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Table 3. The respondents’ positivity on the biomed-
ical ethics problems

Iltem Agree Disagree
Euthanasia® 165(59.4) 113(40.6)
Artificial abortion 146(52.5) 132(47.5)
Human cloning 45(16.2) 233(83.8)
In vitro fertilization 220(79.1) 58(20.9)
Sex change 133(47.8) 145(52.2)
Homosexuality 104(37.4) 174(62.6)
Brain death 138(49.6) 140(50.4)
* 0 N(%)
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Table 4. Opinion about telling the biomedical ethics problems by grade

[tem 1 2 3 p value
Agree Disagree Agree Disagree Agree Disagree

Euthanasia® 78(59.1)  54(40.9) 62(66.7) 31(33.3) 25(47.2) 28(52.8) 0.070

Artificial abortion 75(56.8)  57(43.2)  46(49.5) 47(50.5) 25(47.2) 28(52.8) 0.380

Human cloning 30(22.7) 102(77.3) 6( 6.5) 87(93.5) 9(17.0) 44(83.0) 0.005

In vitro fertilization 105(79.5)  27(20.5)  73(78.5) 20(21.5) 42(79.2) 11(20.8) 0.982

Sex change 66(50.0)  66(50.0)  38(40.9) 55(59.1) 29(54.7) 24(45.3) 0.216

Homosexuality 50(37.9) 82(62.1)  32(34.4) 61(65.6) 22(41.5) 31(58.5) 0.687

Brain death 65(49.2)  67(50.8)  49(52.7) 44(47.3) 24(45.3) 29(54.7) 0.685

* 0 N(%)
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Table 5. Opinion about telling the biomedical ethics problems by location

[ City Town Others b value
Agree Disagree Agree Disagree Agree Disagree
Euthanasia® 48(62.3)  29(37.7)  90(62.1) 55(37.9) 27(48.2) 29(51.8) 0.165
Artificial abortion 41(53.2)  36(46.8)  84(57.9) 61(42.1) 21(37.5) 32(62.5) 0.034
Human cloning 12(15.6)  65(84.4)  29(20.0) 116(80.0) 4 7.1) 52(92.9) 0.084
In vitro fertilization 65(84.4)  12(15.6) 118(8L.4) 27(18.6) 37(66.1) 19(33.9) 0.023
Sex change 46(59.7)  31(40.3)  70(48.3) 75(5l.7) 17(30.4) 39(69.6) 0.004
Homosexuality 33(42.9)  44(57.1)  59(40.7) 86(59.3) 12(21.4) 44(78.6) 0.021
Brain death 44(57.1)  33(42.9)  76(52.4) 69(47.6) 18(32.1) 38(67.9) 0.011
* 0 N(%)
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Table 6. Opinion about telling the biomedical ethics problems by religion

ltem Presence Absence p value
Agree Disagree Agree Disagree
Euthanasia® 84(55.6) 67(44.4) 81(63.8) 46(36.2) 0.179
Artificial abortion 74(49.0) 77(51.0) 72(56.7) 55(43.3) 0.228
Human cloning 21(13.9) 130(86.1) 24(18.9) 103(8L.1) 0.327
In vitro fertilization 115(76.2) 36(23.8) 105(82.7) 22(17.3) 0.236
Sex change 70(46.4) 81(53.6) 63(49.6) 64(50.4) 0.631
Homosexuality 53(35.1) 98(64.9) 51(40.2) 76(59.8) 0.455
Brain death 66(43.7) 85(56.3) 72(56.7) 55(43.3) 0.040

* 0 N(%)
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Abstract

A Survey of Dental Hygiene Students perception toward
the Biomedical Ethics Problem

Yun-Jeong Kim, Jung-Mi Choi!
Department of Dental Hygiene. Mokpo Science College.
'Department of Dental Hygiene, Busan Info-Tech College

Key words : biomedical ethics, dental hygiene students

This paper describes biomedical ethics problem perception in dental hygiene students.
Questionnaire surveys were conducted for 285 in dental hygiene students from September 3th to
21th of 2007. For statistical analyses of collected data, the descriptive analyses and chi-square were
adopted.

This collected data showed that bribery as the most common ethical problem. Other frequently
mentioned problems are unkindness of patient and treatment equality. They agreed to artificial
abortion in 79.1%, human cloning was statistically significant by grade. Biomedical ethics problem
except euthanasia and human cloning were statistically significant by resident area. Also, brain

death was statistically significant by religion.





