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Based on the review of literatures, the
economic impact and  geographic
distribution of dentists’ practice are ones of
the factors which affect their perceptions
and attitudes toward AIDS, Hepatitis B and
infection control procedures. In Taiwan,
there has long been a large discrepancy
between urban and rural dentists and dental
offices. The purpose of this study is to
investigate the effects of urban-rural
discrepancy in Taiwan on the perception and
attitudes of dental assistants toward AIDS,
Hepatitis B and infection control. The
cluster systemic sampling method was used
to select 2 center-cities, 3 provincial cities
and 8 counties as the ‘research areas’
representing the administrative districts of
Taiwan. The proportional random
sampling was used to chose about 1000
dental clinics from the ‘research areas’ in
the computer files of the National Dental
Association of ROC on Taiwan(NDAT).
Self-administration questionnaire survey
was filled out by dental assistants of each
selected dental clinics. The frequency
distribution was used to analyze each item
of the questionnaire. Chi-square test was
used to analyze the relationship between
urban-rural discrepancy (different
geographic area and administrative
district). Demographic characteristics of
dental assistants and their perception and
attitudes toward infectious diseases and
infection control. Six hundred and




fourty-eight questionnaires were returned
and response rate was 64.8%. The results
indicated that:  (1)lower percentages of
perception and attitudes of dental assistants
toward Hepatitis B and infection control
were noted and highly correlated with dental
dissistants’ age, practice places and practice
years;  (2)dental assistants in different
geographic area were correlated with their
wearing and mask proective chothes and
head mask. (3)dental assistants in different
administrative districts were correlated with
their sharps injury, wearing gloves, mouth
mask, protective clothes, Hepatitis B
evaluation.. In conclusion, there existed
highly correlation between urban-rural
discrepancies in perception and attitudes of
dentists toward Hepatitis B and infection

control in Taiwan, and associated
government  organization and  dental
association should actively encourage

education campaigns to address these needs.

Keywords: dentists, urban-rural discrepancy,
AIDS, Hepatitis B, infection control,
perception and attitudes
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RE |FRBER 21(8.2) 0 7(2.9) 16(40) 0.000
FHETERAE 14(5.5) 7(8.0) 9(3.7) 4(10)
Hib 7(2.7) 4(4.6) 9(3.7) 00
£ S 15(5. 8) 1(1. 1) 9(3.6) 0o
@3 |RRARK 56(21.7) 18(19.6) 51(€20.6) 12(30) 0. 40
F 187¢72.5) | 73(79.3) 187(75.7) 28(70.0)
2K 3(1.2) 0¢0) 2(0.8) 0¢0)
BE KRR 26(10. 1) 13(14.1) 29(11.8) 4(10) 0.94
K 229(88.8) | 79(85.9) 214(817.3) 36(90)
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5 L HEERZENERHBAUN LT REHABHER
ikl V3 i 35 R
2 77 P&
AEGD | ARG | ARG | Am®
IR ES 0% 193(53.9) | 51(63.0) | 103(49.8) | 12(75)
A B RS K 1% 72031.6) | 17¢21.0) | 68(32.9) | 4(25) | 0.06
# 9 koAb 33(14.5) | 13(16.0) | 36(17.4) | 0€0)
R B 195(52.7) | 54¢60.7) | 165(70.2) | 20(50.0)
b TR EBBR | 709.8) | 14A5T) | 280119 | 1600.0 -
SAE @A 26(11.0) | 14015.7) | 166.8) | 4(10.0) [
B 5 RS
Rk 39¢16.5) | 7¢7.9) | 26(11.1) | 0(0)
0% 54(30.5) | 24(30.8) | 43(23.0) | 00)
THEFFHER 1% 95(14.1) | 10012.8) | 19¢10.2) | 0O
B ok #t 0.37
2 & 1910.7 | 10012.8) | 2714.4) | 00
3 kb 79(44.6) | 34(43.6) | 98(52.4) | 4(100)
T 0% 12(6.3) | 12019.0) | 12¢6.8) | 0O
B AP AL L 1-5 % 713(38.4) | 24(38.1) | 67(37.9) | 16¢100)
A0 6-10 s232.6) | 2133.3) | e2c3.00 | oy 0%
10 sk 43(22.6) | 6(9.5) | 36(20.3) | 00
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