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Consciouess of Biomedical Ethics in Dental Hygiene Students and Non—Dental
Hygiene Students
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to provide basic data necessary for educating dental hygiene
students by establishing a desirable sense of ethics values. In this descriptive research, 97 dental
hygiene students and 100 non-dental hygiene students (in other health related fields) from
Daegu-Gyeongbuk City were selected. Tools used for data analysis were descriptive statistics,
t-test, one-way ANOVA, Scheffe test and correlation analysis with SPSS/WIN 17.0 version.
Average scores for consciousness of biomedical ethics in dental hygiene students was 2.87, and
in non—dental hygiene students, 2.82. When differences in the consciousness of biomedical ethics
of dental hygiene and non-dental hygiene students were compared, dental hygiene students had
significantly higher scores for prenatal diagnosis of fetus, right to life of newborn, right to life
of fetus, brain death, artificial abortion, but significantly lower for organ transplantation.
Variables which influenced consciousness of biomedical ethics were etihcal values in the dental
hygiene students and intent to attend a class in biomedical ethics, quantity and quality of
experience of hearing for biomedical ethics and religion in the non-dental hygiene students.
Continuing educational programs need to be considered and attention given to the significant
variables that can promote consciousness of biomedical ethics in dental hygiene students.
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Dental Non-Dental Total
Characteristics Categories hygiene hygiene
n (%) n (%) n (%)
religion Protestant 15(15.5) 18(18.0) 33(16.8)
Catholic 2(2.1) 13(13.0) 15(7.6)
Buddhist 21(21.6) 20(20.0) 41(20.8)
None 57(58.8) 35(35.0) 92(46.7)
Others 2(2.1) 14(14,0) 16(8.1)
Smoking Yes 23(23.7) 39(39.0) 62(31.5)
No 74(76.3) 61(61.0) 135(68.5)
Drinking Yes 89(91.8) 61(61.0) 150(76.1)
No 8(8.2) 39(39.0) 47(23.9)
Exercise Yes 54(55.7) 36(36.0) 90(45.7)
No 43(44.3) 64(64.0) 107(54.3)
Ethical values Very firm 18(18.6) 15(15.0) 33(16.8)
Sometimes confused 29(29.9) 43(43.0) 72(36.5)
Depends on the situation 48(48 5) 34(34,0) 82(41.6)
Not realistic 2.1) 8(8.0) 10(5.1)
The experience of hearing for biomedical ethics Yes 47(48 5) 29(29.0) 76(38.6)
No 50(51 5) 71(71.0) 121(61.4)
| know about biomedical ethics | know very well .0) 18(18.0) 19(9.6)
| know a little 40 (41 2) 25(25.0) 65(33.0)
| have heard about it 43(44.3) 31(31.0) 74(37.6)
Not interested 13(16.4) 26(26.0) 39(19.8)
The quantity and quality of the present educational | Very enough 6(6.2) 11(11.0) 17(8.6)
system of biomedical ethics Enough 31(32.0) 42(42.0) 73(37.1)
Not enough 46(47.4) 36(36.0) 82(41.6)
Very not enough 14(14.4) 11(11,0) 25(12.7)
The experience of conflict for biomedical ethical problem | Yes 16(16.5) 21(21,0) 37(18.8)
No 68(70.1) 63(63.0) 131(66.5)
not interested 13(13.4) 16(16.0) 29(14.7)
The intent to attend in class for biomedical ethics Yes 60(61.9) 50(50.0) 110(55.8)
No 11(11.3) 23(23.0) 34(17.3)
not interested 26(26.8) 27(27.0) 53(26.9)
Total 97(100.0) 100(100.0) 197(100.0)
H 2. Muol223| oAsE
Characteristics Dental hygiene Non-Dental hygiene i 5
M (SD) Rank M (SD) Rank
Right to life of fetus 2.97(.445) 3 2.96(,455) 3 .206 837
Artificial abortion 2.80(.423) 5 2.76(.481) 4 .684 .495
Artificial insemination 2.79(.499) 6 2.83(.390) 5 —-.623 534
Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 3.74(,509) 1 3.59(,535) 1 2.042 .05
Right to life of newborn 3.38(.422) 2 2.99(.548) 2 5.633 {.001
Euthanasia 2.66(,405) 7 2.68(.513) 8 —.365 716
Organ transplantation 2.58(.568) 8 2.71(.589) 7 —1.591 113
Brain death 2.81(.496) 4 2.72(.552) 6 1.260 209
Biomedical ethics 2.87(.259) 2.82(.273) 1,490 138
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Characteristics 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. Right to life of fetus 1
2. Artificial abortion 0_278“ 1
3. Artificial insemination 0.381" 0.326 1
4, Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 0.219" 0.39 0.445" 1
5, Right to life of newborn 0.240° —0.042 0.154 0.251" 1
6. Euthanasia -0.118 0.248' —0.002 0.033 0.094 1
7. Organ transplantation 0.059 0.304" 0.212" 0.160 -0.004 0.331" 1
8. Brain death 0.195 0,244 0.301" 0.358" 0.300" 0.105 0.253'
H 4, XUAE shlol Uty EMut MEoIZRa| 2 4o ME MHoRRE| 24
» . YF
Characteristics Categories M (SD
g ) (Scheffe) >
- Have 2.80(0.22)
| -.92 0.10
retiglon None 2.85(0.34) 923 108
Yes 2.82(0.22)
ki 1
Smoking No 281(0.22) 0.033 0.158
Yes 2.79(0.21)
Drinki - - =715 0.556
rining No 2.83(0.30) : :
) Yes 2.85(0.27)
E: 1.606 0.967
xereise No 2.76(0.26) : :
Very firm 2.99(0.32)
_ Sometimes confused 2.76(0.31) 0.016
Ethical val 62 ;
cal values Depends on the situation 2.84(0.29) 8.623 (.05
Not realistic 2.68(0.28)
The experience of hearing for biomedical ethics Yes 2.75(0.25) 0.577 0.449
P © No 2.84(0.27) : :
Yes 2.79(0,22) 3152 0.047
| know about biomedical ethics No 2.76(0.21) . ;
- (c)a, b) .05
Not interested 2.93(0.36)
The quantity and quality of the present educational | Enough 2.81(0.29) 0388 0.339
system of biomedical ethics Not enough 2.83(0.25) : i
Th i i conflict for biomedical ethical o 2.890.28)
proebl(-:‘er:;perlence of conflict for biomedical ethical |5 279(0.27) 1214 0.302
not interested 2.82(0.25)
Yes 2.82(0.20)
The intent to attend in class for biomedical ethics No 2.83(0.37) 0.124 0.883
not interested 2.79(0.30)
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Characteristics Categories M (SD) t/F D
- Have 2.86(0.19) 0.007
| —0.447 ,
retigion None 2.88(0,29) : (.01
Yes 2.92(0.29)
Smoki 0.930 0.09
moring No 2.86(0.24) : :
Yes 2.85(0.12)
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) Sometimes confused 2.81(0.32)
Ethical val 1.542 0.20
cal values Depends on the situation 2.87(0.23) . 209
Not realistic 2.76(0.00)
Y 2.84(0.1
The experience of hearing for biomedical ethics Nis 250((832)) -1.065 0<%159
|k bout Yes 2.93(0.18)
fnow aoout No 2.85(0.30) 2783 0.067
biomedical ethics -
Not interested 2.75(0.24)
The quantity and quality of the present educational | Enough 2.94(0.28) 2105 0.802
system of biomedical ethics Not enough 2.83(0.23) ) )
] _ . Yes 2.88(0.36)
The experience of conflict No 2.88(0.23) 0.230 0.795
for biomedical ethical problem -
not interested 2.83(0.22)
Yes 2.87(0.25)
The intent to attend in class for biomedical ethics No 2.88(0.34) 0.015 0.985
not interested 2.88(0.24)
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