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ABSTRACT

Objectives: To confirm the awareness of child abuse and attitudes toward mandatory reporting among dental hygiene students
in the Gwangju and Jeonnam regions. Methods: The level of awareness of child abuse according to general characteristics,
attitudes toward reporting obligation, and awareness of the mandatory reporting system were analyzed using t-test or one-way
analysis of variance (ANOVA) analysis, and correlation was analyzed using Pearson correlation coefficient. Results: Awareness
of child abuse was 3.76, 3.68, 3.67, and 3.18 points for neglect, sexual abuse, physical, and emotional abuse, respectively. The
attitude toward reporting obligation were 3.60 and 2.62 points for positive and negative reporting attitudes, respectively.
Regarding awareness of child abuse, a significant positive correlation was observed between positive reporting attitude
(r=0.326, p<0.01) and awareness of mandatory reporting system (r=0.272, p<0.01). Conclusions: To increase the reporting rate
among dental hygienists, awareness should be improved starting from the undergraduate level, perceptions of prospective
dental hygienists should be reflected in the development and direction of educational programs, and it is necessary to increase
accessibility to educational opportunities and continuously seek institutional and policy measures.

Key Words: Attitude, Child abuse, Dental hygiene students, Mandatory reporting
MQIT B, OtSSITH, OffH| X|2h2| AL, &30 9| =

ME

obE-2 8 AYEIL} 710 71 nleie] QARiglolc, ofelghobE-2 A, A, A8 K 0 = nhe el £AE Al g0 2 o
Y2 G 4 YRS R} AP} ol 52 BEska Qs Aok s o)k gloml, Al avte] £t B4 4 Slrke ol
FHIC. ol 3| AFSIA ©Ju] ZHe o5 Fittoll Zh8hAI A, AIE, 7 St e alolm Aal A w2l Ao7 4 ek,
ofef obEaluls 4917] Aol 14ie] Jake 2 4 Sick L shetal], Eerolstelel sisiAp HolEotelE sk e X4e 1 o
cH2l, et obg Sfohol] cigk AL 47t skl 37k, olei Atel -2 chopstu, b2l o] ALz} sjo] sH2E| 9 ARl e 2t
o2 Z7ska glc.

HAER| R opFsh) 38 FARIE | w2 2021\ 2 ty] 4] Al g4 A7t ok 27.6%= IA) S7Hi 20209 71 0= A

1.0}k 75 3 AT Hl o] fobHTkL SOt ALl o] Bxjel o}k A1 7S 449%0] B, 312, o5 el s 217 5 HlALL o]
Zpo] Al 51063 A5 ©)FAHRT B]A15 o} xtoi] o]k AL} 471 LR, olfAte] Al B8 Al mel, Asj A A EA}

2]

¢

Received September 18,2023 Revised October 19, 2023 Accepted October 20, 2023
Copyright © 2023 by Journal of Korean Society of Dental Hygiene. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution Non-Commercial License(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0)


https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20230045
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0806-2102
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0806-2102

04 - J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2023;23(5):403-10

A AL ] &2 14.4%, 2% T A9le] ¥ &L 116%2 71 53, 0|2l ol 27 Afe] Al &2 11%0] Sataeichs].
A5 e 2910 2 A3 o] chet H 5ol AZS, 7HEShA0] i Fekgolut B v 4812 5] o] 47} glom[4], 4131 9
952210 2 ob3fel AlZPel g Q1AL 87 2 obE i) AR AL AFSPIE Stk TelBE Aln o)RAkEe] ofs 3t

& # 240) a5ia), g o o SR Tl ol |ofpler ¥ Uk ick 22l

2 sf2 o EA 0 2 A7kt 2 91|
Jof| & /?__T'_ _—]—,—X]-Ol 2| ZHQ) A}

zww CHESITHS UL 31 74 S LI Joongs Kim{Je) L7 olofSafEl 49 -0l T3 olef ety
b 528 A1) 7)ok 3191 0.0, Welbury(9)
= ;mom: A0 12 A1 e, 4 Sl 912 SHO1% 4 SJ FolokD iSick, Telo 2 X3t 9 RIS oSl A1l
SR 4= 1L, AL 072}l 2| Tholrfe} x| IAHS o] FQISHL Ak 4 Glofok st el Q= chx7t Westcl.

o5ty 9143} 4111 | o] chat QIAIAS) R4S AABkL BEIAL 25 A ABIEA|AL 7S] ATolAl thevt ey
ik, 5t Aol WIS H5517] 1) BEIAL 25 MAY, AR AL ZHEAL ool oA RIS S 0 Z A Al o
4 AdiElgl oL} A]TelAAte] obg ey glAlat 411 o) Bl B3k Qg bl Aol o] A|3he LS ke 2 B Aol
A5 Aolck, Tejm 2 B ol B AR olol Aafet ofls] 2kl gAkel 2I9iA < 15t SIS S 0.2 ol alclo] B 214
A3 ) el =2 Felato] $5 XTSPYALR Yol Lz Al oAtz ae] AT ARE ] AlTe-g ol i, QA NS 93t Al
T% R ARl IR T3 Ao et 7|2 Al skt B,

E
1o
o
ox
)
T
o
iﬁ
K
_O|L
38,
R
‘E
B
??
T
'I ro
E
o
;*i
rlo ¢
N
)
1o
bl
EE
mlo
n 8
I-O
o]u

ll
>
NS

~ _18.

¢
4

A=)

ra
It

7
Bk

Hel 5 FYSIACHIRB 491 S 1041465-202306-HR-001-13). 20234 62 20
—:—51 2023L:‘ 7% 30Y7HA| g5 Z] =1 7‘] AYED SMIES o2 ATEAE olshistal At Ho] FolE 3t A5 ARZANE Al
Y53t T 4= Pearson correlation coefficient2 ¥E75 4-2)4()=0.05, &3 37] Effect Size 0.15, 732 95%, G*power 3.1.9.7
L2 HS o] &sto] HATE 1382 A1 22HE 15%E et B 1607 5 25 A 15479 AL EA o] ARSIt

2. A

2 ATE 3 S0RYOE THE B AuhE 54, o5 B SAu 14, 13 o et o] R A|izo] chet 214, obSfeh mauf
2 N7 A% A5k ek AT 2js) 20lo|ch

O [o JRTES I Bt

1) o=k Q1A

2 e F 247G 2 AAA S 67, FAA T 8B, WY 78, A &l 37F 22 Kim[10]0] 7HESEAr Kim3t Cho[11]7FAF
25} £712 B2 ojlo] B o) uhA| 2. K okslo] ALl 54 M w2 o] 2519l @4\—7}%2?‘1 obzet] QlAlo] =52 oJu|gitt. Alg]
= Al sh Cronbach’s a=0.776, 2412 &H| Cronbach’s a=0.866, 1% Cronbach’s a=0.762, A &t} Cronbach’s a=0.6910] it}

2) A3 o] R =

24 =7 9802 Ahn[12]0] 7H, Kim2t Cho[11[7F ARSSH £ 75 1 7] Bxjof] ghA| 274 B ksl ALESIc. 34 axt4
%, 74 &t 5EFe|H, 58 H g ARSI 34 BafollA w32 34 AL QR R w7t =52 Qjulslal, Y ol w22 &
A A1 R} =8-S ou|gtt). Alg|r= FAAl Al o] e Cronbach’s a=0.768, £ Q1 Al o] Fefx= Cronbach’s
a=0.822%]ck.

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20230045


https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20230045
https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20230045

Y/ oll] X|2p2dAe] OFSSiTh Q14] 5l 417 O] REHE0f| 2ret G- - 405

3) Al o FtA)| o] i Q14
=4 T7E £ 4780 2 Kim¥}t Cho[11)7F ARESH =715 B A7Le] F&of ubA| 7. Beksto] ARE3IQich 58 2| =5 o] g3]3ich M4
7} =22 4131 o R A o] thst Q1A o] =22 oJu|dtct, AlZ| == Al o)A o] thgt 914] Cronbach’s a=0.92431Tt.

3. AI=2EM

3H Apg.0] 242 SPSS program (ver. 21.0; IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA)-S o]-85F%1 1, /3 7372 Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
2 oI5kt Jvka] E/dof whE ofsaitl Q1A Aok Al o) R = B Al O A of] Tt Q14]2 t-test BE+= one-way ANOVA 2412,
g A= Pearson correlation coefficients: o]-8-5t0] 241513t

ra

273}

1. oe] X}t EAre] ofSStch Q14| 1 of PEHE S A1 O FA| 0] CiSt 214 Fi:

olu] 2| 2P YRS oRFEke Q1A AL o el Bl AL o) Al ol thet Q1412 <Table 1>k 2t oFEate] Q1412 14 3.767, 7
A ol 3.68%, A1 St 3.677, % A14 St 3184 <o) i, Alal o) el 5 AlAL B 3.604, 784 A
ALt o A o] theh Q142 2.35% 0 = elsit

=
H
N
(@)
N
o
SN
o
32,
ul

Table 1. Dental hygiene students awareness of child abuse, attitude to report, and awareness of mandatory
reporting system

Characteristics Division Mean=®SD
Perception of child abuse Physical abuse 3.67£0.66
Emotional abuse 3.18+0.73
Neglect 3.761+0.61
Sex abuse 3.68£0.79
Subtotal 3.58+0.62
Attitude towards mandatory reporting Positive attitude towards mandatory reporting 3.60£0.82
Negative attitude towards mandatory reporting 2.62+0.93
Subtotal 3.11+0.57
Perception of mandatory reporting system 2.3510.98
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Table 2. Differences in perception of child abuse, attitude to report, and awareness of mandatory reporting system

according to the general characteristics of dental hygiene students Unit: Mean®=SD
. . Perception of child Attitude towards mandatory reporting  Perception of mandato

Characteristics Do pabuse Positive attitude Negatge attitude re};)orting system Y
Grade 1 3.6810.60 3.5540.92 2.6310.98 2.2610.83

2 3.62+0.53 3.68+0.74 2.36+0.84 2.30+0.93

3 3.59+0.70 3.6910.74 2.7610.98 2.38+1.13

4 3.21+0.53 3.21£0.98 2.9240.82 1.90+0.77

t/F(p) 2.467(0.640) 1.753(0.159) 2.443(0.066) 2.2392(0.086)
University type College 3.6210.60 3.661+0.79 2.6240.95 2.354+1.01

University 3.54+0.67 3.561+0.84 2.6210.92 2.3610.96

t/F (p*) 0.695(0.488) 0.782(0.435) 0.711(0.990) 0.9382(0.953)
Experience of child  Yes 3.591+0.62 3.70+0.714 2.3610.88 2.71+0.84
abuse education No 3.58+0.62 3.58+0.85 2.70+0.93 2.23+0.99

t/E(p) 0.092(0.927) 0.799(0.425) -2.043(0.043) 2.659(0.009)
Awareness of the Know 3.7610.61 3.89+0.73 2.49+1.02 2.90+1.02
Mandatory reporting Not Know 3.48+0.61 3.4540.82 2.68+0.87 2.0440.81
system t/F(p) 2.766(0.006) 3.343(0.001) -1.221(0.224) 5.7019(<0.001)
Awareness of those Know 3.6510.69 3.6310.79 2.58+0.82 2.22+1.04
subject toreporting  Not Know 3.50£0.52 3.58£0.85 2.65+1.03 2.48+0.88
obligations t/E(p) 1.472(0.143) 0.440(0.661) -0.499(0.618) -1.665(0.098)
"by t-test or one-way ANOVA

3. Ofle] X|2t9| SAFS 2| OFS Sl Q1A|n } 21 O|SRE 3 M1 O| A Q14] 7 AEHEHA
ofld] x| 2te} JAte] obFateh Q1A ALl o R Bl AL O Al Q1A T+ A= <Table 3>3} 2Tt ob5alth Q142 344 AL

OB (r=0.326, p<0.01)2F AL oA &= Q14| (1=0.272, ;xo.m) Atolol frofdt ol /A LR Th 374 AlaL Bl me Al oA

T 14 (r=0.206, p<0.01) Ato]of] o]t gFe] AJatA7F Lrepit.

Table 3. Correlation between perceptions of child abuse, attitudes toward reporting obligations, and perceptions
of mandatory reporting systems

h " Perception of child  Positive attitude towards Negaite aibiine Reeggiom o

aracteristics ab d - towards mandatory mandatory
use mandatory reporting X .

reporting reporting system

Perception of child 1.000

abuse

Positive attitude towards 0.326" 1.000

mandatory reporting

Negative attitude 0.012 -0.146 1.000

towards mandatory

reporting

Perception of mandatory 0.272" 0.206" 0.011 1.000

reporting system

"p<0.01, by Pearson’s correlation coefficient
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Table 4. Analysis of child abuse education priorities, measures to promote reporting, and factors that hinder

reporting (N=154)
Item Response N %
Priority of education for Child abuse reporting procedure & information of reporting agency 131 85.0
child abuse Recognising abuse detection 77 50.0
Counseling for abused children & management method 69 44.8
Counseling & parent education for abused parents 24 15.6
Method to activate reports  Systematic child protection 142 92.2
Immediate intervention 112 72.7
Personal protection of reporter 95 61.7
Strengthening promotion & education on child abuse and reporting systems 46 29.9
Change in awareness of child abuse 44 28.6
Clear definition of child abuse 23 14.9
Reasons to disturb Difficulty in classifying child abuse 59 383
reporting Burden of revealing reporter’s identity 30 19.5
Burden of intervention in family matters 28 182
Burden for procedures after reporting 24 15.6
Lack of information on reporting procedures & submissions 13 8.4
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