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Table 1. The subject’s score P(%) and stage 4 (n=197)
SR Minimum Maximum Mean SD

P(%) 23.30 76.70 45.21 12.69
stage 4 0.00 50.00 21.28 11.06

g e AR (p=0024), A3 JEAYWE BLAY AAIR(p=0049), AY & WF B8
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Sedn%, A9ednge AU ol AWsA Fe YR PO AT Fol8 w9
sedmsa A3 Jnadng, 49emse) Bege =t S WaHe wA Eaht

SAEC Bl P(%) "e7h =4 dEbsth B3 &S Fe4ds dAsta = s P(%)

A7 s g o488 AR K FEata Jde s vl&] =dor)t FAA Fode et
<Table 2>.
Table 2. The subject’s score P(%) by ethics education (n=197)



P Score(%)

Item Category Mean SD p value

. . Experienced 46.71 12.06
Bihics education 1 perienced 40.33 13.42 0.002
Medical ethics Experienced 48.59 13.55 0.020
education Inexperienced 43.84 12.17
Work ethics Experienced 47.33 12.16 0.023
education Inexperienced 43.21 12.88
Dental ethics Experienced 46.23 13.78 0.440
education Inexperienced 44.66 12.27
Necessity of medical Known 45.68 12.50 0.024
ethics education Unknown 37.99 13.19
Necessity of dental Known 45.60 12.80 0.049
ethics education Unknown 38.89 9.57
Necessity of work Known 45.82 12.44 0.042
ethics education Unknown 40.49 13.55
Participation of ethics Presence 45.77 12.61 0.358
education Absence 44.06 12.83
Importance of ethics  Known 46.92 13.91 0.157
education Unknown 44.19 12.00
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Table 3. The subject’s score stage 4 by ethics education (n=197)



Item Category Moan = D p value
. ) Experienced 21.00 11.19
Ethics education Inexperienced 22.13 10.72 0.532
Medical ethics Experienced 22.63 10.38 0.309
education Inexperienced 20.81 11.29
Work ethics Experienced 21.15 10.70 0.873
education Inexperienced 21.40 11.40
Dental ethics Experienced 20.86 12.58 0.751
education Inexperienced 21.42 10.44
Necessity of medical Known 20.79 11.33 0.973
ethics education Unknown 20.89 9.38
Necessity of dental  Known 20.72 11.36 0.796
ethics education Unknown 21.77 8.90
Necessity of work Known 17.49 10.67 0.036
ethics education Unknown 22.23 11.62
Participation of ethics Presence 15.13 9.98 0.046
education Absence 18.38 12.66
Importance of ethics Known 12.17 9.74 0.001
education Unknown 17.73 11.52

3.3.
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P(%) A7y 47.77£12.452 = A YEFSEHP=0.004). 4944 A= d3AS5 w4 stAEo] =4 yE
o, BAIAR FodS fldtk<Table 4>.
Table 4. The subject’s score P(%) and stage 4 by clinical practice exercise (n=197)
Clinical practice exercise
Item : - p value
Experienced Inexperienced
P(%) 47.77£12.45% 42.65+12.47 0.004
stage 4 21.03+10.28 21.52+£11.77 0.757
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Abstract

An Evaluation of the level of moral development of dental
hygiene students by ethics education in the province of

Jeonnam

Kim Yun Jeong, Lim Kun Ok!, Yu M1 Sun?

Department of Dental Hygiene, Mokpo science College
1Department of Dental Hygiene, Chodang University

2Department of Dental Hygiene, Chunnam techno College
Key words : Dental hygiene, ethics education, moral development

This study was conducted to evaluated the level of moral development of dental hygiene students
in Korea. Data were collected through self reported questionnaires received from 197 dental

hygiene students from May 6 to 28, 2008. The Korean version of the DIT(Defining issues Test)
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was adopted to evaluate levels of moral development that the score of P(%) and stage 4. The
data were analyzed by a descriptive analyses and t—test. The mean score of P(%) and stage 4
was 45.21+12.69 and 21.28%£11.06 respectively. The score of P(%) revealed significant difference by
experience of ethical education, medical ethics education and work ethics education and necessity of
medical and work ethics education, clinical practice exercise. The score of stage 4 revealed
significant differences by necessity of work ethics education, participation of ethics education
and importance of ethics education. In conclusion, for enhancing dental hygienists’ moral

development it is necessary to improve the curriculum and to develop the ethics education



