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The Analysis on The Influence of Multicultural Education on The Level of

Cultural Competency in Nursing Students
- A Comparison Between The Students of ‘S’ University and Other Universities
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Abstract

Purpose: This study aimed to analyze the influence of multicultural education on the levels of cultural
competency in nursing students, specifically through the comparison between the students of ‘S’ University and
the students of other universities.

Methods: Data were collected from a total of 262 students comprised of freshmen and sophomores from five
different universities using an online questionnaire. Data were then analyzed through the independent t-test,
one-way ANOVA, and Scheffe test using the SPSS 23.0 program.

Results: There were no statistical significance between the levels of cultural competency between the freshmen
and sophomores of university ‘S’ (t=1.81, p>.05), while there were statistical significance between the levels
of cultural competency between the freshmen and sophomores of other universities (t=-5.26, p<.001). In addition,
while there were no significant difference in the levels of cultural competency between the freshmen of university
‘S’ and other universities (t=-0.04, p>.05), there were significant differences in the levels of cultural competency
between the sophomores of university ‘S’ and other universities (t=-6.06, p<.001).

Conclusion: The results of this study support the first hypothesis in that students who received multicultural
education had a significantly higher score in the level of cultural competency compared to those who did not
receive multicultural education, confirming the fact that there is a need for multicultural educational programs
in the nursing curriculum. Repeated tests on the effects and integration of these educational programs should

also be necessary in the future.

Keywords: nursing students, multicultural education, cultural competency
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<Table 1> Whether or Not the Grade Levels of Each
Statistical Group Received Multicultural

Education
S University Others
2nd Year No Yes
Ist Year No No
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<Table 2> The Comparison of the Level of Cultural
Competency in First and Second Year

Students of ‘S’ University

Grade N Mean+SD t P Scheffe
1 44 3.27+0.59
81 .074 -
2 30 3.05+0.48
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<Table 3> The Comparison of the Level of Cultural
Competency in First and Second Year
Students of Other Universities

Grade N Mean+SD t P Scheffe
1 128 3.27+0.55
-5.26  <.001 -
2 60 3.72+0.52

Ehtish 18hde) web o7 Hatd 3.27, 25hdE
Witol 3722 SAHeE foF Aot SISl
(t=-5.26, p<.001).
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<Table 4> The Total Score of Cultural Competencies
of First Year Students in Each Universities

P-value Scheffe

N Mean+SD t
S univ. 44 3.27+0.55
Others 128 3.27+0.59

971 -
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g As BAdem feld Aolrh A
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<Table 5> The Total Score of Cultural Competencies
of Second Year Students in Each Universities

N Mean+SD t P Scheffe
S univ. 30 3.034+0.52
6.06 <.001 -
Others 60 3.72+0.48

stist 2shdah et 2ok Fabd ol Hiwe
Has v FAHOR fel Aol7t At

=i
§}X*°ﬂ
-1 7
i
AL

d

e ool A= BHlig) 28hdo] BE

T AE BAATE E8H Ve 499 Big 2%t

‘LO] Efehet 18hd, stist 238t EE‘ﬂr Ar7E =Sk
3,;]]4 ;(]/\1’ OﬂOﬂO E}qﬁs 1_ 1 5}

W, soieh 1,28 drT Herh Eokvh vhE, 34

W73 #3514 Q12 GollM= BAXCE

ZFolE HolA| 3htHAppendix Table 4).

w o>
B o 1o
AN o2 oy
BoE @ v = @
w o B OS5 X
SO e g K
@l o oy o ° = b
1HU o w Mo ggi tlo
N =
e o o
o offt ot iin)

N 2 Mo R e om
By % o
d 70 jlg o
% Lm oft o ;% )
i R R T
o = 5 o
Lo g X o X

—_ 30,
P e W O ae
g 52 o
= o
A ©

o, 12

2 ol

o
=

I 1

O L
g w2
AN ©

Mz

o

g
:

e or

-

=2,

Rl

Mo

e ol @ roh
2

22 ool
2 jg M

|

7k 41135 Bl 2t frARe Aaolnh sTst 13t
a3t Bl 18hd o ek A% Fholl= el @ Aol
7hsisled, s sk 15hd e Efes) 25hde) wlald
I EAMOR frofd Aol7h et o] E3F Thit
3 wfo] tsshgel £3h e SARYE
e AAbs o] HeAS XX

w3 A7 o9l G HlaE S = Efle) 2
shdef wsb v V1S, A4 Aah vE fde
el FejabAl kot wahA wigdat 1A s
= frolshA &tk Lee[5]9] AelAe A3
A 71z, A, AA, AAAHESTE iR E T
&t wokal, w3

#ATE £ den
o] o
R

7t e

B3

Aat ddE AAFHe] SME S7HEITE A
=] Aol dAgt wi e Ay e B
I 3ol E3hH whds AFA o AT A%
AL AAFol = Btetal 5k v HTE &

|
(@)
N
|



=2l
=

Chegh ase] AeE

R
i

ATt ol

Al Uskth Lee[512] -9} xFo]7}

S

7 el

=
T

il
—_

W
—_
N
_ZT

A7} Stk

3
“

a4 Zarke ol

Bo
=)

il

Tor

<
il

At

A

9

2~
T

o H
g_

=

=

A A]

A, A EY A AB,CHEH} thE Soldo]

3

A
5}

=

=

o= Al 7H

3]

A

A,B,CHiste] Th

o

R

)

el

o] A<

WA, D

=y

Wi

13
ol

-

il

SEEERR

S

A A vk

o]

apo7 3lck wkA

Al 17p 0] A A=A 2514 A7

i

kel
el

A Al 18hdnTt £
ol 4] 2714o] HRAoR A H g,

Ly
[e)
ZA}

O
.

Sl
s}

34

)

o

37 o] 2t} Yang

sko] 3
5_]—
sl

#e]7} glek. Dy

<]

T

ko)
el

RER
‘q

2, A7E AA 3.6%°] H
[e)

R

]

¥

’d°l A,B,CH

o

R

4.0%, 5T
L el wek

2 v 7

R

]

Al
[23]19] Ao u}

™
22

Z]e]
FAck mEbA Deh

5]

™

|
Hr

oA 7]=uLe] olaf 2hi= 7]

=
=

o AU

sl

o}

3}

oyl

3}
o}

e
Fugow H44

me
ol
¢

=

=

3

k)
yul

s BN

TC

10]t).

e
=

0]
2R

5
A =
Ed= o

Al g 4 7] vl thes)

S)s shoto) ofelfirt.

et

3
1l

-

L

R

}_

5

&

B94S AN

}

b1 9

3

o

|

s 9] %
2] A Aolel

of

i

-

qr

3} e F

ojn

=
=

LR

e Ao

i<

fLE

FEe E)
=

Jole}. whA,

D
W 47
— 53 —

gk o)<

R

o

3 A AAE 7}

1A

€

fe]

[e]

3 Aol g
s)zrole]

o _T1

T,



oy o

G FALRIY L 9 5 Gl vE §
A5 Aste] whH A 2w el &
EiR=H

Sl

. Kim DH, Kim SE. Cultural competence and factors
influencing cultural competence in nursing students.
J Korean Academy Psychiatric Mental Health Nursing.
2013;22(3):159-168.
https://doi.org/10.12934/jkpmhn.2013.22.3.1 59

. Lee BS, Oh IK, Lee EM. Foreign residents’ experience
of Korean health care services. Journal of Korean
Academy of Nursing Administration. 2011;17(2):226-
237. https://doi.org/10.11111/jkana.2011.17.2.22 6

. Chae DH, Park YH, Kang KH, Lee TH. A study on
factors affecting cultural competency of general hospital
nurses.
Administration. 2012;18(1):76-86.
https://doi.org/10.11111/jkana.2012.18.1.76

. Choi SY. A study on the antecedent factors affecting

Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing

helping professions’ cultural competence- focusing on

social workers, teachers, nurses, and social work civil

Korean Journal of Social Welfare.
2012;64(2):5-29.

. Lee MIJ. Development and effect on cultural competence

servants  -.

program for undergraduate nursing students [dissertation).
Chun Cheon: Kangwon University; 2016. p.1-140.

. Oh WO. Factors influencing cultural sensitivity among
nursing students. Child Health Nursing Research.
2011;17(4):222- 229.
http://dx.doi.org/10.4094/jkachn.2011.17.4.2 22

. Yoo IY, Lee JA. Cultural disposition and multicultural
environmental sensitivity of nursing college students.
Journal of the Korean Society of Living Environmental
System. 2014;21(6):925-931.
http://dx.doi.org/10.21086/ksles.2014.12.21. 6.925

. Hwang HY, Chyn YE, Hur J. Effects of multicultural
understanding subject on the empathy and multicultural
attitude of nursing student. Journal of the Korea
Academia-Industrial cooperation Society. 2015;16(1):
106-115. http://dx.doi.org/10.5762/KAIS.2015.16.1.1

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

_54_

06

. Lee IS, Cho JY. A study on the cultural competency

and demand for a multicultural education program
among nursing college students. Journal of the Korea
Academia- Industrial Cooperation Society. 2014;15(1):
283-290. http://dx.doi.org/10.5762/KAIS.2014.15.1.2
83
Cross TL, Benjamin MP, Issacs MR. Towards a
culturally competent system of care : A monograph
on effective services for minority children who are
severely emotional disturbed. Washington, DC:
CASSP Technical Assistance Center, Georgetown
University Child Development Center; 1989. p. 1-90.
Han SY. Development of a cultural competence scale
[dissertation]. Gwangju: Chonnam National University;
2014. p. 1-85.
Suh EE. The model of cultural competence through
an evolutionary concept Journal of
Transcultural Nursing. 2004;15(2):93-102.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/104365960326248 8

Choi HJ. Exploratory study on experience in

analysis.

multiculture and cultural competence of service
providers in multicultural settings. Korea Academy
of Mental Health Social Work. 2011;37:405- 439.
Campinha-Bacote, J. The process of cultural
competence in the delivery of healthcare services: A
model of care. Journal of Transcultural Nursing.
2002;13(3):181-184.
https://doi.org/10.1177/10459602013003003
Majumdar B, Browne G, Roberts J, Carpio B. Effects
of cultural sensitivity training on health care provider
attitudes and patient outcomes. Journal of Nursing
Scholarship. 2004;36(2):161-166.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1547- 5069.2004.04029.x
Hughes KH, Hood LJ. Teaching methods and an
outcome tool for measuring cultural sensitivity in
undergraduate nursing students. Journal of Transcultural
Nursing, 2007;18(1):57-62.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1043659606294196

Tucker CM, Herman KC, Pedersen TR, Higley B,
Montrichard M, Ivery P. Cultural sensitivity in
physician-patient relationships: perspectives of an

ethnically diverse sample of low-income primary care



18.

19.

20.

21.

patients. Med Care. 2003;41(7):859-70.
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.MLR.000006854
4.11426.4C

Burchum JR. Cultural competence: An evolutionary
perspective. Nursing Forum. 2002;37(4):5-15.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744- 6198.2002.tb01287.x
Park HJ, Seong JH, Son HR, Lee MY, Cho HM,
Park SK. The Influence of Multicultural Experience
upon the Multicultural Acceptance in College Students.
Multicultural & Diaspora Studies. 2015;7:92-117.
Lee MS. Park YM. Cultural Competency by
Multicultural Experience of College Students. Journal
of Digital Convergence. 2016;14(12):657-665.
http://dx.doi.org/10.14400/JDC.2016.14.12. 657.
Jeon HK. Study on relationship between transcultural

self-efficacy and cultural competency of nursing

22.

23.

_55_

students for subjects with various cultural background
[master’s thesis]. Incheon: Gachon University; 2015.
p.1-59.

The Status of Gyeonggi-do Population and Household
[Internet]. Gwacheon: Gyeongin Regional Statistics
Office; 2017 [cited 2018 May 14]. Available from:
http://kostat.go.kr/office/giro/rogi_nw/2/1/index.boar
d?bmode=read&bSeq=&aSeq=360653&pageNo=1&
rowNum=10&navCount=10&currPg=&sTarget=title
&sTxt=%EC%9D%B8%EA%B5%AC

Yang SY, Lim HN, Lee JH. The study on relationship
between cultural competency and empathy of nursing
students. The Journal of Korean Academic Society
of Nursing Education. 2013;19(1):183-193.
http://dx.doi.org/10.5977/jkasne.2013.19.2.1 83



Appendix

<Table 1> The Assumption of Homogeneity of Variance on the General and Cultural Characteristics among

Freshmen of Other Universities.

A B C D "
Category X P
N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%)
Male 6(15.0%) 5(11.1%) 1(3.8%) 4(23.5%)
sex 394 250
Female 34(85.0%)  40(88.9%)  25(96.2%)  13(76.5%)
Under 19 31(77.5%)  40(88.9%)  23(88.5%)  14(82.4%)
age 245 476
Above 20 9(22.5%) 5(11.1%) 3(11.5%) 3(17.6%)
Christian 13(32.5%)  18(40.0%) 8(30.8%) 6(35.3%)
= Catholic 4(10.0%) 3(6.7%) 2(7.7%) 1(5.9%)
religion . 4.11 928
Buddhist 3(7.5%) 1(2.2%) 0(0.0%) 1(5.9%)
Atheist 20(50.0%)  23(51.1%)  16(61.5%) 9(52.9%)
. . Yes 4(10.0%) 2(4.4%) 3(11.5%) 6(35.3%)
Foreign relative 940 .016
No 36(9.0%)  43(95.6%)  23(88.5%)  11(64.7%)
. . Yes 1127.5%) 17(37.8%)  11(42.3%) 5(29.4%)
Foreign friend 1.98 577
No 29(72.5%)  28(62.2%)  15(57.7%)  12(70.6%)
Same neighborhood, acquaintance 4(10.0%) 6(13.3%) 6(23.1%) 2(11.8%)
No neighborhood, acquaintance 6(15.0%)  12(26.7%) 6(23.1%) 2(11.8%)
) Same neighborhood, no acquaintance  5(12.5%) 9(20.0%) 3(11.5%) 4(23.5%)
Experience ] ) . 1028 .814
No acquaintance, interaction 8(20.0%) 4(8.9%) 3(11.5%) 2(11.8%)
No acquaintance, no interaction, 10(25.0%) 9(20.0%) 5(19.2%) 6(35.3%)
Only via media 7(17.5%) 5(11.1%) 3(11.5%) 1(5.9%)
. Yes 28(70.0%)  33(73.3%)  14(53.8%) 16(94.1%)
Visit Abroad 828  .041
No 12(30.0%)  12(26.7%)  12(46.2%) 1(5.9%)
Living Abroad Yes 6(15.0%)  11(24.4%) 3(11.5%) 6(35.3%) e 19
(over 1 month) No 34(85.0%)  34(75.6%)  23(88.5%)  11(64.7%) ‘ ‘
. Yes 27(67.5%)  28(62.2%)  18(69.2%)  10(58.8%)
Foreign language 0.75 .862
No 13(32.5%)  17(37.8%) 8(30.8%) 7(41.2%)
Not at all 1(2.5%) 9(20.0%) 3(11.5%) 2(11.8%)
Language fluency Not fluent 30(75.0%)  30(66.7%)  21(80.8%)  12(70.6%) 8.62 .176
fluent 9(22.5%) 6(13.3%) 2(7.7%) 3(17.6%)
None 20(50.0%)  17(37.8%) 7(26.9%) 4(23.5%)
Contact frequency Sometimes 18(45.0%)  25(55.6%)  16(61.5%) 6(353%) 1546 .013
Frequentl 2(5.0% 3(6.7% 3(11.5% 7(41.2%
quently (5.0%) (6.7%) ( ) ( )
Multicultural Yes 2(5.0%)  11(24.4%) 1(3.8%) 4(23.5%) 1000 013
educational program No 38(95.0%)  34(75.6%)  25(96.2%)  13(76.5%) ' '
Great need 15(37.5%)  25(55.6%) 4(15.4%)  10(58.8%)
Need for Need 21(52.5%)  20(44.4%)  17(65.4%) 6(35.3%)
multicultural Somewhat need 2(5.0%) 0(0.0%) 4(15.4%) 1(59%) 22.11 .006
education Not need 1(2.5%) 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%)
Don’t know 1(2.5%) 0(0.0%) 1(3.8%) 0(0.0%)
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<Table 2> The Assumption of Homogeneity

Sophomores of Other Universities

of Variance on the General and Cultural Characteristics among

A B C D ,
Category P
N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%)
Male 0(0.0%) 1(6.3%) 2(13.3%) 2(9.5%) 117 857
sex . .
Female 8(100.0%)  15(93.8%) 13(86.7%)  19(90.5%)
Under 19 6(75.0%) 8(50.0%)  10(66.7%) 6(28.6%) 735 057
age . .
g Above 20 2(25.0%) 8(50.0%) 5(33.3%)  15(71.4%)
Christian 2(25.0%) 9(56.3%) 3(20.0%) 5(23.8%)
relicion Catholic 1(12.5%) 1(6.3%) 1(6.7%) 1(4.8%) 08 253
g Buddhist 1(12.5%) 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%) 14.8%) '
Atheist 4(50.0%) 6(37.5%) 11(73.3%)  14(66.7%)
) ) Yes 0(0.0%) 2(12.5%) 2(13.3%) 3(14.3%)
Foreign relative 1.07 .849
No 8(100.0%)  14(87.5%) 13(86.7%)  18(85.7%)
. . Yes 1(12.5%) 3(18.8%) 2(13.3%) 5(23.8%)
Foreign friend 0.83 936
No 7(87.5%) 13(81.3%) 1386.7(%)  16(76.2%)
Same neighborhood, acquaintance 0(0.0%) 2(12.5%) 3(20.0%) 2(9.5%)
No neighborhood, acquaintance 2(25.0%) 1(6.3%) 0(0.0%) 5(23.8%)
. Same neighborhood, no acquaintance  1(12.5%) 1(6.3%) 3(20.0%) 2(9.5%)
Experience ] . . 1945 .105
No acquaintance, interaction 2(25.0%) 2(12.5%) 0(0.0%) 5(23.8%)
No acquaintance, no interaction, 2(25.0%) 6(37.5%) 9(60.0%) 6(28.6%)
Only via media 1(12.5%) 4(25.0%) 0(0.0%) 1(4.8%)
. Yes 7(87.5%) 16(100.0%)  12(80.0%)  12(57.1%)
visit abroad 10.26 .011
No 1(12.5%) 0(0.0%) 3(20.0%) 9(42.9%)
ivi Yes 2(25.0%) 2(12.5%) 2(13.3%) 2(9.5%)
Living Abroad 153 633
(over 1 month) No 6(75.0%)  14(87.5%) 13(86.7%)  19(90.5%) '
) Yes 7(87.5%)  10(62.5%) 9(60.0%)  12(57.1%)
Foreign language 244 487
No 1(12.5%) 6(37.5%) 6(40.0%) 9(42.9%)
Not at all 0(0.0%) 5(31.3%) 2(13.3%) 4(19.0%)
Language fluency Not fluent 5(62.5%) 10(62.5%) 12(80.0%) 15(71.4%) 6.95 .290
fluent 3(37.5%) 1(6.3%) 1(6.7%) 2(9.5%)
None 2(25.0%) 4(25.0%) 3(20.0%) 5(23.8%)
Contact frequency Sometimes 6(75.0%)  10(62.5%) 12(80.0%) 15(71.4%) 2.85 .908
Frequently 0(0.0%) 2(12.5%) 0(0.0%) 1(4.8%)
Multicultural Yes 7(87.5%)  10(62.5%) 8(53.3%)  16(76.2%)
3.56 320
educational program No 1(125%)  6(37.5%)  7(46.7%)  5(23.8%) '
Great need 5(62.5%) 9(56.3%) 7(46.7%) 9(42.9%)
) Need 2(25.0%) 6(37.5%) 7(46.7%)  11(52.4%)
Need for multicultural g ' ¢ need 1(12.5%)  163%)  1(6.7%)  1(4.8%) 3.05 .855
education
Not need 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%)
Don’t know 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%)
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<Table 3> The General Characteristics and Cultural Characteristics of the Subjects

Category N(%)
S National university 74(28.2%)
A 48(18.3%)
university B 61(23.3%)
C 41(15.6%)
D 38(14.5%)
Male 32(12.2%)
sex Female 230(87.8%)
Under 19 189(72.1%)
age Above 20 73(27.9%)
Mean+SD 19.15+1.49
Christian 81(30.9%)
lioi Catholic 19(7.3%)
religion Buddhist 9(3.4%)
Atheist 153(58.4%)
d 1 172(65.6%)
grade 2 90(34.4%)
Relati Yes 32(12.2%)
catve No 230(87.8%)
Friend Yes 82(31.3%)
rien No 180(68.7%)
Same neighborhood, acquaintance 34(13.0%)
No neighborhood , acquaintance 52(19.8%)
Experi Same neighborhood, no acquaintance 37(14.1%)
xperience No acquaintance, interaction 37(14.1%)
No acquaintance, no interaction, 70(26.7%)
Only via media 32(12.2%)
isit abroad Yes 197(75.2%)
Vistt abroa No 65(24.8%)
.. Yes 55(21.0%)
Living Abroad(over 1 month) No 207(79.0%)
Foreien | Yes 182(69.5%)
Orelghl language No 80(30.5%)
Not at all 34(34.4%)
Fluency Not fluent 179(68.3%)
Fluent 49(18.7%)
None 90(34.4%)
Contact frequency Sometimes 149(56.9%)
Frequently 23(8.8%)
. . Yes 59(22.5%)
Multicultural educational program No 203(77.5%)
Great need 104(39.7%)
Need 129(49.2%)
Need for multicultural education Somewhat need 24(9.2%)
Not need 2(0.8%)
Don’t know 3(1.1%)
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<Table 4> The Comparison of the Sub-Categories of the Level of Cultural Competency between Freshmen and

Sophomores of University ‘S’ and Other Universities.

Scheffe/D tt
Variables Groups N(%) Mean+SD t/F P ehe ?1“3 e
S1 44(16.8%) 4.53+0.55
Cultural . S2 30(11.5%) 4.43+0.54 0.38 <001 02>01>S2,
ultural encounter . .
(0] 128(48.9%) 4.42+0.50 02>S1
02 60(22.9%) 4.58+0.47
S1 44(16.8%) 2.55+0.88
. S2 30(11.5%) 2.35+0.73
Cultural skill 7.55 <.001 02>01,S2
0Ol 128(48.9%) 2.53+0.75
02 60(22.9%) 3.33+0.78
S1 44(16.8%) 4.33+0.59
I S2 30(11.5%) 4.09+0.75
Cultural sensitivity 0.98 404
(0] 128(48.9%) 4.18+0.63
02 60(22.9%) 4.22+0.59
S1 44(16.8%) 3.00+0.94
S2 30(11.5% 2.62+0.80
Cultural knowledge ( ) 17.42 <.001 02>S1, S2, Ol
0ol 128(48.9%) 3.04+0.84
02 60(22.9%) 3.46+0.69
S1 44(16.8%) 2.98+0.82
S2 30(11.5%) 2.75+0.75
Cultural awareness 1.69 .169
o1 128(48.9%) 3.25+0.91
02 60(22.9%) 3.63+0.69

S1= Freshmen of S National University, S2= Sophomores of S National University, Ol= Freshmen of Other Universities,
02= Sophomores of Other Universitie,s SD=Standard Deviation

w3k Wb, E5HA V), 23 A= g el felshAl Akel7h dgler
gk polE HolA| gFgitt.

)
)

a4 W3 234 el A

e
e
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<Table 5> The Results of the Assumption of Homogeneity of Variance on Each Categories of the General and
Cultural Characteristics of University ‘S’ and Other Universities.

. Others S university .
Variables Groups X P
N(%) N(%)
Male 21(11.2%) 11(14.9%) 0.68 Al
sex . .
Female 167(88.8%) 63(85.1%)
Under 19 138(73.4%) 51(68.9%) 053 466
age . .
£ Above 20 50(26.6%) 23(31.1%)
Christian 64(34.0%) 17(23.0%)
o Catholic 14(7.6%) 5(6.8%)
religion ) 3.79 286
Buddhist 7(3.7%) 2(2.7%)
Atheist 103(54.8%) 50(67.6%)
) Yes 22(11.7%) 10(13.5%)
Relative 0.16 .687
No 166(88.3%) 64(86.5%)
) Yes 55(29.3%) 27(36.5%)
Friend 1.29 256
No 133(70.7%) 47(63.5%)
Same neighborhood, acquaintance 25(13.3%) 9(12.2%)
No neighborhood, acquaintance 34(18.1%) 18(24.3%)
) Same neighborhood, no acquaintance 28(14.9%) 9(12.2%)
Experience ) . . 2.10 .835
No acquaintance, interaction 26(13.8%) 11(14.9%)
No acquaintance, no interaction, 53(28.2%) 17(23.0%)
Only via media 22(11.7%) 10(13.5%)
. Yes 138(73.4%) 59(79.7%)
visit abroad 1.14 .286
No 50(26.6%) 15(20.3%)
(over 1 month) No 154(81.9%) 53(71.6%) ’ '
. Yes 121(64.4%) 61(82.4%)
Foreign language 8.18 .004
No 67(35.6%) 13(17.6%)
Not at all 26(13.8%) 8(10.8%)
Fluency Not fluent 135(71.8%) 44(59.5%) 8.26 016
Fluent 27(14.4%) 22(29.7%)
None 62(33.0%) 28(37.8%)
Contact frequency Sometimes 108(57.5%) 41(55.4%) 0.88 .643
Frequently 18(9.6%) 5(6.8%)
Multicultural Yes 59(31.4%) 0(0.0%) 001 o0l
educational program  Npo 129(68.6%) 74(100.0%) ' ’
Great need 84(44.7%) 20(27.0%)
. Need 90(47.9%) 39(52.7%)
Zieffaufg; multicultural g vhat need 11(5.9%) 13(17.6%) 0.05 012
Not need 1(0.5%) 1(1.4%)
Don’t know 2(1.1%) 1(1.4%)




<Table 6> The Level of Cultural Competencies of the Subjects according to their General Characteristics and

Cultural Characteristics.

Variables Groups N(%) Mean t/F Scheffe:,l{];unnett
Male 32(12.21%) 3.35
sex 0.01 991 -
Female 230(87.79%) 335
Under 19 189(72.14%) 333
age -1.03 304 -
Above 20 73(27.86%) 341
Christian 81(30.92%) 335
. Catholic 19(7.25%) 3.30
religion* i 0.40 757 -
Buddhist 9(3.44%) 3.54
Atheist 153(58.40%) 3.34
Freshmen 172(65.65%) 3.27
grade -2.92 .004 -
Sophomore 90(34.35%) 3.49
Yes 202(77.10%) 3.24
course -5.99 <.001 -
No 60(22.90%) 3.72
S National university 74(28.24%) 3.18
A 48(18.32%) 3.32
>
university* B 61(23.28%) 3.38 4.56 .001 . D
S university
C 41(15.65%) 3.36
D 38(14.50%) 3.65
. . Yes 32(12.21%) 331
Foreign relative 0.40 .692 -
No 230(87.79%) 335
. . Yes 82(31.30%) 333
Foreign friend 0.28 771 -
No 180(68.70%) 3.36
Same neighborhood, acquaintance 34(12.98%) 3.59
No neighborhood, acquaintance 52(19.85%) 3.23
. Same neighborhood, no acquaintance 37(14.12% 3.39
Experience* - . . 2.30 .049 -
No acquaintance, interaction 37(14.12%) 3.40
No acquaintance, no interaction 70(26.72%) 3.25
Only via media 32(12.21%) 3.41
» Yes 197(75.19%) 3.36
visit abroad -0.39 .699 -
No 65(24.81%) 3.32
living abroad Yes 55(20.99%) 3.27
1.14 257 -
(over 1 month) No 207(79.01%) 3.37
, Yes 182(69.47%) 338
Foreign language -0.12 220 -
No 80(30.53%) 328
Not at all 34(12.98%) 3.34
Language fluency* Notfluent 179(68.32%) 3.31 1.94 .146 -
fluent 49(18.70%) 3.49
None 90(34.35%) 3.24 . |
Contact frequency*  Sometimes 149(56.87%) 3.8 383 023 requently=
none, sometimes
Frequently 23(8.78%) 3.58
i Yo 203(77.48% 323
Multlcgltural es ( ) 623 <001 -
educational program  No 59(22.52%) 3.71
Great need 104(39.69%) 3.61
Need for Need 129(49.24%) 324 Great nee§>
multicultural Somewhat Need 2409.16%) 296 1755 <001 neec>
Jucation™ somewhat need>
education Not need 2(0.76%) 241 not need
Don’t know 3(1.15%) 2.79
*: ANOVA test
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