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ABSTRACT

Objectives : A study was designed to evaluate the level of moral development of dental hygienists in
Korea.

Methods : Data were collected through self reported questionnaires received from 210 dental hygienists from
October 5 to December 29, 2010. The Korean version of the DIT(Defining Issues Test) was adopted to evaluate
levels of moral judgment, which was measured by the score of P(%). The data were analyzed by a descriptive
analyses and t—test, ANOVA,

Results : The mean score of P(%) was 34.59(+14.68). The score of P(%) revealed significant differences by reli—
gion(p=0.005). Ethics learning was 129(62.6%) in inexperience and participation of ethics education was 128(61.0%)
in absence. There were significant differences in ethics learning experience(p=0.004).

Conclusions : For enhancing dental hygienists moral development we encourage them to make the most use of
supplemental education.

Keywords : defining issues test, dental hygienists, moral development
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H 1. Demographic characteristics of subject (N=210)
ltem Category Frequency Percentage(%)
Gender Female 195 92.9
Male 15 7.1
Age! >95 94 45.2
<26 114 54.8
Religion® Theist 112 53.8
Atheist 96 46.2
Number of sibling 22 91 43.3
(including the subject) <3 119 56.7
Birth order The first born 88 41.9
The eldest 122 08.1
Family form Parents + 1 child 16 7.9
in growth period’ Parents + children 141 69.8
(including the subject) ]
Grandparents+parents+children 45 22.3
Growth area” City 44 21.6
Town 105 51.5
Country 55 27.0
# . except missing
H 2. The results of the subjects’ DIT (N=210)
=5 Iz HEH
P(%) scores 4.5 14.68
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H 3. The P(%) score by subjects’ demographic characteristics (N=210)
P(%) scores
ltem Category p—value
Mean(+SD)
Gender Female 34.58+14.68 0,885
Male 35.12%+15.27
>25 32.80+14.19
Age 0.123
<26 35.97%£15.10
Religi Theist 31.93+14.75
eligion 0.005*
Atheist 37.64+14.23
Number of sibling =2 36.12+13.81 0187
(including the subject) <3 33.42+15.27 ’
Birth order The first born 35.23+15.70 0594
)
The eldest 34.13+13.93
Family form Parents + 1 child 36.88+15.89
in growth period Parents + children 35.08+14.14 0.409
(including the subject)
Grandparents+parents+children 32.22+14.52
Growth area City 34.32+13.92
Town 35.11+15.75 0.843
Country 33.70£13.75

* 1 p<0.05, p—value was by t—test, ANOVA
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H 4. The subject's score P(%) by ethics education characteristics (N=210)
P(%) scores
ltem Category Frequency(%) p—value
Mean(+SD)
Experienced 77(37.4) 36.21+14.53 .
Ethics learning” 0.004*
Inexperienced 129(62.6) 29.31+14.36
Participation of ethics Presence 82(39.0) 37.04+14.40 0.053
education Absence 128(61.0) 33.02+14.70 ’
# . except missing, * : p<0.05
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