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Abstract The purposes of this study is attempted to determine the effects of Moral sensitivity and nursing
Professionalism on Standard Precautions among nursing students. Data collection is executed from November
15th to 30th of 2021, from 170 4th grade nursing students at one school city D. And the data answered to the
questionnaire were analyzed by descriptive analysis, t-test, One-way ANOVA, Pearson’s correlation coefficient,
and Hierarchical Multiple Regression Analysis. As a result of the study, Moral sensitivity of nursing students was
496 +0.68 out of 7 points, the average of Nursing Professionalism was 3.93 +0.61 out of 5 points and the
average of Standard precautions was 4.55 +0.61 out of 5 points. There was a correlation between moral
sensitivity and standard precautions(r=.336, p{.001), between moral sensitivity and nursing professionalism(r=.384,
p<.001) and there was a correlation between nursing professionalism and standard precautions(r=.518, p{.001). In
additon, It was confirmed that the higher the nursing professionalism of nursing students, the higher the standard
precautions(8=.399. p<.001). The explainatoy power of the variables Standard Precautions was 35.7%. Based on
the results of this study, it is suggest that develop education program increasing the Standard Precautions by
enhancing Nursing Professionalism for infection management educational program among the students.

Key Words : Nursing Students, Moral Sensitivity, Nursing Professionalism, Standard Precautions, Educational
program
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Al o]A} 357(20.6%) 2.2 LERgT) 7t st} A h%E Y]
L 52 HYE 103960.6%), AT FHv 5293
(30.6%), 99| A 15H(8.8%) 22 et A
AL EEE T 1079(62.9%), B%5 568(32.9%),

A, 3F7] olgA 4.58+0.668 2% YEITHTable 2

Table 2. Level of Moral sensitivity, Nursing Professionalism,

BT 79(4.1%) 082 Yt Zta skl oigt v Standard Precautions (N=170)
L gz ™ 0, = ™ 0 Bolzx
- ‘l-"' 117 0(68'8%’)’ EO 48 0(28'2%’)’ E‘l-"' 5 Variables Min | Max I\jlsesg Skes\g/ne Kurtosis
%(2'9%)‘9‘E L}ql’d‘-q-(Table 1 7,‘;]'3’_) Patient-oriented
3.00 | 7.00 | 5.26:0.84 | -0.37 -0.50
care
.. . Professional
Table 1. General Characteristics the subjects (N=170) o responsiiity | 257 | 700 | 499080 | 006 | 0.0
loral
Characteristics Categories N % Sensitivity Conflict 1.80 | 6.80 | 461£0.90 | 0.21 0.17
G Male 31 182 Moral meaning | 2.60 | 7.00 | 446091 | 025 | -0.28
ender
Female 139 81.8 Benevolence | 1.80 | 7.00 | 3.98:091 | 059 | 1.10
. ;2’;2 11%41 781-22 total 2.85 | 69 | 469:068 | 055 | 093
o - Professional
More than 31 35 20.6 seff~concept 233 | 5.00 | 421£067 | -0.62 -0.65
Religion Yes 58 el Social awareness| 1.20 | 500 | 3.56:089 | 0.02 | -0.57
No 112 65.9 Nursing
Once 7 18 Nt | e 200 | 5.00 | 398:0.75 | -023 | -092
The Number of Having : PSSR Nursing role | 2.00 | 5.00 | 4.06:076 | -030 | -0.74
Ethics Education Twice 51 30.0 Uniquengess of
More than Three Times 418 28.2 nursing 1.00 | 5.00 | 3.77£1.31 | -0.81 -0.561
High Employment Rates 103 60.6 total 222 | 500 | 393061 | -025 | -0.62
Motivation for Aptitude and Interests 52 30.6 Hand hygiene | 220 | 5.00 | 4642068 | -1.87 223
Nursing Protective _ N
Recormendations from | 1o o5 Eoor, | 300 | 500 | 440:086 | ~112 | 004
Others Ster Tools | 250 | 5.00 | 4472069 | ~1.10 | -0.06
Satisfied 107 62.9 standard i
S atistiel : Precautions | LN a0 | 567 | 500 | 460:068 | -149 | 0.77
Satisfaction with Normal 56 29 nvironment
clinical practice : Respiratory
? 3.00 | 5.00 | 458066 | -1.38 0.52
Non-satisfied 7 42 Etiquette
Satisfied 17 68.9 total 2.86 | 5.00 | 455:0.61 | -1.56 1.26
Satisfaction with
Nursing Department Normal 48 282 ol = =  mxim
Non-satisfied 5 29 3.3 EHLI'&! ;g(}” [[l': Eg&l‘ﬂl’:"%, 7J IJI&!Jih
Total 170 100 OZ=FO| £33l X|0|

TEAUAAGT S ARAT, 2R Y 4
£ Table 29} 2t} TE AT B2 74 4
4.6940.688 0% Uehty, 5198919 B2 sl
A8 52640844, AEH YA 49940808, 45
4.61+0.90%, =E42ln] 4.46+0.9174, A3 3.98+0.91
o8 Uyt 7ISAEdEe BEE 58 T
3.93+£0.618 0= e, sk91eQle] B M4 A
oPid 4.21+0.673, ABIA ¢14] 3.56+0.89%, 715 A
B4 3.98+0.75%, 713 AR 4.06+0.768, 139
54 3771131802 Yehyit}. 5259 90 3
& 57 ol 4.55+0.618 02 Uehty, 31912919
a2 & YA 4.64+0.687, E5AH] 4.49+0.663,
7R B 4.47+0.69%, A4l 2 ¥4 4.60+0.68

Z£12(F=9.990, p<.001)°l et FoJgk zfo]E E ATt
ZHSARAR AolE Hd, Ao O UE:
(F=10.394, p<.01), Ttasknt AA57]= =2 FHHEC|
(F=5.877, p{01), YL TS 50| folskA
A UePREaL(F=13.334, p<.001), 7F2 8} Tk vt
Zo] FostA A Uehtth(F=13.760, p<.001).
BEFO| Y. 2ol Hu, Agof gt HEr=
o] FooA A Uehan(F=2.926, p<.01), 7+33}
I} AYE7le A4 HPh fololAl EA e
(F=7.651, p<.001), 4G TS 10| RoloH &
A Uelgal(F=5.878, p{.01), Ztadk} T = ThEo] &
Ol6HA| &=A| YERFTHF=14.095, p<.001)(Table 3 ).
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Table 3. Differences in Moral sensitivity, Nursing Professionalism, Standard Precautions by General Characteristics

(N=170)
Moral sensitivity Nursing  Professionalism Standard Precautions
Categories N
MeantS.D t/Fp) MeantS.D t/Fp) Mean+S.D t/F(p)
Gonder Male 130 | 4641065 | -1872 3.9440.60 0.612 4.5740.61 0.718
Fernale 31 | 4891078 (063) 38710.64 (542) 4.48:0.64 (474)
19-25 121 | 4.70:0.69 3.9810.62 4.60:0.56
age 26-30 14 | 453063 ?gg 38510.66 (1'251471) 1422077 (1'3%
More than 31 | 35 | 4.70:0.68 : 3.781051 : 4.45¢0.72 :
Reliion Yes B8 | 467:081 -0.264 3.8510.59 -1183 4.4750.70 -1209
< No 12 | 4708061 (792) 3.9740.61 (239) 4.60£0.56 (230)
. Non-satisfied® | 7 4.40:0.69 3.803' 36210.67 10.394™ 4.27+0.85 5.926"
Sa“fggcﬁfar}orv'th Normal® 72| 454:0.59 (022) 3724065 «.001) 439:0.72 (003)
Satisfied® 9 | 4812073 béc 4.12:0.50 b(c 4.70:0.46 bc
Once 7| 4s21064 3.8410.64 4.56£0.60
Tﬂzvm;mgﬁ?cgf Twice 51 | 460:060 | 2705 391:0.58 2.252 4412070 2847
S o P (070) (108) (061)
ore Tti n"jgs e | 48 4.88+0.79 4.07+0.56 470:0.50
High Employment| 443 | 472:0.71 390:061 4504064
ates 587" 7,651
Motivation for Aptitude and 1.769 ' y
Nursmg prtuce o 52 | 470:066 (178 4,09:0.51 (C ?2? 4.7240.39 (<C. <oao ; )
Recommendations | 15| 42374051 3514066 ’ 4,05:0.78 ’
from Others
o ) Non-satisfied® 7 4.37:0.79 4542 3.63:0.55 13.334 4.49:0.74 5.878"
Satisfaction with NormaP’ 56 | 450:0.62 (012) 3.6310.67 («.001) 4.34:0.75 (003)
clinical practice —
Satisfied® 107 | 4.80:0.68 béc 4.10:0.50 bc 4,67:0.49 bc
Satisfaction with |__Non-satisfied® | 117 | 4.13:0.58 9.990" 3.34:0.61 13.760 4.00:0.88 14.095™
Nursing NormaP’ 43 | 439:057 (€.001) 362:0.70 (€.001) 4.24:0.80 (€.001)
Department Satisfied® 5 4.83:0.68 alc 4,08:0.49 alc 4713043 alc
* (0B ** p(01 ** p(.001
34 SEEOZLY PISHSAN BA%O| 4AME 70| 35 TSN ZISTISRRO| BAZO| AHE
ARTbaEA| OXlz g
SEHANAAY S AR AT, B3] YT AT EEF9 %o JFE vA= 820 ndd}y]

A= Table 49 2t} =84 s

(r=384, p<.001), EFEFY FH%(r=.336,p<.001)t
Folet FA+) FHHATE Yebge, 1 §xd!55 AT
BEF FPE(r=.518, p<.00D)2t F35k ¥
A7} HeRdHTable 4 ).

Table 4. Correlation related variables Moral sensitivity,
Nursing Professionalism, Standard Precautions
(N=170)

Variables Moral sensitivity Nur.smg. Standard Precautions
Professionalism
Moral sensitivity 1
Nursing Professionalism| 384 1
Standard Precautions 336" 518" 1

* p(.05 **p(.01 *** pd.001
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2ok Aty 9utd B4 § 22579 S0 &
98t Zjo)7} okl el M3, 7155t A1
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AE AAS ASHao] tigt 247 AF50
fls A= 1 Aol QleAl dotEr] ffs) 3
AR FARH (tolerance)q= BF 0.1 o1, =4
AFE7HY] OSaAAdS B89l VIF(Variance
inflation factor)X4+E& ARSI, EARSAR|4(VIF)
% 10 "jgte g o534 EAle YA g9t &
3t, Durbin-Watson Al$+= 1.7652 2.00° 7M7Hg] 2
1}?’6"5 Zr A7)1do] gle ALE gRI=ENN, A4
ot FARY  AIHE  EsFATHF=8.160,
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=399, p(.001). ZHEAEAP] 3919 EUT 2
3} Aopidol 14 de TN gelow etk
(82492, p(.001). W42] AL 357%rHTable

5 ).
Table 5. Influencing Factors on Standard Precautions
(N=170)

Variables B SE B t p tolerance | VIF
(Constant) | 2.215 | 0.440 5034™ | <001

Moral sensitivity | 0.103 | 0.065 | .114 | 1.582 | 116 | 0796 | 1.256
Nusing = 106 | 0077 | 309 | 5272 | Co01 | 0723 | 1388
Professionalism

professional |, 1 10097 402 |a681™ |Co00 | 347 |28m
self-concept

RZ(adj R?)=..406(.357), F(p)=8.160""(.001)
* p(.05 ** p(.01 *** p(.001
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