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Table.6 Questions of dental students™ general perceptjon towqrd special
care dentistry communities and their attitudes concerning treating special
needs patients
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Table.7 Average answers concerning dental students®™ general perception
toward special care dentistry communities and their attitudes concerning

treating special needs patients

K—Wtest” J—Ttest™
1,28 3shd 43hd =
Prw EA% pi-T
&) 399 S0 153 < 0.001 7.84  <0.001
R S ) 369 539 < 0.001 596  <0.001
H S 355 3ed < 0.001 579 <0.001
R Kt R 523 <0001 399  <0.001
?s%? (?Igé) (ZI% &:‘éi& 0.013 2.83 0.005
&4 @on ('8 i 0.604 - -
ey A 355 S6b) 0.150 - -
%%% (iﬁ% (Zig% (iﬁ%g) 0.064 - _
D dse dih dEn oo -3ss <0001
Q%fal.? (312(5)2> {{;22) &Igg) 0.029 —299  0.026

Note. 10= ] 780, 7= 780}, 4= 781% g, 1= o 75/% o}

« 3 el AA frelve Aolvt 9l

7 (Kruskal—Wallis test)

wx B o] Z71ghe whe)l score®] AEAJo] A=A A (Jonckheere—Terpstra test)




)l A 172798 o

Aol
P

o

=

=
T

7}

o

=

l

Alell 9ltt. J. E. Gallagherol w2 7|41 2]

[}
ol ZdAH} FoE F7HAYI

=
QLN

RS

|

o 91 41 £ 4 4

-

14 A
1)
AA -

e

T Zc-]x
A e

o
yal

=
T

=
3T

Je A 5ol
7}

R

.?_

gl

]

L=

o

‘:I’._l“

(DMFT index)7} 20081 H.7 &% Xoj A

o

34
29 Azl o

P
T

o

i

|

B 42k o
=

HO

?g-o
9/]
BAA
(DT)o]

Al
2]

1l

of we =2

1

0]
yul

o] 1 9] W& Ao X3 A7 A9

LR

o

How

H

bof alu] x] 3ol Abg

J|

H] %

ol

of
E

¢+
B

&}
3}
o

19l

-

R

4

I

=

2

o] g5

=7 U of] A
Al

2] 9]

1
QLA

R

17

O
RS

=

ol
ol kAtel o
A B =2

e},

Els
yal
=

R4

T

# of

o=

]

=

e}

o
= =
el

=

R

w}

bl oha

ol A e lol i

2] Tl
o

staLak &kl
o

o A g

—_

Wol kel el

= 3}
TS

SER

A AN

AFol 7k gl

- xi

}

)
yad

o



i

oA =

A=

2 Gujol] )3

A4

N

o

o ol A <]

]:]Oﬂ'v’

.

sAAAR] HEE ZHAA =y 2

o] 834 A

b McQuistane] 1992 58] 2002\d 7FA] University of Iowa
A oI ALES o2 Al

R

1

0
pad

o

of
%9

o
=
=

=

A
=
N
=

ot

ot

I

el

H

~
)

she

o]

1
7}

0
yul

[¢

=

A

[e)

T

s
=

of ek &&olA

1ol 297

114
Is

Qs

I

1o whel AR =7}

L-
it

).

whe) 7 g

=71l
Al
= =
o]

pis

pERat
=
- xXii -

7N
gt:

Sk A
S}

=

HA

<]
)

2k

1

Fxjo] glo} AefQl sl o

RS

Aol A= 2008 F-E] A=A

-

Ry
A A

&l

0

g 3 e =

1

°
29

h 84

v

(o)

T
o
s

o] o]
o A7

al

A

i

dl, ol

net gohe

Al

=z}
=

AT gl o
Z]

HIV+/AIDS

A
=

E
-



ol

)

Nlo

A

oF

o
0

)

R

[e]
= %

2}
=

11 Q. 260049 Azkst 1w

S

wolt Ag o

49l ANE

—_L
=

Tor

Tor

Tor

.
5

s
ok
o}

o

ka1

oA =

A=

& o abe] ofs

EXELER

= S

%

d

il

=
Bl

)

il
iy

p—

0
"
o}
o)

Tor

)

N
No

o

N

=

oA x& 5]

2

3 3}

g

X

Age

igl_

& Aol A ol

)

o W+

el

FAg o Artel 7%

dr

- xiil



<
24_,
o
i

(53
R4

1. Lee K-H: Oral Health Care for Person with Disabilities—systemic appro-
ach. Korean Association for Disability and Oral Health 1(1):8, 2005.

2. Kim SH, Byun YC, Song CG: the Survey of Disabled Persons. The
Ministry of Health and Welfare 2011.

3. Kim SM: Dental Care and the State of Education and Training of
Dentists for the Handicapped. ] Korean Acad Pediatr Dent 28(1),
2001.

4. Gallagher JE, Fiske J: Special Care Dentistry: a professional challenge. Br
Dent J 202(10):619-29, 2007.

5. Vainio L, Krause M, Inglehart MR. Patients with special needs: dental
students’ educational experiences, attitudes, and behavior. ] Dent

Educ 2011: 75: 13 - 22.

6. Dao LP, Zwetchkenbaum S, Inglehart MR. General dentists and special
needs patients: does dental education matter? ] Dent Educ
2005;69(10):1107-15.

~

Siller J. (1970). Generality of attitudes toward the physically disabled.
Proceedings of the 78th Annual Convention of the American

Psychological Association, 5, 697-698
8. Lee HS, Kim H]J, Nam SH, Kim MS, You HS, Baek SH: The Mobile Oral

Health Survey of the Disabled in Facilities in Seoul. Korean
Association for Disability and Oral Health 8(1), 2012

- X1V -



9. McQuistan, Michelle R., et al. "Dentists’ comfort in treating underserved
populations  after participating in community-based clinical
experiences as a student.” Journal of dental education 72.4 (2008):
422-430.

- XV -

s )8t



Abstract
Dental Students’ Perceptions
and Behavior Intentions
Towards Patients with Special

Care

Park Sang-Euk
school of dentistry
The Graduate School

Seoul National University

The objective of this study was to explore perceptions of dental
student of patients with special care. Their satisfaction with
education, and their professional attitudes and behavioral intentions
concerning treating these patients were the issues of this paper.
Paper—and-pencil survey data were collected from 289 dental students
at the school of dentistry, Seoul National University. Most
respondents agreed that it is important to be educated about
providing care for patients with special needs at the school. The

higher grade students they are, they got the higher degree of

- XVi —



understanding about treating these patients and the more satisfaction
with the education. however, their intentions to treat these patients in
their future professional lives were negatively correlated with degree
of students. Based on these findings, it is recommended that school
curriculum about treating patients with special care be reconsidered to

develop students’ comfort level in treating special needs populations.

keywords : Dental education, special needs patients, dental
student attitudes
Student Number - 2010-22457
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