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Table 1. Frequency and reliability of major themes reflected in the Ethics in

Dentistry Inventory

Content Topic/Theme Items AlF =
Licensure and Health Care Law 3, 4,9, 12, 16, 17, 21 7317
Professional Protocol 2, 5, 13, 15, 19, 22 7691
Decision/judgment and Personal Beliefs 8, 10, 14, 20, 25, 26 7620
Teamwork 18, 23, 24 7784
Basic Ethics 1, 6,7 11 8423
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Table 2. General characteristics of Respondents.

Item N(%)
Grade junior 75(45.2)
senior 91(54.8)
Age <25 77(46.4)
>26 86(51.8)
Missing 3(1.8)
Sex male 127(76.5)
female 38(22.9)
Missing 1(0.6)
Religion Christian 44(26.5)
Buddhist 22(13.3)
Roman Catholic 27(16.3)
Absence 68(41.0)
Others 5(3.0)
Total 166(100.0)

3. &894 FFE mH= 82
fEo) e gee Eo] nAE 292 JHAH62.0%)°] 7HE Bekal, 71EH36.8%), L3
(19.6%), TFA(16.0%), 42 FA(8.0%)2] <=o]AtHTable 3).

Table 3. Sources of influence on personal ethical principles (N=166)

Source N(%)"
Home 101(62.0)
Church 32(19.6)
Religion classes 26(16.0)
Ethics classes 13(8.0)
Other 60(36.8)
None 6(3.7)

* @ multiple response
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Wt 2597 St maHa A7E BN SN ety $HaA, eow

W3](13.4%), 21H(11.6%)2] <o) tHTable 4).
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Table 4. Role model for learning ethical principles (N=166)

Role model N(%)"

Faculty 41(25.0)
Relative 19(11.6)
Friend 41(25.0)
Church 22(13.4)
Other 72(43.9)
None 11(6.7)

*

: multiple response

5. A&l B o

A AL
3.20£0.31% Aol 7Hd w9k, 7zl et AMg
2= By

N
i)
Mo
i)
=
r o)
rot
o
1>
o
BN

;Y
>
ot
iR
=)

L wEe Wil B Apaol
L 2.79+£0.32% 71 ¥e 9

Table 5. Awareness for dental ethics

Content Topic/Theme mean*S.D
Licensure and Health Care Law 3.20+0.31
Professional Protocol 3.18+0.29
Decision/judgment and Personal Beliefs 3.18+0.29
Teamwork 3.16+0.36
Basic Ethics 2.79+0.32
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Table 6. Differences of awareness for dental ethics by religion of Respondents.

Religion
Ab
ftem Christian Buddhist Roman Catholic sene Others p value
e
Licensure and  Health
3.32+2.30 3.12+0.36 3.12+0.27 3.20+0.27 2.91+0.39 0.004
Care Law
Professional Protocol 3.27+0.27 3.17+0.34 3.13+0.29 3.17+0.26 2.90+0.32 0.038
Decision/judgment and
. 3.25+0.26 3.10+0.35 3.14+0.22 3.19+0.31 3.03+0.32 0.176
Personal Beliefs
Teamwork 3.21+0.36  3.14+0.42 3.06+0.29 3.21+0.35 2.87t0.51 0.120
Basic Ethics 2.86£0.30 2.69+0.32 2.75+0.25 2.77+0.32 3.05+0.57 0.088
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Table 7. Differences of awareness for dental ethics by grade of Respondents.

Grade

Item — - p value
junior senior
Licensure and Health Care
3.12+0.30 3.27+0.30 0.001
Law
Professional Protocol 3.13+0.28 3.22+0.28 0.045
Decision/judgment and
. 3.12+0.29 3.23+0.28 0.017
Personal Beliefs
Teamwork 3.13+0.36 3.20+0.37 0.217
Basic Ethics 2.78+0.30 2.80+0.34 0.720
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=ABSTRACT=

A Survey of Korean Students' perception of a School of Dentistry
toward the Dental Ethics

KIM Yun-Jeong”, KIM Soo-Nam"

This survey was conducted to find out of Korean students' perceptions of a
School of Dentistry toward the dental ethics. Data was conducted by using a
questionnaire. Contents of dental ethics was Licensure and Health Care Law,
Professional Protocol, Decision/judgment and Personal Beliefs, Teamwork, Basic
Ethics. We received 166cases that junior was 45.2% and senior was 54.8%.

The collected data showed that school of dentistry students regard sources of
influence on personal ethical principles was home(62.0%). In role model for learning
ethical principles, the most frequency was others(43.9%). Also, Christians'
awareness of dental ethics was higher than others about differences of awareness
for dental ethics by religion of respondents except basic ethics. Finally, senior was
higher than junior about differences of awareness for dental ethics by grade of

respondents.

Key Words : Dental ethics, Korean Students' perception

* Department of Social Dentistry, School of Dentistry, Wonkwang University



