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Abstract

A Survey of Cancer Perception in the Students of
Korea University

In Keun Choi, M.D., Hee Yun Seo, M.D., Hyeryoung Sul, M.D.,
Jong Gwon Choi, M.D., Hwa Jung Sung, M.D., Kyong Hwa Park, M.D.,
So Young Yoon, M.D., Sang Cheul Oh, M.D., Jae Hong Seo, M.D.,
Chul Won Choi, M.D., Byung Soo Kim, M.D., Sang Won Shin, M.D,,
Yeul Hong Kim, M.D., and Jun Suk Kim, M.D.

Division of Oncology and Hematology, Department of Internal Medicine,
Korea University, College of Medicine, Seoul, Korea

Purpose: This study was designed to evaluate the perception of cancer in the students of Korea
University.

Methods: 1,000 students of Korea University were surveyed by questionnaire from March 2001 to
September 2002. Nine hundred ninety two complete questionnaires were returned. The data were
analyzed by descriptive statistics, and Chi-square analysis using the SPSS program.

Results: 701 students (76.1%) replied that cancer is a curable disease. However, the degree of sat-
isfacion for cancer treatment with modern clinical medicine was low (37.5%). Moreover, they thought
that there was no difference between the efficacy of treatment by chemotherapy, alternative medicine,
or dietary modification. But, the positive evaluation for the effectiveness of chemotherapy in the stu-
dents who had cancer patients in their families was higher than that in the students without the
experience of cancer patients in their families. Six hundred ninety four students (75.3%) replied pos-
itively for euthanasia in terminal cancer patients. And they thought that the dignity and the right of
the patients were the most important point that should be considered in making the decision of eu-
- thanasia.

Conclusions: The credibility to modern clinical medicine for cancer treatment was relatively low in
the students of Korea University who had no cancer patients in their families. So, further studies and
trials will be warranted to evaluate the causes of these results and improve the credibility of modern
clinical medicine for cancer treatment in the general population.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Study

Population
Parameter Number %
Age 18~23 405 40
24~29 517 56.0
Sex Male 675 732

Female 247 26.8

Residential Urban area 523 56.6
area Rural area 399 434
Presence of a cancer Yes 296 321
patient in the family No 626 67.9
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Fig. 1. Answers to the Question "Is Cancer a Treat-
able Diseases?"

Table 2. Perceptions on Cancer Treatment
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" Very rare (<25%)

Low (25~50%)

High (51~75%)  Very high (>75%)

Side Effects of chemotherapy?
Efficacy of chemotherapy

13 (14%)
117 (12.7%)
141 (153%)

64 (69%)

Efficacy of alternative
Efficacy of dietary

25 (13.6%) 529 (57.4%) 253 (27.4%)
57 (49.6%) 330 (35.8%) 16 (1.7%)
48 (48.6%) 282 (30.6%) 23 (25%)
348 (37.7%) 358 (38.8%) 140 (15.2%)
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