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Abstract

Introduction: Clinical practice is a critical component of professional development for healthcare students;
however, exposure to ethical dilemmas is common in real clinical settings. Limited evidence exists regarding
how nursing and traditional medicine students make ethical decisions during clinical practice and the factors
influencing their decision-making in the Mongolian context.

Methods: A mixed-methods design was employed. The quantitative phase included 95 undergraduate students
undertaking clinical practice. Ethical decision-making was assessed using a 16-item Likert-scale questionnaire
based on Rest’'s Four-Component Model of Moral Behavior. The qualitative phase involved semi-structured
phenomenological interviews with 18 purposively selected students. Quantitative data were analyzed using
SPSS version 28.0 and R software, while qualitative data were interpreted using Van Manen’s hermeneutic
phenomenological approach.

Results: The mean ethical decision-making score was 65.06 + 9.96, with 66.3% of participants demonstrating
a high level of ethical competence. Ethical sensitivity showed the lowest mean score (15.87 + 3.02) among the
four components. Significant positive correlations were identified among ethical sensitivity, moral judgment,
moral motivation, and moral character (r = 0.592-0.747, p < .001). Qualitative analysis revealed five major
themes influencing ethical decision-making: ethical awareness, fear and lack of moral courage, hierarchical
relationships and organizational culture, support systems, and personal moral development. Students frequently
reported difficulties in acting on ethical concerns due to perceived authority gradients and evaluation-related
pressures.

Conclusion: Although students demonstrated a generally high level of ethical decision-making competence,
deficiencies in ethical sensitivity and institutional support were evident. Strengthening ethics education through
case-based learning, simulation training, reflective discussions, and supportive clinical learning environments
may enhance students’ ethical decision-making capabilities.

Keywords: ethical decision-making, phenomenology, clinical practice, nursing students, traditional medicine
students, Rest’s Four-Component Model
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YHaacnan

Opyyn  MOHOUWH  MIPraXWnTHUA YN
axunnaraaHbl 4aHap, ©BYTeHWI atoynrym Oanpgan,
M3PraXnuiH xapuyunarbiH yYHO3C Hb éc 3y tom.'3
OMHanN3ynH fagnarbiH XyrauaaHz OlyTHYY[ OHOSbIH
M3AMarad 604UT HexUen XapanKyynaxXunH 33paryas
€C 3yVH TYBArTan acyyanyyaram Hyyp Tyngar. 34rasp
Hexuen 6angan Hb 3eBXeH M34J1ar TOAUNIyn €c 3ynH
M3OP3aMX, LUMNAB3IP raprant, MIPraxnuinH 30purunr
Wwaapaaar.2>'6

OnoH yncelH cyganraaH éc 3yvH LWMAaBap
raprantbir 06pBeH OypanaaxyyHT
3arBap OOMOH OWOSTUKWMIAH YHAC3H 3apymyydaap
TannbGapnagar.23917 OpPHbl  XyBb[
AMHAN3YMH fagnarbiH  OpYMH  Jaxb  OKYTHYYAbIH
foouT Typwara, WMWABAP raprantbiH YW SBUbIF
(hEHOMEHONMOrMNH TYBLUMHA, CydarncaH axur XOMC
X3aB33p GawHa.'>'®

Mimaac 9Haxyy cydanraa Hb 3MHOM3YWH
fagnara xumk Oyn cyBunaxym GOMNoOH ynamknant
aHaraax yxaaHbl OWYTHyyAblH éC 3YWH LMNOB3P
rapranTbiH TypLunarbir Cyanax 30purroTon oM.

Rest-nnH

[9BY maHan

CypnanraaHbl aXrbliH 30pUIIro

OMHON3YMH Aagnara xuibk Oynm cyBunaxyn
OONMOH ynamKranT aHaraax yxaaHbl OKYTHyynd éc
3YWH 36pYMnTaN Hexuenn XOpx3aH LUMNAB3IP raprax
Oyvr beHOMEHONOrMNH XxaHanaraap TOAOPXOWITK, yr

LWIMNOBIPT Heneermk Oy XyBb XyH, cypranTbiH 60OH
OPYHbI XYYMH 3YRIICUIAT CyAnaH, €c 3yH 60noBCcponbIr
camxpyynax 30punroTon.

CypanraaHbl apra 3yu

CypanraaHg  TOOHbI YaHapbIH
cydanraaHbl XONUMOr 3areBapbir  awmrrnacan.2®1
TooH cypanraaHz SMHInN3yMH gagnara xumk 6ym 95
oloyTaH xampargcaH. Rest-uinH nepBeH 6ypangaxyyHT
3areBapT cyypuncaH 16 acyymk XaparnacaH bereep
Cronbachys alpha koadbduumeHTadp HangBapTan
Gananbir yHanaB. "

YaHapbliH cypanraaHg 18 otoyTtaHtan Van
Manen-uiH repMeHeBTUK (DEHOMEHONOMMIAH apra'?-
bIl aWwurnaH xarac OyTaUYWUICIH spwununara XxumB.

©ornoH

ApvnunarbiH - M3A33NAVNAT  KOOYUIDK,  LUMHXWITI3
XUAC3H.
YaHapblH cyganraaHbl  YH3H 36B, UTronuammir

XaHrax 3apymbir Guba 60noH Lincoln-uiH wanryypt
YHAICM3H YHACaH.

Cypanraar Q3WYUC-uitH  Ec  3yMH  XsSiHaNTbIH
36BMONNNH 36BLLUGBPIUIH Aaryy X3pankKyySiCaH.

CypanraaHbl axnblH Yp AYH

Cypanraanf SMHaM3yMH gagnara xuimk Oyn
95 otoyTaH 60M0H YaHapbiH cyganraarbl 18 oyTHbIT
TYC TyC XampyyricaH.

Table 1. Characteristics of Study Participants and Reliability of the Research Instrument

Variable n % Cronbach’s a

1 Nursing students 44 46.3

2 Traditional medicine students 51 53.7

3 Total participants 95 100

4 Qualitative interview participants 18 -

5 Overall, Cronbach’s alpha - 0.937

6 Ethical sensitivity (MS) - 0.796

7 Moral judgment (MJ) - 0.859

8 Moral motivation (MM) - 0.828

9 Moral character (MC) - 0.849

Rest-uiH pepBeH OypangaxyyHT 3arBapT
CYypuncaH X3M>KYYPUWH [OTOOA4 HWMWALAM  eHaep
(Cronbach’s 0=0.937)
X3ParcnuH HangeapTtan 6ananeir 6atanraaxyyncaH.
OponuoryabiH €C 3yWH LWMNABIP raprantbliH €peHX1N
TYBWUWH eHZep OancaH GonmoBd €c 3yWH acyyanbir

fGavicaH Hb cypanraatbl

TaHux Yageap Oycaa GypangaxyyHTan xapbLyyrnaxas
XapbLiaHryn Jooryyp y3yynantran 6ave. CyaanraaHsi
XOMXKYYPUNH O0TOO4 HUALNMNH Byx yayynant 0.70-
aac ga3w bavicaH Hb HaragBapTan Gananbir XxaHrax
Banraar xapyymx 6anHa.
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Table 2. Descriptive Statistics of Ethical Decision-Making Components

Component Mean * SD Item Mean (1-5) Level
1 Ethical Sensitivity (MS) 15.87 £ 3.02 3.97 Relatively high
2 Moral Judgment (MJ) 16.36 + 2.91 4.10 High
3 Moral Motivation (MM) 16.41+2.76 4.11 High
4 Moral Character (MC) 16.42 £ 2.76 412 High
Total score 65.06 + 9.96 4.07 High

Ec 3yMH WMMaBap rapranTbiH HUAT AyHO&X
0HOO 65.06+9.96 6aricaH Gereeq oponUOryabIH MX3HX
Hb ©HOep TYBLUHUA YHAIMraaTan OamB. XapuH éc

3YNH M3OP3MXKUIH y3yynanT 6ycan 6ypangaxyyHaac
pooryyp Gaviraa Hb €c 3yWH acyyanbir 9pT TaHMUX
YaaBapbIr XerKyynax Wwaapanaratanr untrax GaiHa.
Table 3. Level of Ethical Decision-Making and Group Comparison

oAy gy po s pu g iy

Level Score range n %
1 Low <40 1 1.1
2  Moderate 41-60 31 32.6
3 High =61 63 66.3
Group Mean £ SD p-value
1 Nursing students 64.2 £ 10.1
2 Traditional medicine students 65.7£9.8 0.47

OaiHa.
yxaaHbl

OponuorygbiH 66.3% Hb eHaep TYBLUHWUNA
€C 3yWH WuMnOB3p raprantblH Yagamktanm OancaH OKYTHYYObIH XOOPOHA CTaTUCTUKUWH aud

6on epgee 1.1% Hb Gara TyBWMHA YHOM3rACSH xonborgonTon anraa unpaaryn (p>0.05).
Table 4. Correlation Matrix of Ethical Decision-Making Components

CyBunaxy 60MnoH ynamxknant aHaraax

Variables MS MJ MM MC
1 MS 1
2 MJ 0.747** 1
3 MM 0.592*** 0.638*** 1
4 MC 0.715*** 0.713*** 0.726*** 1

Byx OypangaxyyH XOOpOHA CTaTUCTUKUIH
XyBbA a4 xonoorgon 6yxui aepar xamaaparn UnapcaH.
XaMrmiH Xy4tam Xxamaapasn Hb €c 3yWH C349N

GonoH éc 3ynH 3aH TeneBunH xoopoHg (r=0.726)
axurnargacaH Hb 3eB M9 Y3C3H 3yrnc 6oaut ynngang
XY4YTal Heneerx banraar xapyyrmk 6anHa.

Table 5. Themes of Ethical Dilemmas and Qualitative Findings

Theme n %
1 Ethical awareness and recognition 13 72.2
2  Fear and lack of moral courage 8 44 .4
3  Hierarchical relationships and organizational culture " 61.1
4 Institutional support system 14 77.8
5 Personal moral development 18 100

Type of ethical dilemma n %
1 Unethical behavior of staff/instructors 5 27.8
2  Patient-related inappropriate behavior 4 22.2
3  Clinical errors and hygiene issues 3 16.7
4  Treatment process violations 3 16.7
5  Student rights violations 2 11.1
6  Confidentiality breaches 1 5.5
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YaHapblH WWHXUTA3rasp €c 3ynH acyyanbir
Yageap, augac, xapurnuaa,
O9MXKIMArMIAH  TOrTonuoo ©OOMOH  XyBb  XYHWUIA  EC
3YWH XOrKWN raC3H TaBaH YHACOH XYYUH 3YWIICUIAT
TOAOPXOWMNOB. XaMrMNH TYraaman TOXMONACOH &c
3YMH 36p4Yunn Hb axunTaH 6onoH gagnarsiH 6arwmiiH
€c 3ynryn xavgnara GavicaH Gereep oponuorygbiH
MX3HX Hb GavryynnarbiH A3MXKNSMMAUH  TOrTOML00
XaHranTryv 6aviraar OHLIONCOH.

TaHUX waTancaH

Xanuamx

OHaxyy cyganraaraap SMHOM3YWH dagnara XUk
Oyl cyBunaxym OOMOH ynamknanTt aHaraax yxaaHbl
OWYTHYyObIH €C 3yWH LWWAAB3P rapranTtbiH HUAT
OyHOax oHoo 65.06+9.96 6ereea oponuoryabiH 66.3%
Hb ©HAep TYBLUHWI YHINI33TAN rapcaH Hb OYTHYYA
€C 3YVH acyyaibir epeHXMINA Hb 3B YHAN3X, LWMIAOB3P
raprax Yyagamxrtan baviraar xapyyrmk 6anHa. OH3 yp
OYH Hb Park Hap (2014)-bIH cypanraaHg cyBunaxymH
OKYTHYYAbIH €C 3yMH LUMAAB3P raprantbiH TYBLUMH
OyHOKaac 033w OaricaH racaH yp OYHTOM HUALSX
GanHa.>? [acaH xdauMi 4 MaHail cydanraang
YaHapblH dpununaraap OwyTHyya 6oauT Hexuena
36B LUMINOBIPID XIPIANKYYNIX34 XyYHApPanTan Gavigar
Tanaap AypacaH Hb OHOMbIH M3ANar 60MOH NpakTuK
X3PANKUNTUAH XOOpPOHA TOAOpXon 3epyy Oanraar
xapyynnaa.

bugHuii  cypanraaHg Rest-wiiH  gepseH
OypangaxyyHaac €c 3yhMH MILPIMXKWMIAH  OyHOax
OHOO (15.87+3.02) xamruiiH 6ara rapcaH Hb €C 3yIH
acyyanbir aHxnaH TaHWX YagBap XapbLaHryi cyn
Ganraar untrax 6ariHa. YyHTaW TecTtanraap Park,
Hwang 6onoH Lbtziin HapbiH (2016) cyganraaHg
3MHIM3YINH Typwnara OKYTHYYL
©BUTOHUN 3pX, MIOIMMUMAH HyyLnan, MIpPraxrivimH
xapuyusiaratan 3yMH acyyaneir
TaHUxgaa XyHOPANTanm Ganarmir mMagaancaH.>’ JHa
cydanraang oponuoryng «AHxaHgaa 9H3 Hb €C 3YUH
acyygoan raarvir owmnrooryiny, «apaa Hb 9praag
6opoxopn Bypyy 3ywn 6aricaHy» rax spunucaH Hb 433pX
Yp OyHr 6atanraaxyymk 6arnHa.

CypanraaHbl YaHapblH yp OYHr93C xapaxag
OYTHYy[ 36B LWWAAB3P raprax Luaapgraratanr
M343X ©OaricaH ©GonoB4Y amu, cyBwunar4, gagnarbiH
BarLwmnnH apx MaAMIAH Heree, YHANrasHMM JapamMTaac
WwanTtraanaH 6arp cyypua UnapxXunraxasc 3ansicxXmimk

OaraTan

xonbooTon éc

6avB. OH3 Hb Hamric GonoH Epstein (2012)-uiH
“Moral distress”-ninH oHONTOM HMIAL3X BartHa.* 162! XyH
36B ynnanuir magax Gaviraa 6onosy GaviryynnarbiH
OOnoH 9px MaanNuH caap 63pxwaanasc 6ok
XIP3ANKYYIK Yagaxryn 0anx y3argnuir Tarnndapnagar.
MaHaii cyganraang oponuorygbiH 44.4% Hb anpgac,
3pransaaTan xonbooTon Typlunaraa xyBaanucaH Hb
9HAXYY EC 3yWH AapamT OKYTHbI TYBLUMHA Y TYraaMan
baviraar xapyynx 6awHa.

BypanaaxyyHyYOUNH XOOPOHA XY4YT3M 3epar
xamaapan (r=0.592-0.747, p<0.001) wun3pcaH Hb
Rest-niiH oHOMbIH 3arBapbir 6atanraaxyymk GanHa.
281017 AnaHrysia €éc 3yrMH c343n G0NoH éc 3yiH 3aH
TOMNOGBUNH XOOPOH XaMIMMWH Xy4TanW Xxamaaparn
(r=0.726) axurnargcaH Hb €C 3yWH YHOT 3ymncumr
SPX3AMII3A3T OOYTHYYA NPAKTUKT EC 3YWH YNNG XUNX
maragnan eHgep Oainraar xapyymx OanHa. OH3 Hb
Bebeau 6onoH Monson (2012)-bl cyganraaHbl y3an
SapumTnanTan HunUak 6anHa.'®"” MiHracHasp éc 3yl
LWIMIABAP raprantbiH OypangaxyyHyy4 34ra3p Hb bue
6u1ea HexeH AaMKAAr 60MoXbIr HOTOMXK GariHa.

BugHuin cyganraaHsl oHUMOr Yp AYHIUAH Har
Hb éC 3YIiH 36pYMITIN HOXLIenyyauiH OTOP axunTaH
fonoH pagnarbiH GarwmiH €c 3yWryl xapunuyaa
XaMruiH eHaep XxyBb (27.8%)-unr a3amk 6GawncaH
Hb Whitehead HapblH cyganraaHaac snraatau
6avB. Whitehead HapbiH (2015) cypanraaHg
eBYTOHMIN atoynryr Garigan, MOAd3NnunH Hyyuan,
SMUMUMrI3HUIA  LUNMAABIPTIN XonbooTon acyyanyyn
faBamravmk ©GancaH ©on maHaln cyganraaHg XyH
XOOPOHAbIH Xapunuaa, 9px MIONUAH TIHLBIPryn
fangan wnnyy Tog unapd barcaH. XapuH LararncaH
yavpanarbiH Tortonuoo, OanryynnarbiH COER  Hb
€C 3yMH WWAABSP rapranTtag XyyTan Heneenger
Tanaap CyynuiH yewriH cyganraaHyyn MeH OypAcaH
6anHa.??* YaHapblH LUMHXMUAr33radp opornuoryabiH
77.8% Hb “BanryynnarbiH A3MXN3MMNH TOrTONLOOr
XaHranTryn” rax y3caH. OH3 Hb Rushton (2018)-
bl TOLOPXOMWNCOH €C 3yWH TyywTan banpgan (moral
resilience) Oyly &€c 3yWH XYHOP3INTAN Hexueng
MIPraXnuiH YHIT 3yin, 3eB YWnanas xagranad
X9PANKYYMNax YyagBapbIr Xenkyynaxag GanryynnarbiH
O3MXKINAr, 3epar cypranTblH OpYMH 4yxan ©Gonoxbir
XapyyrncaH OYrHanTTaW HUALSX GainHa.2’2'2 Manali
cypanraaHf €c 3yWH acyygan TynrapcaH yen XaH[4
XaHgaxaa Magaxryn 6arix, andaH EcHbl 3eBreree erex
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MexaHu3M paytmar Oaviraar Oponuordug OHLOJSICOH
Hb cyprantbiH Gawryynnara 6onoH gagnarbiH 6aas
SMHINTYYOMNH  XaMTblH —axwunnaraar camkpyynax
Laapanaratanr xapyysmk 6anHa.

CypanraaHbl yp AYHr33c y33xag €c 3yWH
0OOnMoBCPON Hb 36BXOH OHOMbIH M3A4NI3r ONroXo0C
ragHa ©0oguT Hexueng WWAABIp raprax 4Yageap,
M3PraXXnumuH  30pwur, yp uYagBapbir
XOMKYYNaX3 YMIMaxX Laapanara TaBurgax OanHa.
CypanraaHbl yp AyHra3ac xapaxag €c 3yiiH 60noBcpon
Hb 36BX6H OHOJSbIH M3AJ13r Ofroxooc ragHa 6ogut
HexXuena LWuWAB3p raprax 4vagsap, MIpraxruvimiH
30puIr, XapunuaaHbl yp YagBapbIr XenKyYNaxag Ynrnax
Wwaapanarartan 6anHa. YyHUn Tyna KeNCaa cyypuncax
cyprant, cumynsaun, pedrnekcuB (XWMACIH YWNAnas
3praH 6040X, OYTHIH camkpyynax Tyxanm apunuax yinn
ABLL) X3Nanuyynar 33par apra Hb yp AYHTa 60noxbir
eMHeXx cyganraaHyyn xapyyrx 6anHa.>?22 9nrasp Hb
Park HapbliH (2014) 3eBNeMXTal HUALX barHa.

XapunuaaHbl

MaHan cyganraaHbl yp AyH OfOH YICbIH
cyfanraaHbl Yp OYHTA epeHXUnaee HUALIC3H 60roBYy
MOHronbiH 3MHAaN3yMH AadnarbiH OpYUHA LaTancaH
YHIMr3gHUM  gapamT, 6Garw  60moH
QXUNTHbI €C 3YVH XaHAnara Hb OLYTHYYAbIH LUMIABIP
raprantaj OHLUIon Hemneernk OyWr ToapyyficHaapaa
OHUJIOT TOAMWIYI CyaanraaHbl Yyxan, LUWHAMAr yp OYH
©ornHo.

Xapunuaa,

OyrHant

1. Rest-unH pepBeH OGypanasaxyyHT 3arBapaap
YHAMN3X34, OWYTHYyAblH &C  3yWH  LWWMRAB3P
raprantblH €peHxui TyBWWH eHZep 6Gonosy
€C 3yMH M34pamK XamrumH Gara y3yynanTTan
fancaH Hb €c 3yWMH acyyasnbir TaHUX YagBapbir
camxpyynax Laapanaratanr xapyynnaa.

2. EC 3yilH 30punnTail HexLUens WWiaBap raprantaj
M3Anar, Typlnaraac ragHa angac, YHINrasHuNn
JapaMmT, artancaH xapunuaa 33par  Xy4YuH
3YMNC  Xy4Tan 36B  LUMAOBIPUIT
X3pankyynaxag caag 6ok 6ans.

3. OMHan3ynMH pagnarblH yen TynrapcaH é€c 3yuH
36pYNI Hb aXunTtaH 6010H gagnarbiH 6arwninH éc
3YWryn xaHgnara, MapraxnuinH angaa, eB4TeHumn
apx 0a M3O23nnuMiAH  HyyuianTanm XxonoooTon
acyyanyygaap unapd, GanryynnarbiH COENTOW
HArT XonbooTton bavinaa.

Hemneerx,

4. Ec 3yiiH 6onoBcponbir 60AWT Keic, cuMynsLu,
pednekcns XAnanuyynarrt cyypuncaH
cyprantaap ©Oasikyymx, AagnarbiH - OpuvHA
€C 3yWH 36eBneree, [O9MXIISIMAH TOITONL0O0T
OYpAYYNaX Hb OKYTHYYAbIH €C 3yWH LUNAABIP
raprax Yagamkunr XenKyyraxsg Jyxan ad
XON6oraonTon oM.

Tanapxan
OHaxyy cydanraaHbl axung yH3T 3eBrneree eru,

cydanraaHbl a@xnbil  YWTTYYC3H 9PA3MTIH  Garlu
HapTaa, MeH cydanraaHbl M3A33M13N Lyriyynax,
WAHXWUATIS  XUAX YAN  axunnaraaHg — A3MKnar

Y3YYICaH GairyynnarbiH yaupanara, xamparacaHd 6yx
OKOYTHYYA@aa YMH CITraNMNH Tanapxan A9BLYYbe.
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