'oll
=
_10:
o
filo
=
~
™

O & 3 ApelA .4_; P S
Aroln Fu 9 AlopAyek zjalo
off thet W= Fo] A F3of et
ZThaL st 2 AtollA] FAbFat F-2
A7F A 8k, ol F2o] BE I7lA
dolle Etotar S gt T2 3]sk
ghgo] vehd &= glom srtEsle 539
o] oJulE ASAQ AM = A Gk
o}, E3 AfolEg it F3of Wt B

7} §lo] wlaLs}y] of2f et Ao
Aapr7E glong ofof ygh HhEASL7} b @ st

1°L
>
N
(o]
2
i)
o
i)
1
N

riok
o
o
=
>,
odh ol

X
<%
50,
O:

& 0
HT
2
oot
o
=

q
=
IS

H1
1o
e

k=l
by
ofr
o)
rir

>,

-z
>

OQLU
]

ro,
N R
o 2 oX

X

¢

o T
|o
fu

o

Emlo

o N
G

rulo ok
AT X

M o

—r’

Z7}o] 28 Ho}

oY 1AL Foto] YHOR o F4T AolEFgol &
o2 oF 4 QItk, AolEFgo] £ Ak 2xme] o 7t
A2 7H 1 3] A st ol o oju|S 75}
1 A9 42 9] 93 2% of7| B2 JH OB A
Afelek & 4= Slck Ea ghaAlgAe] Z8of that Bt o
F050] S A B olo] that Fulvk Basiet, e
2 QEYSSI A7) 4 F3) BH HERE 7
BT 4 QES A1) GAeky At Fo dhat 914
o efieo] ek S WA Agalol 3 A0 ek

AT e Y] FANY, AokEwat W S5l o
o o] BAE dolR7] 3t Aed] 2ARITR S5l o
ok w5 2 FA Aol 7|2ARE AlSstara AA A
T A= D, K, MAJoll 243k 37} theke] 7o oishiy 2597
ol AE4FL 200849 9¢ 25UHEH 109 29714 -2
315 AR 2 31t 3% AFE+= SPSS/PC 12.0& 0|43

Algeo} wBLe H7wl ZEHA} Pearson correlation co—
efficients2 EA415}Ic}

2 AT Ak ok At

¢

i

I=J

¢

A, SVgAte] GANgS Bt 52,628 (4=S: 27-77)0]
a1, YN 9) sl P bR AE2 Shd2 Hat 26,70,

A Qg2 Bt 25,9140 3itt,

=4, dhdAre) Aol Bt 29,614 (Fa Sl 12-
40)011ct.

AR, AgAre] S5l et et Bt 52,428 (R 9:
28-175)°13itt,

A, gAdRke] JAehd ) AfopEE

A (=543, p=.000)°] At}

ool AT AR B Y] YA I AotEF LS

FLBA ARE LS A

1.Li ZS. The death orientation of nursing students in Korea and
China [dissertation]. Seoul: Ewha Womans Univ.;2006.

2.Jo KH, Lee HJ. Relationship between self-efficacy, depression,
level of satisfaction and death attitude of college students. J
Korean Acad Nurs 2008;38:229-37.

3. Lee OJ, Yang HY. A study on the death-related attitude in un-
dergraduate students. J Korean Acad Psych Mental Health Nurs
2007;16:389-97.

4. Lee HJ. Spiritual well-being and perception of death in nursing
students. Korean J Hosp Palliat Care 2004;7:29-36.

5. Cho HJ, Kim ES. The effect of the death education program
on the death anxiety and attitudes toward nursing care of the
dying patients of nursing student. Korean J Hosp Palliat Care
2005;8:163-72.

6. Ellis LS. An investigation of nursing student self-concept levels:
a pilot survey. Nurs Res 1980;29:389-90.

7. Suh KH, Chon KK. Spiritual well-being, life stress, and coping.
Korean J Health Psychology 2004;9:333-50.

8. Kang ES, Song YS, Cho HS, Kang SN. Relationship of suicidal
ideation, depression, spiritual well-being of adolescence. J Kore-
an Acad Psych Mental Health Nurs 2004;13:190-9.

9. Jang IS. A study on spiritual well-being, depression, and health
status of elderly women in a community. Korean J Women
Health Nurs 2004;10:91-8.

10. Kang ES. Relationship of the purpose in life, spiritual well-being
self-concept, self-esteem of adolescence. J Korean Acad Psych
Mental Health Nurs 2003;12:245-59.

11. Paloutzian RF, Ellison CW. Loneliness, spiritual well-being and
the quality of life, Loneliness: a source-book of current theory.
New York: John Wiley & Sones Inc;1982.



12. Choi SS. A correlational study on spiritual wellness, hope and
perceived health status of urban adults [dissertation]. Seoul:
Yonsei Univ.;1991.

13. Kang JH. A study on spiritual well-being in patients with can-
cer [dissertation]. Busan: Pusan Univ.;1996.

14. Thorson JA, Powell FC. Elements of death anxiety and mean-
ings of death. J Clin Psychol 1988;44:691-701.

15. Park SC. A study on the death orientation of hospice volunteers.
J Korean Acad Nurs 1992;22:66-80.

16. Kim JH. Relationship between spiritual well-being and attitudes
toward death in volunteers for hospice care [dissertation]. Busan:
Kosin Univ.;2006.

17. Han MJ. Developmental study of death anxiety of death accord-
ing to coping style, locus of control self-esteem. Korean J Psy-
cho 2002;21:179-98.

18. Chun BJ. A study on possibility of the self-concept measure-
ment. Yonsei Research 1974;11:107-30.

19. Kim MJ. Relationship among spiritual well-being, work stress
and burnout of nurses in oncology unit [dissertation]. Busan:
Kosin Univ.;2006.

20. Lee YE, Park HS, Son SK. The relationship between spiritual
welling-being and attitude toward death in nursing students.
Shinang-gwa-hakmun 2007;12:195-232.

21. Yoon MO. The spiritual well-being and the spiritual nursing
care of nurses for cancer patients. Korean J Hosp Palliat Care
2009;12:72-9.

dadsl 2 - ZtEry

0

o] FXorE, XIOIESH H =301 thet B 9

22.Kim CN, Kim YA. A survey on the spiritual wellbeing and de-
pression of nursing student. Keimyung J Nursing Science 2008;
12:97-105.

23. Kang ES, Kang SN, Choi SE, Kim SJ, The spiritual well-being
of nursing students. Korean J Integrative Study 2005;18:117-42.

24. Gwak JH. A research of the spiritual well-being and spiritual
needs of HIV/AIDS patients. Korean J Hosp Palliat Care 2009;
12:14-9.

25.Noh Sh. A study on university students’ orientation and atti-
tudes on death, and cognition degree of Hospice [dissertation].
Busan: Pusan Catholic Univ.;2004.

26.Kim EH, Lee EJ. Effects of a death education program on life
satisfaction and attitude toward death in college students. J
Korean Acad Nurs 2009;39:1-9.

27.Jo KH, Lee HJ, Lee, YJ. Types of student’s death attitudes ma-
joring in human service area: Q-methodological approach. J
Korean Acad Nurs 2005;35:829-41.

28. Suh KH, Chung SJ, Koo JH. Spiritual well-being, life stress, de-
pression, and self-esteem among college students. Korean J Co-
unselling Psychotherapy 2005;17:1079-97.

29. Ryan RM, Rigby S, King K. Two types of religious internaliza-
tion and their relations to religious orientations and mental he-
alth. J Pers Soc Psychol 1993;65:586-96.

30. Lee HI. Correlation between spiritual well-being and mental
health of nursing students. J Korean Acad Nurs 2002;32:7-15.



