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ABSTRACT

Objectives : The purpose of the is to investigate the teaching effectiveness of clinical practice
instructors and the satisfaction level of dental hygiene majoring students in clinical practice training,
Methods : Subjects were second and third grade 480 dental hygiene majoring students in Seoul
and Gangwondo, Except 48 incomplete answers, 438 data were analyzed, Questionnaire consisted
of general characteristics, teaching of dlinical practice instructors, educational content, organization
al skills, leadership, learning environment, evaluation skills and clinical practice satistaction level.
Results : 1. A strong positive correlation (r = 0,832) was found between teaching effectiveness
and clinical practice satisfaction, A positive correlation more than 0,50 was found between the
clinical practice satisfaction, encouragement and support for teaching effectiveness, educational
contents, and leadership. 2. There were significant correlations between the encouragement and
support (B = 0.209), educational content (B = 0.199), leadership ability (B = 0.257) and ability
to create an environment (B = 0,084), evaluation ability (B = 0.083).

Conclusions : Teaching effectiveness of the clinical practice instructors had influences on
the clinical practice satisfaction, It is necessary to connect clinical practice instructions with satisfaction
towards clinical practice to the students,

Key Words : dinical practice, clinical practice instructors, teaching effectiveness, clinical practice
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Table 1. General characteristics of subjects
Characterization N %
2nd 9 448
Crade 3rd 192 55.2
Male 7 3.2
Cender Femsle 214 9.8
Above 4.0 25 1.3
The result of an examination Below 3.0~39 180 8l1.4
Under 2.9 16 7.2
.. . . Under 8week 122 55.2
Clinical practice period Below 9—16week 7 32.6
Above 17week 27 12.2
Dental university hospital 124 56.1
.. . . L General hospital 47 21.3
Clinical practice educational institution Dental hospital, cliic 16 525
Health center/Health center branch 36 16.3
Very satisfaction 18 81
A little satisfaction 75 33.9
Satisfaction level with major Normal 85 38.5
A little dissatisfaction 33 14.9
Very dissatisfaction 10 4.5
Very satisfaction 15 6.8
A little satisfaction 75 33.9
Clinical practice satisfaction Normal 8l 36.7
A little dissatisfaction 30 13.6
Very dissatisfaction 20 9.0
Dental hygienist 204 92.3
. .. Dentist 8 3.6
Clinical practice instructor Nurse 3 36
Coordinator 1 0.5
“multiple response
T 21.3%, BAL/H AR 4 16,3% 201 %aL, el of (p.05), Zr THHM=3.41), Zo2THM=2.82), v--E4t
oF WSS B 38.5%, 2 T 33.9%, X2 E4F 14.9%, (M=2,42) =02 QPAGAI AL wpaad] Ha7t #7
WS 810, RS- HGE 450 olgic. AL WEE e
= W% 36,70, 2 33.9%, 2wk S 13,00, 9 St
AN ]
.00, WS- W 6.7 01901, PP F s gy 21 2EIEh XD Sesaxi=ne] asss o
- N = oI5k
SPAY 92,30, A|Tkelrte} k5 AL 3,60, EldlolEl 0.5% aixl= e
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Table 2. Teaching effectiveness of Preceptor in accordance with the general characteristics

Characterization M SD DUNCAN tor F p
2nd 3.07 0.60
Grade 3d 316 0.54 1.111 268
Male 3.45 0.62
Gender Female 311 0.56 1,555 121
Above 4.0 3.21 0.43
zhe rﬁ;{i’f an Below 3.0~39 310 057 464 629
Under 2.9 3.17 0.67
. . . Under 8week 3.14 0.59
Clinical practice period — p ) 0 6 4 Gweek 310 05 210 810
Above 17week 3.08 0.61
Very satisfaction 3.42 0.53 d
. . . A little satisfaction 3.31 0.50 cd
Sat.lsfamn level with o rmal 310 052 be 14.416 000
HHENO A little dissatisfaction 2.8 046 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.22 0.60 a
Very satisfaction 3.17 0.73 cd
.. . A little satisfaction 3.41 0.49 d
gt?;zlctgjme Normzl 313 044 ¢ 19,605 000
A little dissatisfaction 2.82 0.43 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.42 0.55 a
Clinical practice Dental hygienist 3.14 0.55
instructor Etc 2.88 0.69 1812 07
posteriori tests: duncan(adble(d), pl 05,  pl 001
Table 3. Teaching effectiveness of preceptor in accordance with encouragement and support
Characterization M SD DUNCAN tor F o}
2nd 2.97 0.60
Grade 3d 997 0.57 109 913
Male 3.21 0.92
Gender Femsle 2.96 0.60 L07% 284
Above 4.0 3.1 0.35
The result of an examination Below 3.0~39 2.94 0.62 1.008 .367
Under 2.9 3.07 0.83
. . . Under 8weck 3.03 0.64
Clinical practice period Below 9—16week 2,01 0.54 1.434 241
Above 17week 2.85 0.64
Very satisfaction 3.25 0.58 c
A little satisfaction 3.19 0.60 c
Satisfaction level with major Normal 2.94 0.53 be 13,202 .000
A little dissatisfaction 2.67 0.47 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.07 0,61 a
Very satisfaction 2.98 0.90 d
A little satisfaction 3.34 0.52 d
Clinical practice satisfaction Normal 2.94 0.45 c 23221 .000
A little dissatisfaction 2.65 0.34 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.22 0.57 a
. . Dental hygienist 2.9 0.60
Clinical practice instructor Fte 978 0.69 1.351 178

posteriori tests: duncan(a¢b{c{d), p< 05, mp<.001
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Table 4. Teaching effectiveness of preceptor in accordance with organizational skills curriculum
Characterization M SD DUNCAN tor F o]
2nd 2.91 0.73 ot
Grade and 310 0.61 2.126 .035
Male 3.61 0.60
Gender Female 999 0.67 2.403 017
Above 4.0 3.03 0.45
Zhe risafosf an Below 3.0~39 302 070 190 87
Under 2.9 2.91 0.71
.. . . Under 8week 3.01 0.72
Clinical practice period  p ) " o 16veek 3.03 0,58 044 957
Above 17Tweek 2.99 0.70
Very satisfaction 3.42 0.82 c
. . . A little satisfaction 3.18 0.59 be
Sma;.ffacuon level with N0 2.96 0,60 b 8901 000
y A little dissatisfaction 2,82 0.58 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.15 0.87 a
Very satisfaction 3.1 1.03 c
Clinical practice A little satisfaction 3.27 0.57 c )
et b Norrmal 3.09 0.54 c 14,633 .000
satisfaction . . . .
A little dissatisfaction 2.60 0.50 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.29 0.68 a
Clinical practice Dental hygienist 3.04 0.66
instructor Etc 2.68 0.75 2124 0%
pC05, " ploot
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Table 5. Teaching effectiveness of preceptor in accordance with leadership

Characterization M SD DUNCAN tor F P

2nd 3.25 0.68

Grade 3rd 333 0.70 1,335 183
Male 3.83 0.58

Gender Fermale 330 0.69 2.022 044
Above 4.0 3.39 0.66

Zﬁﬁnﬁaﬂﬁf a Below 3.0~39 3.32 0.68 181 83
Under 2.9 3.26 0,81

(Clinical practice Under 8week 3.33 0.66

period Below 9—16week 3.31 0.75 024 977
Above 17week 3.30 0.66
Very satisfaction 3.65 0.57 c

Satisfaction lovel A little satisfaction 3.53 0.58 c

with major Normal 3.30 0.65 be 11.884 .000
A little dissatisfaction 3.02 0.70 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.29 0.67 a
Very satisfaction 3.31 0.71 be

Clinical practice A little satisfaction 3.60 0.58 c

. . Normal 3.29 0.92 be 9.784 .000

satisfaction . L .
A little dissatisfaction 3.18 0.73 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.63 0.99 a

Clinical practice Dental hygienist 3.34 0.66

instructor Etc 3.03 0.92 1.835 068

05, " ploot

Table 6. Teaching effectiveness of preceptor in accordance with ability of creating instructional

environments

Characterization M SD DUNCAN tor F P
2nd 3.12 0.78 3
Grade 3d 320 0.85 7170 442
Male 2.1 117 B
Gender Femsle 318 0.80 1,489 138
Above 4.0 3.39 0.61
The r.es‘f.t of an Below 3.0~39 311 0.86 1,961 143
xammaton Under 2.9 3.40 0.52
.. . . Under 8week 3.14 0.79
Clinical practice period ) "o 16 el 318 0.87 267 766
Above 17Tweek 3.27 0.83
Very satisfaction 3.30 0.95 b
. . . A little satisfaction 3.31 0.67 b '
Hsa;;jfac“on level with ol 316 0.92 b 3,305 012
) A little dissatisfaction 2.9 0.56 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.42 1,05 a
Very satisfaction 3.37 0.75 b
Clinical " A little satisfaction 3.40 0.66 b
ltl.“f t.prac e Normal 3.24 0.93 b 8.000" 000
saustaction A little dissatisfaction 2.69 0.48 a
Very dissatisfaction 2.57 0.78 a
Clinical practice Dental hygienist 3.17 0.75 19 918
instructor Ete 3.15 1.45 ’ ’
<05, pd.o0L
25 WIHSO| YMASKIEAIS] DASEH0|  FIT Aol HolA Qolthp).05). Hol et o
0|X|l= gk e W7k Ee fogt Atolg HYlal(p.05), TS
b ee s, A, A, 8% A RTINS (M3 3D0] ZFETHM-2,60)3 o) S-Erkue2 350t 7
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Table 7. Teaching effectiveness of preceptor in accordance with evaluation ability
Characterization M SD tor F p
2nd 2.86 0.87
Grade 3d 997 0.70 1,071 285
Male 3.29 0.60
Gender Female 991 0.78 1,265 207
Above 4.0 2.98 0.75
zh;f;aﬁf an Below 3,0~39 289 079 1,060 348
8 Under 2.9 3.17 0.66
.. . . Under 8week 2.91 0.86
Clinical practice period b 0 o 16week 2.95 0.62 179 386
Above 17week 2.85 0.80
Very satisfaction 3.31 0.89
. . . A little satisfaction 3.04 0.82
Sat.lsfactlon level with Normal 2.9 0.7 4 509 002
frajer A little dissatisfaction 2.60 0.56
Very dissatisfaction 2.35 0.88
Very satisfaction 3.10 114
Clinical oracti A little satisfaction 3.12 0.76
i Ctpjc o Normal 2.98 0.66 7000 000
saustacho A little dissatisfaction 2.33 0.70
Very dissatisfaction 2.64 0.67
Clinical practice Dental hygienist 2.95 0.78
instructor Bte 2.54 0.66 2,01 040

pC05, “pd oL, pdoot

759 Aa7h =0t Akl TS uE ks
oIt AfolE HYal(p=(.05), W--TH=E(M=3.10)2} 2Tt
Z£(M=3,12)0] ZFgETHM=233)1} v >ETHM=2 64)K c}
H7hed Aat w0kt dAlS gl thE Brks
o FoJel 2polE HI(p(.05), A TAANM=2.95)7}
7|EHM=2.59) 51} F7FsE 47t w0kt
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Table 8. Satisfaction of clinical practice

Characterization M SD DUNCAN torF p
2nd 3.05 0.59 B
Grade 3nd 315 0.57 1,281 202
Male 3.70 0.66
Cender Female 308 057 2.842 005
Above 4.0 3.16 0.40
The Y?Slﬂz. Oi a Below 3.0~39 309 058 1296 744
CXAmInAto Under 2.9 317 084
.. . . Under 8week 3.15 0.56
Clinical practice period  p ) "0 o 16week 305 053 89 410
Above 17week 3.04 0.75
Very satisfaction 3.64 0.54 d
. . . A little satisfaction 3.28 0,50 c
i?jfmon level with gl 308 049 c 95.288 000
) A little dissatisfaction 279 038 b
Very dissatisfaction 197 0.55 a
Very satisfaction 3.32 0.66 c
. . A little satisfaction 3.38 0.52 c
Chtrl’l;al thrjmce Normal 31 0.43 c 22500 000
SAUSIACHO A little dissatisfaction 280 044 b
Very dissatisfaction 2.31 0.53 a
.Chmcal practice Dental hygienist 3.12 0.58 1312 191
instructor Etc 2.92 0.58
posteriori tests: duncan(acbdedd), pl05,  pl oL, pl 001
Table 9. Correlation of teaching effectiveness and satisfaction of clinical practice
Encourage  Organizational Ab|l|t¥ of . .
. . creating Evaluation Teaching
ment and skills Leadership . . .
. instructional effectiveness
support curriculum .
environments
Satistaction of 5" 682" 5" 812"
clinical practice
p < OOl
ClEo] QVAGE 53 A-sE Aol tigh vk 714 o}, SHEY d% 450l FgolA Thefet s
S Y B 5 YRS mF F0g oIt T Asaof sk Aube AEe Aol sl g wiEES
o] Ay Ttol| A= L]V alE Wk o] 85k 37| AstAld 4= Q= aglo] & o}, T1eug Adel Ax &
% A4S Boto] AR ek, olejdt QAULS SIS Bate] sPEo] BT b 24& A4 W 4
oAl Aol ezt Abalgta 2| uppAgAtel| tek A4S 2E o Qs Bt
Om tiro] gl tieh WSS 255 4= Sl Sfjof itk Agaf QVAS Tl uE Aol 2% SR
ES VAES Foko] ookt S ek A1) 9w & 245 L= ﬁ#-"iyé*“hﬂﬂ B7Fs oA 2]
g 7] A i 4 =S sfof gith gk 2jo|5 Helom o= 4t gh2)9| A-Axte} 27 et
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