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Evaluation of the level of moral development of
Korean dental hygienists

Yun—Jeong Kim

Dept. of Dental Hygine, Kwangju Women's University

ABSTRACT

Objectives

Korea.
Methods :

Results :

Conclusions

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

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,
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).

supplemental education.
Keywords : defining issues test, dental hygienists, moral development

For enhancing dental hygienists moral development we encourage them to make the most use of
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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

3. ANH
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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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46,80, Ak S 41,167 R} wopth S B} aL(p=0.005) o] 5109 dAqtAxel dA|skqlet, 7
s ARATE AR SHAY 3T4%YelE B, 5P

P@) 57 AT AR WA e 3 &
amq BT} AZHA Tl et Afeld o2 Hol Kt

AFLATNPE Fsi] isto A 2] mgo] AT
2 OIEOWXI ForeS o 4= ek Seuel dists
o] PB)E4E Bt 40.00~50.004 Aoz 2 [P,

ATYAES] PO Batol vIAA] Fehe AL
2 AREY B3 PO)HS7E 27.00 osks W2 A
o, 28.00~41.002 F7HT, 42.00 oAk &2 gt
0% BFFglo] mEa™ F2t g &3k AHE
2 st obA Rejut Eu wabeg skt 9
o] gl sHIER Aodstar glek. AT ARES] P(%)
Hee e vlaasE Wi, $4F A £3te
A &5 AT

5 RS
A AR BES ALHOT FAT A0B a7
T 9lom g 2Te]R AR X BMAIEE

A FAAZ 4 9l A Hito] Wastchn

AR Zrodietat ouHistoll A Aoy Hes
JLE’M%M CHRaL Q6. 2] 9148 (eh 2
M el WIS T dstefor ok, Ao
el Ao v B S HAdshe A4t A
o] Homg et A Aol &l vl
Fo A om dut omgalo] HisA AL, Tk
7b At B AR E ol B2 dubA 2l o i 3 A
7F Ad&=7F Hot WS A vhFof A of e,

8ol THE PHATE SeIB S AHASAAA
w7 Uehd AL(p=0.004) ©]Z HY
oIe}. Wby Bam oA AB9IAIEo] felm
Agche ARARAY NS T 5 US A
AR, Sl mgel SEAL 61.0%7F FolatA] o)
ThI @ AL oS0 genLe] BaHS olx
T 93, B4R AN Ao o5
eEE| et 5713017t MaElofof & A
4 e Al A A8 4 9
Yaluks Aol o} Eal gel8A
T GRS Folo] o2 FRY 4
w124k HFeh thape wjAS Estel ok
Aoko. Qlsto] elst) Raks ATSWAES 915
of Aol B4T GO R PTG 4 YEE S YA A
AHIES) Bolg F8 5 92 A0R Aul,
Jrgelnge] A9, ofuhatel s w4l 27l 2
sk A0 Zaslel ) Sl B olol
S ol it oS AR ol A
2 AR gha) b ROl ofwa e
L VI
shEl ok RAISTL Gl AHUD, $1A(EH
AN E Ato|nge] LRI A2 95 B
3} 0]} 15 o of Aok & Aolch

|o

rmmum;«im

i o

o o rlr
mt L
2

of
-

ulo

=
=

i_‘Z

kI
>
L

P



B el 37 Kool LRSI G Uy A
APk o R ey tEe] S-efuket 2A) Xt)

91_1‘
>
¥0
rr
re
-
il
o
o
|t
2
2
oy
2,
1o
2
M
1o
U
ro,

4> 1% o ju

5. 4E
i AT AREAEY =Y adE s gt
et Aed] Aot At 20104 1049 5
AURE 20109 12€ 29971A] FFFAA], AgEE
A, debde F3LAlo] A7eh 2|ake 57 of &
52 ALAF 2109809, At 1HE

< 3
=y #gg HARADIDE AHEsHt Ar E42
SPSS/PCE AM&-sto] 71 A, t—test, ANOVAR &

/\45]0451 o:]:}?ﬂ;r/}.‘: 1;]-2_31]r 7%1;].

1. AR P@) A4 34.59(+14.68)0] Tt

2. sy EAol| wE =Yg e o] Zol= Fal
(p=0.005)% XH%P = AR {3t Zpol7}
et A = ottt F’l tidE9] P) 47t
37.64(+14.23)2 % ¢l A=Y 31.93(%
14.75) 5t} =7 Uebttt,

3. e g5 AE A= itE 71 12978(62.6%) >
2 s, % Selus FoYae gtk 7F 128
H(61.0%) 0= Wkt Jejaso] uE =y Ay
o] ol FElus s5AFE daiA ok 7t
36.21(£14.53), ‘$it¥ 7} 29.31(£14.36)2 F<Jgt
Zkol& UER 2 eH(p=0.004).

1Fe] dns S6 & o, A9 Y =Y #

o
= 77 HOM Heuss §9 w2 weol

<]

we

oo|zfof 811, ol BHSAA A3teel UL
YT 5 YEE AP TR Aol e
sfepa Az E,



. Fortion N. u]g9] o|g8-&-2|3} wL

EAe

2 Ao 987 dyuf A
gloﬂxu oAAA. 7P§ 378+3] 7] 1995:1(1):5-21.
o] AAl L]
oF, Aokl Su:1986.

. Porter SAT, Grey WL. Ethical dilemmas con-—

fronting dentists in Queensland, Australia.
Australian Dental Journal 2002;47(3):241-248,

. Gairola G, Skaff KO. Ethical reasoning in dental

hygiene practice. Dent Hyg 1983;57:16—-20.
) 2 e I ok P o) =R = B D By K R B
Vl/\pﬂx% 334 8+3] 2] 1995:1(1):5-21.

6. Ags. AMY ] FFEiES} obse =Y A dts
7o) oA o] HeE A A =E] AE
et w5ehdi1989

7. %b5) 8 HAS 2FIEEY YTl FIF
= A Q@AM Ew] AR STy
gl WSt shd;2010

SR EEA Y e} A A=k AR2004.

9. Rest JR. Development in judging moral

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

issues. Minneapolis. MN:University of Min—
nesota, 1979,

Rest JR. College teaching and student moral
development. New Jersey:Lawrence Erlbaum
1994,

[AAFBESI= R, 41214 S eotal cho}9):1999,
QP8 S, AEE, wETeY AuAl] o
oatefarae mEA A, ERPEEA 1996
2(2):85-95

FHE —ojzt

1.

16.

17,

18.

19.

20.

21,

22,

23.

24.

25. %
26.

217,

28. 2

=y 257

dsflu], Ay,
test(DIT)% 0|8

AAAE 9] 421, Defining issues
&3t oJuest =0 shdE =y
A A S o=, AT
ofu]off, 7'°‘%, 2L DIT% AREEE 7FEEAY o)
9w % o) m-8-9] 515 4] 2005;8(2):105-

48A . DITE AFE3SF 98 297} ey o] =eat
ol ek dt A8 FFEEe]A] 2008:8(3):199-
205

e, WAY, BEAY mERTe 9Facl
ol ﬂ%«lﬂvﬂﬂwl 1998:1(1):1-10.

olulofl  oFA 3| g4 AR, Alv|R} BTt
s BYA WESE Bo) dEoRaestaly

2006;9(1):73-84.

8. QA HEEL oA 2 =y I
T EAe A, w&olE gt w3t o
T3] 1986:1(1):55-83.

el FH 1 A mEUEEA Y] =Y wtat
=g P9lof et AF[AAY =] Y e
Aeka ojekd;1993.

dols, A, A7 9 59l DIT@A}?L w3 7}31
olgga WO EI-DUE oYL A0

2 3ol 8-8-8]8k3] 2] 2005:8(2):95-104.

ofuol, 75 TEHYol me gharelo] ek F0A
AT DITE AHgstel. @aolaestslx

2008;11(2).

Aa7]. AU A A&, A&ishxAR1997.

<, HdE]. 7tEsA el wY A Abael fel A
OAFAA. 2ro A elE]A] 1995:1(1):5-21,
Ao, %98 w3 o)y S AAdisty
Z|2hef s} w28k A ;2000

o~
i
r (
it

o
Y

SEXSEEREE
A 2w 37t
2006;9(1):44-59.

oldh
)
o A%
2
o
otk

ek
2



o] ARAL oL AT he 2k Yol YU of7]oi T Foluk S ol g
o] AEAY AWt AFEZE Aol Wk ASEW BED Aolug, ofejie] o|Folu R that 42
A3 02 Al GeA g AU o ARAL 379 FE olopr|eh 1 olobr]e] that of e 42t
2 goprelt 12719 BESo] 242t HER YHuh the (WS B YT, oloh 2L WHOE ofre] 4
212 A8 A7) s

ol

sk F.0lo] o4 HOE Folzkw 9igich. ehd HHE ohiE Yea Belel Zith oAt groleky st
[e)=

A, AolA 7782 oF=tell 1 o ART ¢ e oFe] vkl ok TR of= Fle 11 oFE HEs b =3
AZe Bol 241, IS 7] w2l I oFgtE ofF BIMAl 83 lﬂW w2 oFg mhEE S8 243
A& PATE, oFghe] whgtoll x| R, A S T oFsro]l 7hA FERlofAl ok 7 FHojzkal qlejs.
oFg whgholl AR, YA whghe thaoll SR AE Ut 2L o AR, e | FShARE oF HAG Y
2hal AR, 2A FEE ol E A7) 98l B AAe sl o SR kel o e el @l
Chal AZyst7] A&,

@ FAA ek ()
(2) HHo| 227t L7t sh= Z¥oll 22| EES2 ol YEE FQ8I1?
@ v 8
@ dAz $&
@ o F8
@ U= T34 o=
® A3 T3 G




o
H0

02

259

3o

H
f
N
o
%
N
o
o
fd
o
b2k
o
<

mﬂ

. OFHE fIsiA

kg A7 ohH

Fa3tx 927t

H-2 uolof 51 93717

@|S|o o s o

© 24 A2 7Glo] o FR3tckn H2EA

A& 2t o AAg o] A =W 3 gol WAA F27?

10. ol o & A7]= AL Ao Hws Al o 2358 W7t He Aol ofdn

5 84| B whEA UL BEE

=
=1

o]-E

54 92717

SA AR of &) B ARl sh= Alo], 1 7S]

Q= At B e Qo]

oFd7}?

vz
éE
il
o

e
ol
i)

W2iEls Mol W2E T

rin

HSE M2,

2 5t g

3

= i =

—
= 2%

ol ct=22l &
OEEEE T
©® A8 Fa5HA) oS




260 LE XA X|atdAtel =5 EHEHH

AEIEIRIE e

L oA S35 1} 3 847H9] 2Hg U2, T ARRFo] L Algfo] ofjekl 212 HojFL ]
FEA Gt

2. oA ERAE 514 RO, o)A B el sHe welo] A Wot x| ¢ty

3. W& th W] 9 FS ol EYAL AL Lhm o] ok

4. 7 Q1L AR AL go] WOk dldko] W o}7] AL GAE S 92

5. 1 RALE ThA| 790 B 2 1 Aol o Aek U& FAISH Zolx, gz AssA 2
3 0 5hA) EabA WEE AL okl

=
ot
Pad
>
o
1o
o=
IS
1)
|
ru
=)
rlo
>
>
o | |
1o
ox
N
©
j_ u)
et
i)
S~
>
ot
r
o
4
2
et
2
&
X
o)
st
3

[&txte] of2d)

lo
e
fol
i

¥
=
to

of o= Fe oiA7t ol el GALtel AL 4 QA FUTE. o] ¢ 1 o4 YT ofTA Prk YT of

b 1 ojAbe A4S 971740 Btk A4 AEAE F 9 ok 81 S QAR o] 2 U 7t Zlolo]

s ©

A BAE o312 B wel 24 & Gelt it 7HE nEol BRYS o of B 23

we AEAS

Wi do

oA

oFE glo] £7] ageta AR oAk YR ok WIIE FETL o X5 £ AolUzt B £7 o}
geta ojxfol ] Sl REklch olAks o o] cfelti® L glo] F& 4 YA s|Folof BA] Lolof B

A RIS e,

(1) BreF BHAI0] O] SAtel R0l FOICE, A2 0] Exto| OFRIZ O B1UE7H?
® 5ol Zt. () @2 magt () ® SolFw o Bt ()
(2) BAt0) OKRIS SOIS7H Lt St ZHoN ChSe| WRSS ol T2 FQEN?

- 58 @ HA= F8 @ o F8
HE SR04 = ® A8 F85H4 g+




iiEE: -
1. 820 7155 oWl AZhg 3haL A7
2. oJA7t obd Abgo] B AIE Fol A Aol FA) 3 A7 Fe AR oAt 12 5
E 30| AlgHE Folt Yol ohdrl

S Folt At

ST} Al A%

3 D Ut NN [)
v
K
lo
EE
O
[>
[>
IR
v
]
[t

#
ol
fr
L
o
i
g2
%
S~
>
ot
o
>
2
o
2
olf
)
ox
>

SRR BAHE 9 obA| S Uo] S A
Pl B A% Aok shert?

8. Abgto] Helsh| %7 mobrt 2ol ofd whi= © 22 o] opy7}
9. 9.7 Shoynro] Al BaS ARl AL U 4 ok Ao] obul

10, SJAF: POE 7P F5P AZekT A U ot =7t

11, of | Abgro] AR Z31 Alo] T ul, e T Aol AAR FA| S 4 US
L=

(3) lo W2 FO0IM FRBICHT M2sl= ko] W2 N2 $, F28 AMUZ 1 V2| WSS MAQ
Vg Fad rel W () Sz a5 ke W ()
AAZ F8% AR WE () YA FRE SR WE ()




