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Abstract

The Bioethics of Al-Quds University Students

This study aims at recognizing the bioethics of Al-Quds University Students
through identifying the theories, principles and values on which the students
relied to judge the moral dilemmas related to biotechnological applications.

The study also aims at revealing the correlation between gender, level of

study, discipline and faculty, and these theories, principles and moral values.

Specifically, the study seeks to answer the following questions:-

1) What are the theories adopted by Al-Quds University Students in their
judgment on moral dilemmas?

2) Does the difference in sex, level of study, discipline and faculty affect the
theories adopted by the students?

3) What principles and values do students rely upon in their judgment on
moral dilemmas?

4) Is there a correlation between sex, level of study, discipline and faculty
and the principles and values adopted by students?

To answer these questions, a seven-moral-dilemma questionnaire was

developed. Each dilemma was followed by a set of questions, mostly open-

ended ones. The questionnaire was verified by a group of referees before
being adopted.

From among the 2526 second-year and four-year student enrolled in various

disciplines and Islamic religion, a stratified sample of 9% of the population

was selected randomly.

Suitable quantitative methods including percentages, frequency and 12 test

were employed.

The following results were revealed:

1) 73% of the participants relied upon deontology in their Judgment on moral
dilemmas. 15.4% of them adopted utilitarianism whereas 11% combined
both theories together statistical.

2) There were significant differences attributed to sex at the level (a=0.05) in
relation to the theories adopted to judge moral dilemmas. Females tend to
rely more upon deontology and utilitarianism. However, no significant
differences were correlated either level of study or discipline.

3) 42.7% of the respondents believed that a husband has the right and priority
to extract the linked equipment when doctors eon firm that the wife has no
hope of recovering.

4) There was significant differences at level (=0.05) in selecting who has
the right to lift the linked equipment from patient who has no hope of
recovery attributed to both level of study and discipline. The second-tear
students (the husband) (the doctors) and (anybody else) whereas the four-

L



year students (the parents) or (nobody). In relation to discipline the
students of engineering (the husband and the doctors), the students of law
(parents), the students of Islamic religion (nobody), the students of
medicine (anyone). However no significant differences were attributed to
sex or branch of study.

5) In selecting the values derived from the surrounding -environment, the
respondents were distributed among the ten values, although the highest
percentage (18.9%) selected "the value of beauty and sense" as the most
valuable.

6) There were significant differences at level (a=0.05) in the value derived
from the environment attributed to level of study. The four-year students
selected the values of love, beauty, feelings, sympathy with other,
spiritualism, love for country side, interest and enjoyment. The second-
year students, on the other hand selected the values of scientific
advancement, self-discipline and innocence. Significant differences were
also attributed to discipline. The students of engineering regarded the
values of beauty, feelings, interest as the most valuable, those of the
medicine faculty selected the values of scientific advancement, enjoyment,
students of law selected the values of love for countryside, and innocence,
students of Islamic religion selected spiritualism and sympathy with others
whereas no significant differences were correlated with sex or branch of
study. |

7) The principles upon which the students relied in their judgment on moral
dilemmas differed in accordance to the subjects embedded in each
dilemma, and in terms of gender, level of study, branch and faculity.

Based on the results revealed, the research offered the following

recommendations:

Biocthics should be taught to university students and embedded in their

curricula. Styles of teaching should be revised and modified in a way to

develop the student's character through training students on the skills of
dialogue, discussion, inquiry. Student's ability should be enhanced so that
they would be able to deal with the moral dilemmas that thy may encounter.

In coordination with teacher, students committed should form to enlighten

the students on how to conserve and protect the environment.

The study should be replicated to reveal the students: the public and the

teachers views regarding other moral dilemmas. Experimental studies may be

conducted employing samples from among university students to reveal the
effect of teaching bioethics courses on the student's awareness of bioethics.
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