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Ethical sensitivity related to college life :

Focusing on one college students
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! 'ZDongnam Health University, Assistant Professor

Abstract

Purpose :

The purpose of this study was to explore the levels of ethical sensitivity to college life in college

students. Methods : The data was collected using questionnaires from a convenience sample of 625 college

students. The data were analyzed with descriptive statistics, t-test, F-test, Scheffe post hoc analysis. Results :

Mean score of ethical sensitivity was 3.92. There was a difference in some ethical sensitivity items according

to gender, academic grade, religion, experience of ethics education, wanted jobs, and majors. Conclusion : This

study suggests the necessity of improving ethical sensitivity in order to make ethical decisions after college

graduation.
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Table 1, General characteristics in subjects (N=625)
Category N %
M 136 218
Gender
F 489 782
, 1~2 411 65.8
Academic grade
3~4 214 342
- Yes 255 408
Religion
No 370 592
. ) i Yes 392 62,7
Experience of ethic education
No 233 37.3
, Public 390 624
Wanted jobs )
Private 235 376
Division of health sciences 201 322
. Division of social sciences 91 146
Major o ,
Division of nursing 246 394
Division of home economics 87 139




Table 2, Ethical sensitivity in subjects (N=625)
ltem Mean SD
1 Bribing or blackmailing a fellow student or a professor to provide unauthorized assistance, 480 053
2 Obtaining a copy of the exam prior to taking it in class, 468 0.69
3 Asking someone for the answers during an exam, 467 0.64
4 Looking at another student's exam paper during tests, 463 0.65
5 Exchanging papers during an exam, 4 61 0.68
6  Using unauthorized “crib" notes duing an exam, 461 0.66
7 Not contributing one's fair share in a group project for which all the members wil be given 440 075
the same grade, ) ’
Smoking in non-smoking areas (e.g. restrooms) 434 084
Tearing only the necessary parts of a book that you borrowed. 432 083
10 Copying homework form another student, 4 31 0.80
11 Turning in work or a paper purchased from a fellow students or a commercial research film, 413 0.91
12 Having someone else write a speech, report, or paper for you after you have done the basic 407 085
research, ' ’
13 Obtaining an old test from a fraternity/sorority file or from a student who took the class in a 303 090
previous semester when the professor has expressly prohibited the release of old tests, ' ‘
14 Rephrasing words or ideas from a book, journal, or magazine and presenting them without 303 086
giving their source, ' ’
15 Talking louder enough to disturb the classroom near the classroom, 3.87 0.88
16 Asking a friend to take a virtual lecture exam, 3.83 097
17 Writing a speech, report, paper, etc,, for someone else, 3.83 094
18  Not attending school with a plea of camouflage employment, 3.81 0.99
19 Studying from someone else's notes without their approval, 3.72 0.79
20 Lying to an instructor about illness, etc,, when an exam or assignment is due, 3.62 097
21 Attending in class instead for a friend, 3.60 0.99
22  Checking attendance and just leaving. 353 1.038
23 Copying a copy of a textbook available at a bookstore for reasons of low price, 3.41 114
24 Not attending classes due to MT without having MT in a situation where the MT is permitted. 3.29 1.00
25  Being absent from school with a feigned illness. 328 1.07
26 Studying the examinations of other classes during class time, 3.05 0.99
27  Sending text to a cell phone during class. 2.89 1.08
28  Visiting a professor after an exam with the sole intention of biasing one's exam grade, 264 090
Total 392 053
3. 7190 Slgfolet Agol w2 geld Wz A=

e BYste wofol wE &eA URAES &
718 Yehe A9 MR8 ek A
Hot 27 debdow, &84 g gt Zolrt
FosH Uehd g2 57 FEo R S g mE



66 TrRAFTAPTEIX] Vol. 2, No. 4, 2018, 12

Table 3, Ethical sensitivity by Gender, Academic Grade, Religion, & Experience of Ethic Education

(N=625)

Experience of

ltem Gender Academic grade Religion ethic education
No, M F 1~2 3~4 Yes No Yes No
(n=136) (n=489) (n=2411) (=214) (n=255) (n=370) °  (n=892) (h=233) *
1 468 483 003 4 81 476 ns 478 4 81 ns 478 483 ns
2 450 474 <001 469 468 ns 467 470 ns 465 474 ns
3 456 470 020 471 460 ns 470 465 ns 465 471 ns
4 450 4 66 010 464 459 ns 462 463 ns 460 467 ns
5 448 464 011 464 456 ns 458 462 ns 458 465 ns
6 449 464 015 463 456 ns 461 460 ns 457 466 ns
7 429 443 ns 445 429 012 441 439 ns 432 453 .001
8 424 437 ns 438 426 ns 436 432 ns 435 432 ns
9 430 432 ns 4 36 424 ns 434 430 ns 429 437 ns
10 418 434 031 436 421 037 433 429 ns 427 438 ns
11 419 411 ns 425 3.91 <001 418 410 ns 4,05 426 007
12 405 408 ns 413 3.96 019 417 401 021 403 414 ns
13 3.96 393 ns 397 3.86 ns 3.96 3.91 ns 3.90 400 ns
14 3.96 392 ns 397 3.86 ns 3.92 394 ns 3.91 397 ns
15 3.91 3.86 ns 394 3.72 .003 394 3.82 ns 3.79 4.00 005
16 3.87 3.82 ns 3.89 3.71 026 3.89 3.79 ns 3.82 3.85 ns
17 3.85 3.82 ns 392 3.66 .001 3.88 3.79 ns 3.79 3.90 ns
18 3.87 3.79 ns 3.86 3.71 ns 3.90 3.75 ns 3.79 3.85 ns
19 357 3.76 015 373 3.69 ns 3.75 3.70 ns 3.68 3.79 ns
20 3.76 3.58 ns 3.67 3.51 ns 3.66 3.59 ns 3.59 3.66 ns
21 3.79 355 012 3.64 3.51 ns 3.71 352 024 3.55 3.68 ns
22 354 953 ns 3.59 3.42 ns 3.64 3.45 027 3.48 3.61 ns
23 3.51 3.38 ns 3.44 3.35 ns 3.47 3.37 ns 343 3.39 ns
24 331l 3.23 004 3.39 3.10 .001 3.34 3.26 ns 323 3.39 ns
25 3.43 323 ns 3.36 3.12 007 3.38 3.20 036 322 3.36 ns
26 3.29 298 .001 3.09 297 ns 3.06 3.04 ns 3.00 3.12 ns
27 3.09 283 016 295 277 ns 293 286 ns 281 3.02 019
28 290 256 <001 2,67 258 ns 262 265 ns 264 264 ns
Total 394 392 397 3.83 3.96 3.90 3.88 398
ltem No. : Ethical sensitivity item No.  ns : non significant value
718 HY9E st A9 d4 vAdel = ASHE Sk A9 VN 52 A7t 137 5ol
Al debgdth a7e] AE Al uhe gF ugd R ASAY AF kel thE AF AY qar
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of we geld Rl Aol Ueht FuEe mE B F Y w7 Aol AFAE A st
147) FEol, o]5 F GAlZhel T2 5] Al BRI W) K Table 4)




Table 4, Ethical sensitivity by Wanted jobs, Major (N=625)
Wanted jobs Major
[tem
No. Public Private p DHS DSS DN DHE p Scheffe
(n=390) (n=23Y) (n=201) (=91) (n=246) (n=87)
1 478 482 ns 4,69 490 483 485 .003 DSS >DHS
DSS, DHE >DHS

2 468 469 ns 454 491 467 482 <001 DSS >DHS, DN
3 466 469 ns 456 484 470 468 005 DSS>DHS

4 464 4 60 ns 453 4 81 4 64 462 .008 DSS >DHS

5 461 461 ns 450 477 465 455 .008 DSS>DHS

6 461 4 61 ns 449 481 4 61 463 002 DSS >DHS

7 4.41 437 ns 433 464 440 431 007 DSS >DHS, DHE
8 4,30 441 ns 4 31 430 443 422 ns

9 427 440 ns 424 438 435 433 ns

10 429 433 ns 415 453 435 4,30 002 DSS >DHS
11 421 400 004 420 437 3.99 4,09 .003 DSS >DN

12 412 3.99 ns 4 11 425 3.99 4083 ns

13 397 3.87 ns 3.90 425 3.86 3.89 004 DSS>DHS, DN
14 3.93 393 ns 3.96 400 3.91 3.85 ns

15 3.92 3.78 ns 3.89 409 3.77 3.87 034 DSS>DN
16 3.84 3.81 ns 3.81 3.88 3.85 3.79 ns

17 3.86 3.77 ns 3.79 404 3.79 3.80 ns

18 3.81 3.81 ns 3.81 3.96 3.77 3.77 ns

19 378 3.62 016 3.63 3.91 3.75 3.63 025 DSS >DHS
20 3.66 3.55 ns 3.69 3.64 3.57 3.56 ns

21 3.62 357 ns 3.59 3.70 3.59 3.55 ns

22 3.62 3.39 007 3B 3.74 3.46 3.48 ns

23 3.45 3.35 ns 3.30 3.49 354 322 ns

24 3.37 3.16 011 3.30 3.51 3.24 3.21 ns

25 3.34 3.18 ns 3.29 3.46 3.24 3.16 ns

26 3.11 295 ns 3.22 3.01 294 297 020 DHS >DN

27 2.99 2.71 002 3.00 3.08 274 2.86 022

28 263 265 ns 273 260 258 2,61 ns
Total 3.95 3.88 3.90 407 3.90 3.88

DHS : Division of health sciences DSS : Division of social sciences DN : Division of nursing

DHE : Division of home economics ns : non significant value
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