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Dental Hygienists’ Awareness of Medical Technician Jurisprudence
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The purpose of this study was to assess dental hygienists’ awareness of medical technician jurisprudence, The study was conducted over a
2-month period from March 1 to May 1, 2016, A self-reported questionnaire was completed by 201 dental hygienists in Seoul, Gyeonggi, and
Incheon province, The questionnaire consisted of items on the awareness of the jurisprudence pertaining to medical technician jurisprudence, Data
were analyzed using the IBM SPSS Statistics ver, 19,0 program, We found that 32.8% of the respondents were aware of medical technician
jurisprudence, Low awareness that result was due to “insufficient public relations efforts.” The respondents thought that medical technician
jurisprudence are inefficient in clinical settings, Of the dental hygienists, 75.9% replied that task distribution was unclear and 40.0% lacked
awareness of the distribution of dentists’ duties (40.0%). A total of 59.8% of respondents showed intention to participate in medical jurisprudence
seminars, Of the dental hygienists, 77.0% agreed with the insert dental hygienists under medical jurisprudence category. In conclusion, dental
hygienists’ awareness of medical technician jurisprudence should be improved, In addition, the dental hygienist jurisprudence need to be revised
regarding job status,
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Table 1. According to Sociodemographic Characteristics of Medical Technicians Jurisprudence Awareness

Characteristic Division Know (32.8%) Don’t know (67.2%) Total p-value®

Age (y) <24 21 (31.8) 23 (17.0) 44 (21.9) 0.008
25to <29 19 (28.8) 57 (42.2) 76 (37.8)
30to <34 11 (16.7) 38 (28.1) 49 (24.4)
>35 15 (22.7) 17 (12.6) 32 (15.9)

Academic background College 42 (63.6) 83 (61.5) 125 (62.2) 0.767
University 24 (36.4) 52 (38.5) 76 (37.8)

Career (y) 1to2 19 (28.8) 23 (17.0) 42 (20.9) 0.061
3to4 13 (19.7) 29 (21.5) 42 (20.9)
=5 15 (22.7) 53 (39.3) 68 (33.8)
>10 19 (28.8) 30 (22.2) 49 (24.4)

Job position Staff 41 (62.1) 84 (62.2) 125 (62.2) 0.989
Manager 25 (37.9) 51 (37.8) 76 (37.8)

Type of workplace Private dental clinic 44 (66.7) 85 (63.0) 129 (64.2) 0.607
Hospital 22 (33.3) 50 (37.0) 72 (35.8)

Annual income (10,000 KRW) <3,000 48 (72.7) 76 (57.1) 124 (62.3) 0.033
> 3,000 18 (27.3) 57 (42.9) 75 (37.7)

Area Seoul 34 (51.5) 95 (70.4) 129 (64.2) 0.009
Gyeonggi-do and Incheon 32 (48.5) 40 (29.6) 72 (35.8)
Total 66 (100.0) 135 (100.0) 201 (100.0)

Values are presented as n (%).
KRW: Korean won.

“Statistically significant differences by chi-square test at a.=0.05.
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Table 2. The Opinion and Interest of the Medical Technician Jurisprudence

Classification Yes No Total
1. I know about the newly revised medical technician jurisprudence 66 (32.8)

1-1. Do you think newly revised medical jurisprudence is more appropriate? 28 (43.8) 36 (56.2) 64 (100.0)
1-2. Do you think it is helpful to work in a clinical? 21 (52.5) 19 (47.5) 40 (100.0)
1-3. Do you think medical technician jurisprudence that is efficiency? 14 (35.9) 25 (64.1) 39 (100.0)
1-4. Do you think that’s enough evidence-based? 24 (63.2) 14 (36.8) 38 (100.0)
1-5. Does it currently a dental hygienist, nursing assistants, and dental technician think 41 (20.5) 159 (79.5) 200 (100.0)

of division of job status is clearly done in the dental clinic?
1-6. Have you ever attend to seminar on medical jurisprudence? 23 (11.4) 178 (88.6) 201 (100.0)
1-7. Do you think if you go to attend seminars on medical jurisprudence? 119 (59.8) 80 (40.2) 199 (100.0)
1-8. Do you agreement that revise dental hygienist into the medical jurisprudence? 154 (77.0) 46 (23.0) 200 (100.0)

2. I don’t know about the newly revised medical technicians jurisprudence 162 (67.2)

2-1. If you do not know about the revised medical technicians jurisprudence, what is the reason?

Lack of publicity 51 (37.8)

Lack of interest 44 (32.6)

Lack of awareness of jurisprudence 22 (16.3)

The reality is no matter 16 (11.9)

Etc 2 (1.5)

Total 135 (100.0)
2-2°. Do you think that what is problem in the newly revised medical jurisprudence?

It was not reflect the actual dental hygienist job status 23 (56.1)

Acts were classified listed in detail too 8 (20.0)

It was not reflected in the description of the physician assistant 7 (17.5)

Dental hygienist did not the difference between other people 24 (58.5)

Etc. 2 (4.9)

Values are presented as n (%)
Analysis of frequency.
“Multiple response.
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Table 3. According to Sociodemographic Characteristics of
Medical Technicians Jurisprudence of Awareness

Characteristic Awareness p-value*
Age (y) 0.014
<24 (n=42) 28.52+2.42°
25 to <29 (n=64) 28.34+3.58"
30 to <34 (n=39) 26.48+2.89"
>35 (n=27) 25.81+5.52°
Career (y) 0.003
1to 2 (n=36) 28.50+2.45°
3to4 (n=37) 28.81+2.36°
=5 (n=54) 27.77+4.30*
=10 (n=45) 25.55+6.21°
Job position 0.002
staff (n=109) 28.34+3.10
manager (n=63) 26.22+5.88

Annual income (10,000 KRW) 0.033

<3,000 (n=103) 28.14+3.62
>3,000 (n=67) 26.65+5.40
Total (n=127) 27.56+4.43

Values are presented as meantstandard deviation.

KRW: Korean won.

*p<0.05, calculated by independent t-test and one-way ANOVA.
30 point scale.

“The same characterswere not significant by post-hoc Scheffe’s
test at 0=0.05.
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Table 4. According to Sociodemographic Characteristics of
Attend Medical Technician Jurisprudence Seminar

Characteristic Yes No Total p-value®
Age (y) 0.011
<24 521.7) 39(21.9) 44(1.9
25to <29 521.7) 17139.9) 76(37.8)
30to <34 4(17.4) 45(25.3) 49244
=35 9(39.1) 23(12.9) 32(15.9
Career (y) 0.046
1to2 14.3) 41 (23.0) 42 (20.9)
3to4 6(26.1) 36(20.2) 42(20.9)
>5 6(26.1) 62(34.8) 68(33.8)
>10 10 (43.5) 39(219) 49(24.4)
Total 23 (100.0) 178 (100.0) 201 (100.0)

Values are presented as n (%).
“Statistically significant differences by Fisher’s exact test at
=0.05.
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