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Abstract

This research explores the contents of science ethics from “metaphysical V.S.
practical”, “essential V.S. applied”, and “professional V.S. general”. We know: the
foundation of science ethics must basics on knowledge, method, belief, individua,
society, and nature. Therefore, this research brings up two dimensions: the interna
sciences ethics and the external science ethics. The internal sciences ethics includes
nine factors, the externa science ethics is also nine factors. So, this research tries
build up the test instrument of science ethics. And make test to the students of
Nan-Hua University in the genera education. The result show: fird, the internal
sciences ethics tend to “reality and truth” and “rational doubt”, and the externa
science ethics tend to “democracy and integrate” and “ self-actualization”. Second, the
sex is according to condition of the external science ethics (p=0.006). Third, the
category of department is according to condition of the external science ethics
(p=0.034). Fourth, the year is not according to both conditions of the external and
internal science ethics. Fifth, the achievement of science learn is according to
condition of the internal science ethics (p=0.004).
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