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Objectives : The purpose of this study was to examine the participation attitude of
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students toward pre—clinical practicums, their satisfaction with the practicums and related
stress, and to investigate the influential factors for their participation attitude to practicums,

Methods : The subjects in this study were three different groups of students who took
pre—clinical practicums at different times, One group of students who entered college in
2008 took a practicum in December, 2009, and another group of students who entered
college in 2009 took a practicum in June, 2010, The third group of students who entered
college in 2010 took a practicum in June, 2011,

Corresponding Author Results : 1. As for participation attitude, the students who completed a practicum before
Mi—Hwa Jang they underwent field training in the second semester of their sophomore year got a higher
Department of Dental Hygiene, mark of 3.44(p<0.05). 2 Concerning the operation of practicum, they felt a lot of stress
Suwon Women' s College, when they took a practicum before they underwent field training in the first semester
72 Onjeong—ro Kwonsun—gu of their sophomore year and when they had no dental experience(p<0.001). 3. Regarding

satisfaction with practicum, they scored higher when they took a practicum before they
underwent field training in the second semester of their sophomore year(p<0,05). And the
students who were more gratified with dental experience expressed better
satisfaction(p<0,001), 4. As to the influential factors for the participation attitude of the
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+82-10-4690-7273 students, those who were more satisfied with the content of practicum, the operation of
Fax : +82—31—290—-8042 practicum and evaluation took a more positive participation attitude(p<0,001). More stress
E—mail : jangme68@hanmail.net about the operation of practicum and more stress about evaluation exerted a greater negative

influence on participation attitude(p<0.05).

Conclusions : Given the findings of the study, a pre—clinical practicum should be offered
before field training is provided in the second semester of the sophomore year in order
to ensure the efficiency of education, and a wide variety of information should be offered
so that students could gain dental experience before they take a practicum,
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Variable Division

N(%)

Before they underwent field training in the second
semester of their sophomore year
After they underwent field training in the second
semester of their sophomore year
Before they underwent field training in the first
semester of their sophomore year

Time of offering

. . . Satisfied
ISna;.ljactlon level with Not bad
) Unsatisfied
Y
Dental experience s
No

239(43.9)
131(24.1)

174(32.0)

105(19.3)
405(74. 4)
34(6.9)

242(44.5)
302(45.5)

Total 544(100,0)
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Table 2 ., Pre—clinical practicums attitude, stress and satisfaction

Variable Division M=*D
I took part in the pre—clinical practicums class with pleasure 3.75+0.78
I' m confident in the pre—clinical practicums class 3.12+0,94
I understand all contents when I practicipated in the pre—clinical practicums class  3,35%0.85
I try to remember all contents of the pre—clinical practicums class which was 35940.83
Participation attitude learned T
I was looking forward to the next pre—clinical practicums class 3.31+0,91
1 asked contents which isn’' t fully understood immediately 3.27+1.00
I want to excel others in pre—clinical practicums class 4.12+0,77
Total 3.38+0.58
There was a lot of instruments and materials which are unfamiliar 3.93+0.95
Operation There was a great difference between contents which are learned in pre—clinical
. . 3.44+0,88
of practicums class and actual practice
practicum Practice time was insufficient 3.32+0,99
Total 3.56+.643
I was worried if I discomfortable the other party in oral mutual practice 4.33£0.,77
Stress Oral I was worried if the other party discomfortable me in oral mutual practice 4.21+0,74
mutual I was more nervous about oral mutual practice than practice using dentiform 4374074
practice model T
Total 4,30£0,60
Evaluation I didn't feed back results of practicum assessment 3.78+1.01
of The standard of practicum assessment was improper 4.15+0.88
practicum Total 3.96+0,68
Practical training has various contants 4.19+0.78
Content of  Practical training was essential for dental hygienist 4.45+0.69
practicum Practical training was operated with high scope of application at field 4,24+0.78
Total 4,29+0.59
Pre—chm@l practicums class was organized 3.43+0.84
systematically
Operation Time for pre—clinical practicums class was appropriate 3.33£0,90
Satisfaction of Sorts of pre—clinical practicums class was appropriate 3.42+0.85
practicum The number of participant of each team was appropriate 3.21+0.96
There were sufficient instruments and materials for practices 3.17+1.10
Total 3.30+0.65
Fach category of pre—clinical practicums class has appropriate standards 3.69+0,82
Evaluation  Assessment of pre—clinical practicums was fair for everyone 3.66+0.81
of Opportunity for developing results of assessment was provided 3.49+0.87
practicum There was immediate feed back for results of assessment 3.94+0.87

Total

3.69+0.61




& ua=e| MHEAZ| H x|2HE

§301 2 HOET, AEHA, BIEE &

y

Table 3. Time of offering and dental experience according to participation attitude

Variable Division M=D tor F

BeforeA they underwent field training in the second semester 3.4440,54
of their sophomore year

Time of offering After Athey underwent field training in the second semester 3414054 4.096°
of their sophomore year
Befpre they underwent field training in the first semester of 3984064
their sophomore year
Yes 3.55+0,56 .

Dental i . : 6 464*2:

ntal experience No 3244056 .

*p¢0.05, *p(0.001
Determined from t-test and one-way ANOVA
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Table 4, Time of offering and dental experience according to stress

g 25hd 20}

Operation of Oral mutual evaluation
Variable Division practicum practice of practicum
M=D torF M=D torF M=D torF
Before they underwent field
training in the second
+ + +
semester of their sophomore 3.45+0.62 4.38+0.54 3.96+0.70
year
After they underwent field
. . training in the second e =
4 " "
Time of offering semester of their sophomore 3.56+0.68  7.750 4.23+0.68  4.209 4,06+£0.67 2015
year
Before they underwent field
training - in - the st g 0 g 4.94+0,60 3.90+0,66
semester of their sophomore
year
Yes 3.42+0.70 4.30+0.56 3.93+0.70
Dental i ’ ’ —4,673** ’ ’ 165 ’ ’ —-.935
AL GXPERENee 3674056 4304063 3991066

*p(0.05, **p(0.001
Determined from t-test and one-way ANOVA
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Table 5. Time of offering and dental experience according to satisfaction

Operation of . evaluation
. L . Oral mutual practice .
Variable Division practicum of practicum
M=D torF M=+D tor F M=D tor F
Before they underwent field
training - i the - second g g 3.33+0,64 3.65+0.58
semester of their sophomore
year
After they underwent field
e of training - in - the - second o0 gy ggame gari0e0 2043 8764061 1344
offering semester of their sophomore
year
Before they underwent field
training - in - the st o g 3.23+0,69 3,69+0,65
semester of their sophomore
year
Dental Yes 4.39+0.57 . 3.32+0.65 3.74+0.60
. ’ ’ 3.50%% ’ ’ .343 ' ’ 1518
experience No 4,21+0.60 3.30+0.65 3.66+0,62
#p<0,05, *¥p<0,001
Determined from t—test and one—way ANOVA
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Table 6. Correlation analysis of participation attitude, stress, satisfaction

Participation attitude Stress Satisfaction
Participation 1
attitude
Stress —.006 1
Satisfaction HB7HE —.066 1
#p<0.05, *¥p<0.001

Determined from correlation analysis
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Table 7. The affecting factors on the participation attitude of pre—clinical practicum

B S.E Beta t P
(constant) 1,605 .243 6.614 .000
Content of practicum satisfaction 352 .038 .363 9.340 .000
Operation of practicum satisfaction 142 .034 159 4,164 .000
Bvaluation 176 038 187 4,628 .000
of practicum satisfaction
Operation of practicum stress =070 .031 =079 —2.155 .032
Evaluation ~.067 031 —.079 2,146 032
of practicum stress
R =.373 F=58.380 p=.000
Determined from multiple linear regression analysis
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