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& 28.542 26-30417F 53.0%% 7F¢ Bz, FE
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30.1%929, F 7Zge #HE 74.1092 14-59
ulgte] 41.7%% 713 B3tk g2 3@ &9
75.1%2 7P B, 2FAYL Ago] 82.3%=2

FEolg. Fxe gle A4 36.0%=2 /MY B
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(Table 1> Demographic factors and attitudes toward euthanasia (n=345b)
Characteristics Category N % M+SD tor F p
<25 80 23.2 2.37+0.17
26-30 183 53.0 2.36+0.20
Agelyrs) 31-35 57 16.5 238:018 020 083
>36 25 7.2 2.34+0.22
. Married 107 31.0 2.36+0.20
Marital status Not married 238 69.0 236019 001 098
Medical 104 30.1 2.33+0.21
. Surgical 121 35.1 2.36+0.19
Unit ICU 16 46  246t021 209 004
Others 104 30.1 2.38+0.17
1 16 4.6 2.43+0.22
Clinical 1-4years 127 36.8 2.37+0.16 0.80 0.49
experience 5~10years 144 41.7 2.35+0.21 ’ ’
>10years 58 16.8 2.363:0.21
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(Table 1> Demographic factors and attitudes toward euthanasia(continued) (n=34b)
Characteristics Category N % M+SD tor F p
3~year nursing school 259 75.1 2.35+0.20
Nursing degree Bachelor o7 19.4 2.36x0.16 3.76 0.02
Above master o 19 55 2.48:0.18
Seoul 284 82.3 2.37£0.19
Working location Kyunggi-do 25 7.2 2.34+0.24 1.25 0.28
Busan .36 105 2.3210.17
Christianity 114 33.0 2.36x0.20
. Catholic 55 15.9 2.36£0.18
Religion Buddhism 52 151 234006 032 080
None 124 36.0 2.37+0.20
Death due to Yes 88 25.5 2.33£0.22 196 0.06
incurable disease No 257 145 2.37:0.18 ) T
Meaning of Fully }mowing 114 33.0 2.40£0.22
euthanasia Guessing 222 64.3 2.35¢0.18 3.05 0.04
Absolutely no knowing 9 2.7 2.30£0.11
(Table 2) Perceptions towards euthanasia (n=345)
Characteristics Contents N %
Very approval 37 10.7
Passive Approve.ll 179 51.9
euthanasia neutrality 94 27.2
Against 32 9.3
Strong against 3 0.9
Right to take charge and die in dignity 92 31.3
Main reasons Ease ﬁpancial burden. ‘ . 10 3.4
for euthanasia Death is better than living under unbearable pain 14 4.8
Helping is an act of mercy 140 476
Because exaction to treatment is unethical behavior 38 129
Life is invaluable 34 54.8
Because doctor have a wrong diagnosis 2 3.2
Cause of active Beacuse there is a possibility that euthanasia is abused 18 29.0
euthanasia Imprudent and exceed behavior 4 6.5
Religious belief 3 4.8
Others 1 1.6
. Would Ask for 280 81.2
f;l;ut;)cgl;;lgthanasla Wouldn't ask for 30 8.7
Decide after consulting the financial burden 35 10.1
Respect the decision unconditionally 62 18.0
Ask for euthanasia Help unless there is any legal problem for doing so 172 49.9
of their family Decide after consulting the financial burden 29 8.4
Wouldn't follow patients whish euthanasia 82 23.8
Very approval 4 1.2
. Approval 50 14.5
jﬁ&fnasia Neutrality 129 37.4
Against 135 39.1
Strong against 27 7.8
. Would Ask for 130 37.7
i\fs‘zufb"jrecet‘;‘ha“ama Wouldn't ask for 189 54.8
Decide after consulting the financial burden 26 15
. Respect the decision unconditionally 41 11.9
‘:fs};hio; ?:r;};f;asm Help unless there is any legal problem for doing so 241 69.9
Decide after consulting the financial burden 63 18.3
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64.3%2 7} Bsit}.

2. ch2tAtol| chst o1y

dldzate]l  reiale] g d4e AW EE(Table
2), 2FA e} Aol R tidle 62.6%(ul$ I
3 10.7%. 4 51.9%)9 WAL AR on,
W AL 10.0%¥t. 233 dEE FYse
olf= 47.6%° WAL AdFARE §E 3] AR
& Yotz ggsiden, 1 dgoe gidAle
31.3%7} ‘zASHA £ @t W] WEelEn §
gl A4 dAA T 23H QEME dske
olffe 'AWE TAT Aoyl wWEeEe el
54.8%% 7% B, 1 thgoze HEitE s
& 7o) 3l71 wEel'ele 9ol 29.0%= JEw
ch BRle] 433 el 8o diE A3H <t
e 23T AodEm $HY Afe AA9
81.2%=2 7V Ek3, AAAA FAE n2ig 5 2
FaAd'e 94L 10.1%99. ¥=2U A 5 =
o] 237 IHIE 8AHE AL ol BEFtE o
Aol dis PEHQA A gloew w27t AN
gdAte] 49.9%2 7% Bgken, 2 dLere
22 2R} 23.8%%. A3 gFAE FAEe

o HA A 15.7% (0% 3 1.2%, T4
14.5%)22m, 33N 43 37.4%, Tl 4
W 39.1%, 23 B 7.8%)2 Jehgch, 2l A
T+ AFH AR 8AE AU i gH-E =4}

g AR, ‘HF3E JdEte 2R & AodEe
oJ7e] 54.8%2 '8A4E Ao|ttels A(37.7%)
Hla) A Jebch 7hEel A3 deEks 83 E
¥ FEHAE AR UF g WEHY B
A7F gled mEAt e 73 ALrt AA Rt
69.9%% 717 gsich

BA7VEA0l Sl #xlel M Ao gjElg
o] ARFES 2 & AS iyt o]F tolEd
F Qlok 2e Ao dis ‘2E A olgn $HI
WA= 66.4%2 71 Bsten, ‘2Rg Axolgn
SHE s 7.8%Act. AEhAte] FRisle) uig
HEAHC] Hedld dd AFee oAy
70.1%7 SHshe kARt AIZEEQA 9R5 A
2 FR3 =o€ F HEo| Ao ke oA
ol 71 w3tk <A FHSEIE A deide
Aol dial didAte] 52.5%7F AARA EAZ Qg
tetAte] ZHeAd'E e, O ggo2E AEAA
FERUA 27.5%, ANUdA oldg L A=
31'18.3% woldith. UdFAE PPz ANy B¢
olx F&e] Fort WaAE A AnlA &3
QAR Fert Hasithe Ao 55.9%2 7FE B
gter, 3 oEe 7HEAA Sevt daside o
o] 20.6%eH, ‘Belel Fejgtoz Alge] Amaicy
£ 9|70l 7.5%2 714 RUrKTable 3).
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(Table 3) Perceptions on euthanasia legalization (n=345b)

Characteristics Category N %

. . Great decision 229 66.4

Passive euthanasia ..

of physician’s association Wrong decision 27 7.8

Do not know 89 25.8

Right now 66 19.1

. . Need but discussion 242 70.1

Need to legislate to euthanasia Need not 16 46
Do not know 21 6.1

Negligency of life 95 27.5

Concern if it is legal TOOI.O.f h omicide . . 63 18.3

Possibility of euthanasia due to financial problem 181 52.5

Damage of physician’s reliance 6 1.7

Request by himself 26 7.5

. Family 71 20.6

Range of permission if it is legal Attending doctor 193 559

Agreement of committee 55 15.9
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(Table 4) Attitudes towards euthanasia (n=345)
Items M+#SD
Parents cannot be determined with ease as parents feel responsible for their children’s disease. 1.96+0.71
An objective and ethical standard is needed for the determination of euthanasia. 1.50+0.55
Social and national welfare support is required for the human rights of the terminally ill 1.57+0.56
patients at their deathbed.
Anyway I feel bad if I lead a human life to death. 1.74+0.62
Legalization is necessary, at least on the level of preventing negative euthanasia 1.87+0.62
Medical staffs do not have good rapport with their patient it euthanasia becomes effective. 2.78£0.53
It must allows of euthanasia for organ transplantation. 2.79£0.72
Patient’s life must hold on by machine and do not stop treatment. 2.790.50
Total 2.36£0.19

Bo#de] 2.36+0.192 <t 5FAQA AR JE
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2t} (1.57+0.56) At Table 4.
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qyge] 4T o2l Yaje] A4E 2AAUA Sl
5258 AgaoF Arhe B9l71oIohKil, 2005).

B a7 234 gaE sk ddake A
A 62.6%2 Jetded, ol 2g dle
ez & Ryu(2002)9 A7l AA o]
63.3%7}F 53 At dia) AgeAE vehd 2
e} dxjEtE ol

£33 dEAE APEe olfol Wl qEAE F
= o] Alzg dejmz Fggcte ool HA
AR 47.6%2 7% Bed, AAE 2ges F
71 dolM's gdshe oL AA kel 3.4%
AUA gksked, ol Ryu(2002)9] d7oA @A
ddzte] 56.5%7F FAE Bgdte ol 2 ASAL
& F& Aol AMEE delztn s en, BAH 7

= F7] f#oM's A 5.4%7e] §E% 2
o} dx)sle Rolnh o|& Hie AT AFAE
FAsle F8 9] AAEY A} ok RE
AAET S 9 F Utk E3 dARSe] EAt
& B Aol AMEE dolgtn AZee AL Lee
(1999)7} g8k A 7171 Qe &2 A% &
AetE 2 8 7ske zlolof B2 Qlzte] 7IAZ e 7t
A 2EAHQ Hal & sk W9joluz, uFH A
o AY B} v ReE F YA &= Fedhe
Ro| gtk A dulded Relgt & = Sloh

23H EMlE wisle o]/ disiM diAdzle
54.8%7F ‘AH-& :AF Aol7] WEeleln sxomn,
oo g 29.0%Y WAL ¢EFAE 48 sk
ol g7l HRelelz 9], Ryu(2002)8 |+
Azlel dxEigct, oleld Age A gL od
Rell A A7 AA HAY 77 §A He A
o] oluje} o AA Eejdez 7Ast dSS UeE
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- Abstract -

Nurses’ Perceptions and Attitudes
towards Euthanasia

Sung, Mi Hae' - Jeon, Jong Cheol”’
Mo, Hyung Joong”
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
investigate nurses’ perceptions and attitudes
towards euthanasia. Method: The subject
consisted of 345 nurses from the four general
hospitals above 500 beds. Measurement tools
were the Ryu’s perceptions towards euthanasia,
and Park’s attitudes toward euthanasia. The

data were analyzed using descriptive statistics,
t-test, and ANOVA by using SPSS WIN 10.0
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program. Results: The approval rate of passive
euthanasia was 62.6%. Main reason of
approval for the passive euthanasia was that
euthanasia was “act of mercy’. On the other
hand, main reason of opposition was that ‘life
is invaluable’. 81.2% of subjects responded
saying that they would ask for passive
euthanasia. The approval rate of active
euthanasia was 15.7%. 54.8% of subjects
responded saying that they will not ask for
active euthanasia. General characteristics
significantly related to attitudes to euthanasia
were the units, nursing degree, and meaning of
euthanasia. The mean score for attitudes to
euthanasia was 2.36 and it was negative
attitudes. Conclusion: Man has the right to
live within his life with dignity. What is most
important here seems to be the legalization of

euthanasia which still remains unresolved.
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