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DENTAL STUDENTS' PERCEPTIONS AND BEHAVIOR INTENTIONS TOWARDS PATIENTS
WITH SPECIAL CARE
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The objective of this study was to explore perceptions of dental student of patients with special care.
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 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. [J Korean Dis Oral Health Vol.9, No.2: 91-97,
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Table 1. Study respondent characteristics

18hd  28pd 3spd 49hd
Hat wruel(A) 246 26 27.1 29.2
A% =Y A 21~31 22~34 24~35 24~36

H2H%) 62(21%) 43(15%) 36(12%) 52(18%)
o 2H%) 17(6%) 27(9%) 33(11%) 19(7%)
A 79 70 69 71

WgoR HE 2A1E AQsdn. hEE P #4el
Z59 Fo Jyon 4P 2AE ABsEor 1,2,3,4
o 44 81, 72, 72, T2h) A4S Aigen o

5 HlolEl 2 A}%o}%{\ﬂr
(Table 1), A% Ee 715:—54 ATE J2E & T 27}
29 AE-S vsled & 3 99 238F o FABAH,

A A G FelQdel tigk dukAQl QAo gt £

°7 19709 Siller7} 73t el thak v]7 ol olo] €
Ao o0l DFS(Disability Factor Scales: 7ol &
of

O

&) Fatel st Siller7k 7HE g DFS
TN A% F 105822 5] glon 1393 =
247} 2202 AH-(generalized rejection) g4 5
A A] (distressed identification), H A Aol (in-
ferred emotional consequences), & ’2} é"_ UA] & El 7
59 A& (imputed functional limitation), 522

% (authoritarian virtuousness), 21m2l A% (rejec—

e e

ar e e b

tion of intimacy), HZ Al 1% (interaction strain)©]tt.
Siller7} 7 DFSe U &8 7 Bohe ©@3do] slof
AF s FA18 A 23 +5 &0l she d7E50] &
Asted, & AFelA E 183 FARS 1 st
DFSe] T/ H&ollA 7t & &34 = ’1‘_ OFOq 2] o A
g] x]—oHo ] tﬁzﬂ. IRE} xj'cd oAl =

go 2 Jd= o] k.
RE B gk 9 100w 22, 7(2¥,

=
u
ot T
>
&O

b, 10 2382 grh= 158 10704 A
T2 A APsAT. AR 2AE B3 9 AR E
SPSS(IBM SPSS statistics 21)& ©]-8-3t] 4 at}.
Wz Zh AEo] tiste] Kolmogorov-Smirnove 4|33}
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Table 2. Questions of students attitudes toward
disabled persons
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Table 3. students attitudes toward disabled persons

1,28 d 33 43 pK-W
DFS 36.19 34.03 35.45 0.078
(s.d) -7.18 -7.09 -6.71

Note. 10=v}-¢- 22t} 7=t} 4=%7 ¥}, 1=mf+
%A gt

TN ZF9 scores #EF Rk, A g A 9w A}
o7} &R 14 (Kruskal-Wallis test).

Table 4. Questions of students attitudes concerning
dental education about special care patients

AE F7g)

Q. 2.1 Aol 2| eke 2|2 ghe] g ok Fasit),

Q.22  HAst & JdE dur Aol e gk
W&ol 57 o]t}

Q.23 Al &3 JdEe stur FojAxeS west
o FE AL E Y, AuE Baska gl

Q.24 AN XFHo] meY F D wHEoR T
gre|ofof gt}

Q. 2.5 Fol 2 71 Ao AgE AEHNY S FR ok
A8 $ ok

Q. 2.6 £ 3 ool A2 W7 oA} ok
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Table 5. Average answers concerning dental education about special needs patients

B B B K-W test* J-T test™
1, 284 3ghd 43hd Do JT EA o

Q.2.1 7.67 7.2 7.23 0.006 -2.88 0.004
(s.d.) (1.54) (1.48) (1.28)

Q.2.2 5.08 5.38 6.3 <0.001 4.72 <0.001
(s.d.) (1.80) (1.63) (1.53)

Q.2.3 5.31 5.8 6.39 <0.001 4.50 <0.001
(s.d.) (1.80) (1.48) (1.81)

Q.24 5.88 5.88 6.52 0.032 -0.57 0.570
(s.d.) (1.86) (1.24) (1.50)

Q.2.5 5.67 5.43 5.59 0.689 - -
(s.d.) (1.91) (1.63) (1.80)

Q.2.6 6.75 6.51 5.65 <0.001 -4 <0.001
(s.d.) (1.76) (1.18) (1.70)

Note. 10=m-¢- 238t} 728t} 4= 18X g}, 1=vl-$- 13A] &t}
A ghdel AA foulg Aol 7k deAl HA (Kruskal-Wallis test), ™ ghdo] F7Fgtel| whet score] a0l deAl A%
(Jonckheere-Terpstra test).

a1, shde] wWE fougk ate]E B ok (p,,=0.032) Table 6. Questions of dental students general percep-
ghdo] F71gt whel frefn)gt F7F Z2 A FAE F tion toward special care dentistry communities and
918t & gl (p,,=0.570). FolUsA= AR HH & their attitudes concerning treating special needs
SRl A8d £ dvhe BFQ. 2.5)L HalHE 5 patients
Aol el FFE Hol FolABAE Xzt delE 2 ki
2ol Bage Quska 9dnk, o] el e g @I THLAAATEARE Tl ¥ Hel A
) oo N _ . Q.3.2  Aelel X7t EH‘éH Eof £ Aol glerh?
ol diaf fFejwgt AfolE BelskA] ZE3h(p,,:0.689). 0 A1 Folo] X S S0 B Mol 9=
% eAS dng S S A e my @33 A BRI ) el 50l el
= ¢ e nTae A - o Q.34 7%011"&9]?7&*&5}]%31%}011Ohﬂrﬂﬁ—"rﬂr%ﬁ"]r/}.
(Q. 2.6)° thaiM = dubom AR H=E Hd& Q.35  AdQle] P BAL A1 Az B A
4 Udda dhde] mE foue Aol & 4 AT o] 9t}
(p<0.001). 3FAI¥F shdo] F7}gtel| mel M7} frefn] Q. 3.6  AdlAE AT BARES A dh= Holt},
3HA wolA (J-T8A %400, p,,<0.001) “goiA gz} # Q. 3.7 el A8 E QJslxE S Ao} Aol H
2o slejH oz WS & & ek F, A ojFiEhd w asirh
A o] AofolBAS Mg st oale] ZAAQ TS 27 Q.3.8  AHQl &AE AT Slo] B wiE ok sk
wahis 2S ole = Yek(Table 5). Hi=t 2 a st
Q.39 Aol Ao} HAE wHZR o] YT o
s o - e o) go] 9lr}
3. SONRARIn=) 5 A2k Tl et 214 24T Q310 Aohelothte] 2ol el a2 o] 9lo] %45
ofgit},
A A Gl s AFlAXHE, oA 78] A<l
A7 el gt AA =, ZfQl Fze] gt FHAE L o]
H=s 2ABHE £ o= Table 69 UERY ith. Fofol
23}, o Ax|Hets], AFodA A del] #gF AA = gelQle] s v v v g Belt
(Q. 3.1-3.3)& o] S7kgel w2} fejnlsidl S7tst ofele] T el el #AS 7B 1 AYztel i Aol itk (Q
E A%E HES & UARI-TEAF:7.84, 5.96, 5.79, 3.4, 3.5) 59 Fofx3} Mg} HHH o ME ghd
7% p.<0.001). 58] MEA FAAAARAA A QA= o] ZA13he) e} fevaA F7rste] (J-TEAF:3.99,
T 43 5o FAH 7k, ol X I 2.83, p.,<0.001, p,,:0.005) ghde] 7}l whet ol
ol X o] A wgaby oz FAEG 8 o] A7 Mz Yt ol wst BAEE /1S & St
Heelel te QA Ee A ew W HrE 1t Aok, Aol e g BAE ATt Ao g EHQ.
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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

_ 3 B K-W test* J-T test™
1,284 34 43hd Do JT EA o

Q.3.1 5.05 6.1 7.61 <0.001 7.84 <0.001
(s.d.) (2.44) (1.88) (1.53)

Q.3.2 4.3 5.46 6.20 <0.001 5.96 <0.001
(s.d.) (2.28) (1.97) (2.35)

Q.3.3 5.66 5.52 8.31 <0.001 5.79 <0.001
(s.d.) (2.91) (2.27) (1.62)

Q.34 5.83 6.15 6.93 <0.001 3.99 <0.001
(s.d.) (1.91) (1.68) (1.56)

Q.3.5 6.81 7.07 7.48 0.013 2.83 0.005
(s.d.) (1.55) (1.31) (1.28)

Q.3.6 4.64 4.45 4.39 0.604 - -
(s.d.) (2.04) (1.87) (1.84)

Q.3.7 5.60 5.87 6.11 0.150 - -
(s.d.) (2.16) (1.72) (1.64)

Q.3.8 7.63 7.20 7.23 0.064 - -
(s.d.) (1.49) (1.27) (1.58)

Q.3.9 6.66 6.36 6.00 0.001 -3.83 <0.001
(s.d.) (1.58) (1.14) (1.37)

Q.3.10 4.09 4.00 3.53 0.029 -2.22 0.026
(s.d.) (1.54) (1.44) (1.82)

Note. 10=v-¢- 2=t} 7=t} 4=T0%A v}, 1=vl-%- 2ZA] i},
* A ghdel] AA fefu)g 2ozt dEAl A% (Kruskal-Wallis test), ** shdo] 7kl whe} score®] &40l Al A%

(Jonckheere-Terpstra test).
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