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Study on the Professional Attitude and the Image of Dental Hygienist
in the Dental Hygiene Students
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'Department of Dental Hygiene, Chungcheong University, Chungcheongbuk-do 363-792, Korea

ABSTRACT The purpose of this study was to investigate the relationship of professional attitude and image of dental hygienist
in dental hygiene students. Data were obtained from 753 dental hygiene students from 3 colleges and 1 university located in
Kyungki-do and Kangwon-do. The results, derived from using the SPSS 10.0 were as follows: 1. The level of professional
attitude was 3.47 point, the level of image was 3.24 point. 2. Among the professional attitude, first grade, inexperience of
practice experimental, dental hospital or general hospital of work choice, continuation of working period, recommend to family
or relatives and professional mind of job are the each highest one. 3. Among the Image, first grade, inexperience of practice
experimental, dental hospital or general hospital of work choice, continuation of working period, recommend to family or
relatives and professional mind of job are the each highest one. 4. The correlation between professional attitude and image of
dental hygienist in dental hygiene students was shown statistically significant positive relationship.
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Table 1. Distribution of general characteristics
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Characteristics Classification Frequency(persons) Percent(%)
Grade First(1) 258 343
Second(2) 231 30.7
Third(3) 264 35.1
Forth(4) 0
Educational course Three year 643 85.4
Four year 110 14.6
Practice experiment Experience 387 51.4
Inexperience 366 48.6
Dental clinic part-time Experience 296 39.3
job experiment Inexperience 457 60.7
Choice motive Get a job ease 379 50.3
Be appropriate to aptitude 36 4.8
Special subject 78 10.4
Recommend people around 131 17.4
Result of an exam 89 11.8
Advertisement or brochure 3 0.4
Others 37 4.9
Desirous work Dental clinic 67 8.9
Special dental clinic 17 5.5
Dental hospital or
general hosppital 350 46.5
Public health center 131 174
Educational institute 51 6.8
Others 18 24
Different job 19 2.5
Expectable working Under 3 years 45 6.0
period Till marriage 39 52
Till childbirth 133 17.7
Continuation 392 52.1
Others 144 19.1
Recommend to family Recommend 346 45.9
or relatives Not recommend 113 15.0
Don't know 294 39.0
Mind of the job Professional 669 88.8
Not professional 33 44
Don't know 51 6.8
Total 753 100
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Table 2. Professional attitude in the dental hygiene students

Table 3. Image of the dental hygienist

ftem Mean Desit:t.ion Ttem Mean Deiftii:[ion

Need to continuous self-improvement 4.56 0.58 Be professional job 4.18 0.65
Have various human relations 3.90 0.94 Improve public oral health 3.95 0.77
Be suitable as women's job 3.86 0.73 Fit a continuing job 3.09 0.92
Be important harmony between co-workers 4.68 0.50 Have a vision in future 3.42 0.86
Job of value and worth 3.77 0.80 Have a pride of the job 3.58 0.79
Affirmative and active manner 4.10 0.73 Be strong in fellowship with dentist 3.09 0.98
Correct humanity and a well-featured appearance ~ 4.18 0.70 Job in difficult and a lot of stress (reverse) 2.03 0.77
Be great contribution to society 3.55 0.84 Work actively 3.63 0.66
Deep interest and love to patients 4.29 0.64 Have a Sense of mission 3.56 0.71
Need Services and a sense of mission 4.09 0.74 Havc? a professional knowledge and high 381 0.79
Need not to high technique (reverse) 4.02 0.89 technique
Lake of a firm professional consciousness 296 1.00 Serve as. only. a.ssistjcmt to dentist .(reverse) 2.82 1.10
(reverse) Be certainly distinguished from assistant's work ~ 2.93 1.23
Lake in social perception of dental hygienist 1.85 087 Connector between dentist and patient 3.93 0.73
(reverse) Have a clean and decency 3.91 0.69
Low in social status (reverse) 2.70 0.89 Have a strong sense of responsibility and sincere ~ 3.79 0.73
A lot of stress in physical and mental 1.93 075 Have always confidence and great state 3.50 0.81
(reverse) Care in love and respect to patients 3.60 0.82
Not proper reward system (reverse) 1.97 0.77 Be kind 3.69 0.79
Not fit a continuing job (reverse) 2.92 1.04 High in social status 262 0.76
Lake of KDHA's role to increase DH's status 2.07 0.84 Wrong understanding as dental nurse (reverse) 1.80 0.86
(reverse) .

. Doing work of value and worth 3.53 0.76
Need not service manners (reverse) 4.28 0.65
Have no order between dental hygienists Not fixed the name (reverse) 2.15 0.96
(reverse) 3.67 0.85 Recommendable job to family or relatives 3.07 0.88
Average 347 036 Not appreciated as independent field (reverse) 2.18 0.88

Average 3.24 0.43
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Table 4. Professional attitude by general characteristic of the dental hygiene students

Characteristics Classification M=SD p
Grade First(1) 3.53+0.34¢
Second(2) 3.45+0.35" 0.001
Third(3) 3.42+0.39
Educational course Three year 3.47£0.35 0354
Four year 3.44+0.41
Practice experiment Experience 3.42+0.37 0.000
Inexperience 3.52+0.34
Dental clinic part-time Experience 3.47+0.38 0.824
job experiment Inexperience 3.4610.35
Choice motive Get a job ease 3.44+0.35"
Be appropriate to aptitude 3.73£0.35¢
Special subject 3.60+0.32%
Recommend people around 3.49+0.35% 0.000
Result of an exam 3354037
Advertisement or brochure 3.62+0.16"
Others 3.39+0.37"
Desirous work Dental clinic 3.44+0.33%
Special dental clinic 3.45+0.34%
Dental hospital or . "
general hosI;))ital 3.5340.36
Public health center 3.43+0.34 0.000
Educational institute 3.46+0.33
Others 3.30+0.25"
Quite different job 2.94+0.38
Expectable working Under 3 years 3.31£0.35
period Till marriage 3.30+0.38
Till childbirth 3.40+0.33 0.000
Continuation 3.57+£0.33¢
Others 3.33+0.39
Recommend to family Recommend 3.6410.31¢
or relatives Not recommend 3.21+£037¢ 0.000
Don't know 3.36+0.31
Mind of the job Professional 3.50£0.34¢
Not professional 3.18+0.45 0.000
Don't know 3.16+0.34°

a,b,c : groups with different subscript are significantly different at p = 0.05 level
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Table 5. Image of the dental hygienist by general characteristic of the dental hygiene students

Characteristics Classification M=£SD P
Grade First(1) 3.37+0.39¢
Second(2) 3.18+0.44 0.000
Third(3) 3.18+0.42
Educational course Three year 3234041 0.089
Four year 3.324+0.50
Practice experiment Experience 3.18£0.43 0.000
Inexperience 3311041
Dental clinic part-time Experience 3.21+043 0.092
job experiment Inexperience 3271042 ’
Choice motive Get a job ease 3.20+0.41%
Be appropriate to aptitude 3.58+0.39¢
Special subject 3.44+0.40%
Recommend people around 326+£041% 0.000
Result of an exam 3.14+0.43"
Advertisement or brochure 3.36+0.19”
Others 3.10+0.45
Desirous work Dental clinic 3.18+0.36¢
Special dental clinic 3.21£0.38¢
Dental hospital or general hospital 3.31+0.44¢
Public health center 3.20+£0.39¢ 0.000
Educational institute 3.29+£0.43°
Others 3.27+0.31¢
Different job 2.65+0.41°
Expectable working Under 3 years 3.10+£0.49
period Till marriage 3.09+0.37"
Till childbirth 3.16+0.38" 0.000
Continuation 3.37+£0.40°
Others 3.08+0.44°
Recommend to family Recommend 3.461+0.36°
or relatives Not recommend 291+£0.46° 0.000
Don't know 3.12+0.35"
Mind of the job Professional 3.29+0.40°
Not professional 2.84+044" 0.000
Don't know 2.90+0.43°

a,b,c : groups with different subscript are significantly different at p=0.05 level
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