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sub ects D* Mc* Ms* Fs* Fc* **

Percentage of subjects
withAge-

s/n
level
6yr.
High

Low
8yr.
High

Low
lOyr.

Ilieh

Iow
L2yr.

Hieh

Low
l4yr.

Hish

Lor¿
16yr.

Hlsh

Low

Nr-rmber of

*...Mean

**...Mean t standard error

DMF DMtr' S ** DMF Mc F DMF

0.09

0.06

0. 13

0.20

0. 15

0.23

0. 19

0.22

0.24

0. 33

0 1

H
PJd
ts
o
|Jl



fs or
fc
30. 8

26.3

42.3

42. r

32.9

32.4

10. I

L2.6

df
88.2

93.4

94.O

93.9

75.9

85.6

37 .7

23.7

7.04
lo.29

6. 51
lo.26
s.69

!0.23
5.75

10. 20
903

t0
3

JO

.23

.16

.2t
0.93

r0.12
0.67

!0.14

0 .43

0.47

0. 82

0.81

0.55

0. 55

0. 17

o.t2

0.61

0. 88

1.05

0.73

0. 38

o.32

0.05

0.05

3.06

4.26

9. 33

9.87

13.80

15.03

19. 18

18.60

6. 16

5. 89

4.64

5.02

3.52

2.84

167

t69

163

183

167

170

-sex

Status of primary teeth by age and sex

fs* f *

Percentage of subjects
rh

df**
6yr

8yr

10yr.

L2yr.

M

F

M

F

M

F

M

F

Number of
sub ecÈs d* ¡:k*:t

L67 0. 88

t69 o.62

*. . .llean
**...Mean t standard error

***...Mean teeth nissing for any reason

f.

0. 13

0.09

0. 18

0. 13

0. 10

0. 10

0.05

0 .07

H
0¡ø
H
o
Or



fs or
fc

40. I

20.6

31.0

58.0

47 .9

20.9

15. 6

7.4

df
87 .6

9 3.0

92.3

95. I

83.6

78. 5

30.1

31. 3

6.23
!0.32

7.13
!0.24
5.66

lo.24
5.77

r0. 19

3.66
!0.22

3.43
lo.22

0
t0

0
r0

.82

.L2

.79
t4

0.55

0.38

0. 59

1.11

0. 36

0.81

0.0 7

0.23

1. 11

0. 50

I.27

0. 60

0. 51

0.23

0. 03

0.08

3.27

3.92

9.24

9. 88

13. 83

14.87

18. 99

18.79

5. 13

6.63

4.40

5. t7

3.20

3. 15

0.76

0.74

L37

199

143

203

L46

191

r60

176

Status of prinary teeth by age and socio-economic level

d* p:k** fs* fc* df**

Percentage of subjects
withAge-

S/E
leveI

6yr. IIigh

Low

8yr. High

Low

10yr. IIigþ

Low

l2yr. High

Low

Nr-mber of
sub ects r. df

0. 18

0.07

0.22

0. 10

0.14

0.07

0. 10

0. 04

*.. .Mean

**...lb.an + sÈa¡rdard error
***...Iþ.an teeth nissing for any reason

É
Ê)
cr
H
o
\¡



Use a
fluoride
Paste*

0
9

51
40

49.s
36.7

8
I

49
38

6

4
44
33

1

8
4T
40

36.9
33.8

Brush
frequently*

39.9
17.9

9

4
40
20

43.9
22. t

7

2

46
30

44.2
42. r

4
5

52
46

4
I

60
28

5
9

63
30

3
5

65
30

Receive
dental
care*

2

4
61
39

s7.9
43.4

49.8
46. I

43.6
16.5

5
6

37
t0

24.4
7.r

Take
fluoride
tablet s*

19. 5
7.4

8.6
2.5

6.9
2.6

Restrict
cakes*

2

I
25
2l

19.6
18.5

6
2

L7
26

22.3
24.7

6

0
26
24

5
I

31
32

Restrict
sweets*

55. 3
36. I

53.2
35 .0

9
0

48
39

6L.2
46. 0

60.8
47 .3

71.5
53.8

304
33s

324
329

262
358

278
392

267
3s5

276
3tt

Age-
S/E

level
6yr.
High
Low

8yr.
Hich
Low

lOyr.
High
Low

I2yr.
High
Low

I4yr.
High
Low

l6yr.
High
Low

Dental habits by age and socio-economic level

Pe t ofs s

Number of
sub ects

*...ttRestrict sweetsrr: Restríct sweets and chocolate to once a week or less
...rrRestrict cakes": Restrict cakes, sweeÈ biscuits and cream buns to once a week or less
..."Take fluoride tablets'r: Take fluoride tablets daily or "often"
. .. "Recelve dental care": Visit a denÈist six-monthly
..."Brush frequently": Brush at least twice a day
..."Use a fluoride paste": Always use a fluoride toothpaste H

g)
d
F
o
@



9.46

1.07

2.06

2.87

3. 35

4.06

5. 33

7. 30

0.92

1. 30

r.45

r.7 6

I .99

0. 07

o.24

0. 59

0. 4s

0. 00

0.00

0.01

0. 06

0.08

0.25

0. 35

r.82

2.27

2.37

2.68

3.63

5. 19

7.03

1. 00

328

388

r56

r65

178

197

69

248

Status of perm¡nent Èeeth in 1,729 subjects classifíed by age

(
Age
yrs.

11

t2

r3

)

Number of
subj ects D* M* F*

6

7

8

9

10

DMF(T) ?t F/DMF(r)

0. 06

o.t2

0.2L

0. 28

0.32

0.27

0.24

0.2r

FJ
Þ
d
F
o
\o

*...Mean



Status of perm,anent teeth in subjecÈs aged six and eight years in 1968-69
and 1971-72, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

Time Treat. courses
received

Nuuber of
sub ects-sex

6yr. M

6yr. F

8yr. M

8yr. F

riod D* M* F* DMF ù F DMF

0. 099

0. 054

0.156

0.026

0.015

o. L94

0. 019

0. 011

o .457

0.513

0.062

0.077

0.511

0.477
Ê
gt
d
ts
o
H
O

I.I94
r0.170

t.273
!0.248

I.023
!0.202

L.286
r0. 168

1.811
r0.300
L.4t2

!0.2I7
2.943

10. 19 I
3.600

10.283
2.54r

!0.2t4
2.857

!0.344
3.452

10.213
3.079

!0.296
3.462

!0.284
2. 588

r0.394

0. 118
r0 .068

0. 068
10.050
0.159

10. 079

0.033
!0.025
0.027

!0.o27
0.275

10. 105

0. 057
r0 .0 30

0 .040
r0.040
t. 162

!0.228
r.464

!0.244
0.214

r0.066
0.237

10.103
r.769

!0.315
t.235

r0. 338

0. 000
r0.000

0. 000
10. 000
0.000

!0. 000

0. 000
r0. 000
0.000

10.000
0.000

t0. 000

0.068
10.048

0
10

0
r0

0

.080

.055

.000

.000

.036
10 .0 36

0 .012
r0. 0 12
0.053

r0. 05 3
0.077

r0.053
0.000

r0.000

1.075
!0. t62

I.205
!0.236
0. 864

10.158

t.253
10.169

L.784
!0.293
I. I37

r0.190

2. 818
¡0. I92
3.480

r0.289
1.378

t0.199
r.357

r0.258
3.226

!0.2L4
2.789

10. 311
1. 615

10.351
1. 353

t0. 309

93

44

44
0

9L

37

51
2

25

37

28

88

84

38

26

I7

0

0

t-2
>2

0

0

r-2
>2

I-2

>2

0

0

I-2

>2

0

0

1968-69

197 L-72

r968-69

t97 r-72

1968-69

r97 r-72

1968-69

197 r-72

*...Mean ! standard error



sÈatus of permenent teeth in subjects aged I0 and 12 years in 1968-69
and 197I-72, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

sex

lOyr. M

lOyr. F

L2yr. l4

L2yr. F

Tine
erÍod

1968-69

r97t-72

Treat. courses
received

Nrnber of
sr¡b ects D* M* F* Dl.lF * F DMF

0.046

0. 143

0.615

0.665

0.058

0.053

0.633

0.683

0.068

0.063

0.530

0.613

0.088

0.049

0. 585

*...Ì'lean t standard error

Ê
!¡
d
o

4.724
lo.273

4.200
t0.571
4.655

r0.549
3. 905

r0.312
s. 133

lo.2u
4.222

lo.7 4L
4.s94

r0.552
4.061

!0.280
8.167

t0 .4 16
10.000
lI.547

8.622
10.686

6.564
lo.629

7.247
r0.448
9.000

È1.915
8. 51r

10.653
6.500

lo.523

0. 218
r0.060

0.600
r0. 290

2.862
10.332

2.595
lo.221

0.300
r0.078
o.222

lo.222
2.906

r0.340
2.776

r0. 2l I
0.556

t0.140
o.625

lo.625
4.568

lo.427
4.026

lo.445
0.640

r0. 136
o.444

10.338
4.978

lo.467
4.095

r0.359

0. L72
10.070

0.133
r0.09 I

0.000
10.000

0. 048
r0.048

0. 144
10.068
0. rll

t0. 111
0.031

t0.031
0 .061

r0 .045
0. r78

10.049
0. 500

lo.327
0. 351

10.141
0.103

t0. 103
o.236

lo.o77
0.111

t0. 11 I
0.600

!0.169
0. 119

t0. 06 I

4.333
lo.270

3.467
10.616

t.793
t0. 533

t.262
!0.299

4.689
!0.295

3.889
10.696

1.656
r0.335

I.224
10.180

7 .433
r0.4 14

8.87s
r1.575

3.703
lo.443
2.436

t0. 397
6.37L

!0.445
8.444

11.849
2.933

!0. 50 I
2.286

r0.353

87

15

29

42

9

90

32

49

90

I

37

39

89

9

45

42

0

0

L-2

>2

>2

0

0

I-2

0

0

r-2

>2

L-2

>2

0

0

1968-69

197r-72

1968-69

L97r-72

1968-69

L97 L-72

0.630



Table 12

Percentages of subJects wlth untreated decay in 1968-69 and l97r-72,
aecording to exposure to courses of school- dental care

Time Treat. courses Number of
ecEs

Percent.
wlth

D

Percent.
wlth

82.4
83. I
82.4

88. 6
9 6.0
78.4
60.7
95.2
89. 5
61.5
76.5
65.5
73.3
44.8
42.9
65.6
88. 9
43. 8
59.2

sex riod recel
6yr. M

6yr. F

8yr. M

yr. F

10yr. M

10yr. F

L2yr. M

L2yx.

83.9
90. 9
72.7

31.
25.
24.

18.
22.
11.

I
0
3
4
0
2
1

3

L968-69
I97 t-72

0
0

l-2
>2

93
44
44

0

38. 7

43.2
45.5

19 68- 69
197 I-72

0
0

l-2
>2

91
37
51

2

42.9
54. I
52.9

19 68- 69
L97 r-72

0
0

L-2
>2

88
25
37
28

83.0
96.0
67 .6
64.3

1968-69
t97 t-72

0
0

I-2
>2

84
38
26
L7

89. 3
86. 8
s3. 8
64.7

19 68-69
I97 r-72

0
0

l-2
>2

87
15
29
42

92.0
0
2

0

100
55
50

1968-69
197 t-72

0
0

I-2
>2

90
9

32
49

95. 6
0
I
3

100
68
63

1968-69
197 r-7 2

0
0

L-2
>2

90
I

37
39

98 .9
100.0
86. 5
71.8

1968-69
197 r-72

0
0

r-2
>2

89
9

45
42

9 3.3
100.0
84.4
78.6



Status of Primary teeth in subjects aged six and eíght years in 1968-69
anð' I97I-72, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

Time TreaÈ. courses
received

Number of
sub ecÈs d*sex

6yr. M

6yx. F

8yr. M

8yr. F

d m** f* df ¡k f df
0.048

o.029

0. 598

0.07 4

0 .045

o.494

0.065

0.039

o.626

0.638

o.o74

0.065

0.659

0. 590

*...Mean t standard error

¡k*. . .Mean teeth missing
for any reason t standard
error

FJ
0¡
d
H
o
ts(,

5.785
lo.372

6.227
10 .594

5 .659
r0.566

5 .659
10.396

6.054
r0.6 15

6 .039
r0.5 15

5.398
r0.350

6. 160
r0.687
4.838

t0. 545
4.L43

10.6 10
5.607

lo.294
5.263

r0.463
5. L92

10.592
4.588

lo.782

0. 280
!0.08 I
0.182

t0.075
3.386

!0.454

0. 418
10. 1 18
o.270

lo.L72
2.980

r0. 340

o.352
r0.117
o.240

t0.166
3.027

10.448
2.643

10.566
o.4L7

10.095
o.342

t0. 143
3.423

!o.427
2.706

lo.652

2.914
t0. 320
2.545

lo.432
4.000

r0 .498

3.57L
t0. 313
4.081

lo.647
3.647

r0. 388

8.341
r0.316
8.440

!0.622
8.378

r0.535
8.929

lo.527
9 .59s

t0 .288
9 .316

lo.462
9.923

t0. 756
8 .941

10.337

5. 505
r0.370

6. 045
10.607

2.273
!0.319

5.242
10.403
5.784

r0.636
3.059

lo.427

5.046
r0. 346
5.920

r0.688
1.811

!0.251
1.500

r0. 366
5.190

10.311
4.92L

t0.448
L.769

lo.427
1.882

lo.428

93

44

44

0

91

37

5t
2

88

25

37

28

T7

84

38

26

0

0

r-2
>2

0

0

r-2
>2

>2

t-2

0

0

0

0

L-2

>2

r97t-72

r968-69

1968-69

L97 r-72

1968-69

L97L-72

1968-69

L97r-72



status of príroary teeth in subjects aged 10 and 12 years in 196g-69
and l97I-72, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

Time Treat. courSes
received

Number of
sub ects d*10x m** f* dfx

lOyr. M

lOyr. F

l2yr. M

l2yr. F

f df
0.010

0.024

0.775

0. 785

0.o47

0.103

0.710

0. 684

0.027

0.250

0.756

0.778

0.250

0.000

o.696

0.841

*...Mean + standard error

**.. .Mean teeth missing
for any reason + standard
error

FI
Þ
C'
H
o
Fs

2.644
r0. 285

2. 800
!0.745

3.069
10.546

3.429
r0. 448

2. r44
10.238
4.333

10.687
3.344

r0.540
3 .551

Ì0.397
0.822

!0. 162
0. 500

lo.327
1.108

r0.333
1. 154

r0. 319
0.629

t0 . 171
0.889

lo.676
0.511

!0.L44
1 .048

t0. 30 7

0.264
10.097

0.067
!0.067

2.379
!0 .502

2.690
r0.382
0. 100

t0. 036
0.444

r0.338
2.375

10.4 13
2.429

t0. 306
0.022

!0.022
0. I25

r0.125
0. 838

!0.278
0.897

lo.293
0.157

r0.071
0. 000

10.000
0. 356

10.111
0.88r

10.281

14.310
!0.427
t3.667
! 1. 098
13.448
10 . 813
14.048
!0. 654
16. 5l 1

10.373
13.444
lI.042
14. 938
10.783
14.224
10.566
18.744
!0.227
19 .000
r0.655
18.243
!0.492
17.64r
t0. 598
18.978
!0.237
18.667
lo.782
L9.O22
!0.282
18.286
r0.484

2.379
!0.268

2.7 33
!0.7 40
0.690

r0. 165
0. 738

10. 184
2.044

!0.235
3.889

!0.754
0. 969

!0.244
t.I22

r0. 19 3

0. 800
r0.161
0.375

10. 263
0.270

r0 .084
0.256

r0. 109

87

15

29

42

90

9

32

49

37

90

8

39

L-2

>2

0

0

>2

0

0

t-2

0

0

I-2

>2
0.472

t0. 130
0. 889

lo.676
0. 156

10.078
0.167

r0.06742

t-2

89

9

45

>2

0

0

19 68-69

197 L-72

1968-69

L97r-72

L968-69

L97 L-72

r968-69

L97L-72



Oral hygíene and gingival health in 1968-69 and I97I-72,
according to exposure to courses of school dental care

Number of Percent. with ttgoodt' orTime
riod

Treat. courses
received sub ec ts dtt oral

(5rti.-; ¡-'11.'

Number
Percent. ¡¿ith ttmildt'

or no ivitis
78

sex
6yr. M

6yr. F

8yr. M

8yr. F

l0yr. M

lOyr. F

l2yr. 14

I2yr. F

55
86

.3

.8

:0
7 8.7
67.6
80 .4

49.
75.
59.

56.1
42.I
69.2

55.2
7 t.4
72.4
59 .5

s9.8
52.0
67 .6
67 .9

65.6
33.3
6s.6
65.3

5

4
0
5

8
H
Þ
d
P
o
ts
Lrì

8
4
0
3

6T
44
60
83

92
43
43

0
89
37
51

0
87
25
37
28
82
38
26
I7
87
L4

29
42
90

9

32
49
89

8
37
39
89

9

45
42

52
44
63

2

2

6

65.6
48.6
72.5

37
20
56
60

9

0
I
7

34.r
23.7
46.2
64 .7
46.0
2r.4
48.3
47 .6
38
44
67
61

9
4

7
2

39 .3
37 .5
48.6
53.8
56
22
55
7l

2

2

6
4

92
43
44

0
90
37
51

2
87
25
37
28
82
38
26
t7
87
T4

29
42
90

9

31
49
89
I

37
39
89

9

45
42

0
0

t-2
>2

0
0

I-2
>2

0
0

r-2
>2

0
0

2

2

I

0
0

1- 2
2

0
0

1- 2

2

0
0

L-2
>2

0
0

t-2
>2

1968-69
t97 r-72

1968-69
r97 t-72

1968-69
t97 r-72

1968-69
t97 r-72

1968-69
r97 t-72

1968-69
r97 L-72

1968-69
197 L-72

1968-69
L97 L-72



staÈus of pe:manent teeth in subjecÈs at schools previously
treated by the School Dental prograrnme - L969-70 d,ata

Nunber of
sub ect,s D* M* F* DMF T * DMFF

5yr

6yt

0
0
0
0

yx

7yr.

8yr.

9yr.

10yr.

L2yr.

13yr.

00
00
o7

0
0
0
0

M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F

4
45

44
4
29
40

0.08
0. 14
o.28
o.2
0.26
0.40

35

11

0
0
0
0

M

F
M

F
M

F
M
F

* Mean

É
0)
c,.
H
o
F
o\

o.27
0.53
1. 13
L.47
2.54
2.58

79
3
3

58

19
10

4
4
s.07
5.6s
6. 13
6.75

03
35

8
8
9. s3

10.40

00
00

0
0
0.07
0 .00
0. 19
0.37
1.00
1.01
I.O7
1.63
L.75
2.43

74
34

2
2
3.50
3. 65
2.74
4.20

00
00

0
0
0.00
0.00

00
00

0
0

00
00

0
0

o2
03

0
0
0.07
o.L2
0.07
0.31
0. L7
0. 14
o.2L
0. 50

o.27
0.53
1. 06
L.47

35
2t

2
2
2.58
2.78
3. 10
2.44
3
3

25
10
32
10

3
4
4.37
4.5s

58
70

6
5

49
51
54
38
52
52
60
67
58
62
88
51
69
68
60
69
19
10



Status of pernanent teeth in subjects aged five, six and seven years in 1969-70*
and 1972-73, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

Treat. courses
received

Nr:mber of
sub ects D** M** F** DMF ** F DMFsex

5yr. M

5yr. F

6yr. M

6yr. F

7yr. M

7yr. F

Time
riod

*...Subjects at schools without hlsÈories of school dental care
**. ..Mean

0 .04
0. 13
0. 17

0.02
0 .00
0.00

0.03
0.06
0. 17

0. 00
0 .00
0. 19

0.06
0 .04
0. 39
o.37
0.06
0 .06
0.39
0.49

'-lp¡
d
ts
o
ts
!

29
09
10

0
0
0

0. 33
0.11
0. 19

t.23
0.42
0.79

1.9 1

o.52
r.02

2.73
L.43
1.98
1.35

90
85
o7
79

2

I
2

1

01
01
02

0.
0.
o-

0.01
0.00
0.00

0 .04
0 .02
0. 13

0.01
0 .00
0. 19

r7
06
78
50

0
0
0
0
o.17

11
80
88

0
0
0

00
00
00

0
0
0

00
00
0b

0.
0.
0.

00
00
00

0
0
0

00
00
00

0
0
0

00
00
00
00

0
0
0
0

00
00
00
00

0
0
0
0

0.28
0.08
0.08

0
0
0

.32

. 1l
19

1. 19

0.40
0.66

1.90
o .52
0.83

2.56
1.37
r.20
0.85
2.7 3
r.7 4
I.27
0.92

161
3s0

63
1

132
324
67
I

238
128
22I

2
228
143
2t5

I
404
166
256

20
372
154
245

24

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

1969-70
t972-73

1969-70
t972-73

1969-70
r97 2-7 3

1969-70
r972-7 3

t969-70
1972-73

1969-70
I972-7 3



Status of pe:manenÈ teeËh 1n subjects aged eíght, níne and 10 years in 1969-70*
arrð, L972-73, according to exposure Èo courses of school dental- care

11me Treat. courses
recefved

Number of
sub ectssex

lt

9yr. F

I0yr. M

F

rÍod

*i..Subjects et schools nrithout histories of school dental care
**...Mea¡r

D** M¡tzk r** DMF F**
0.07
0.09
0.58
0.69

09
o7
56

0
F

0
0.71
0. 16
0. 14
0.65
0.7L
0. 15
0. 19
o.64

0. 14
0.31
0.68
0.78
0. 17
0.28
0.68
0. 75

H
Þd
H
o

@

05
29
47
05

3
2
2
2
3.73
2.6L
3. 15
2.69

03
30
30
92

4
3
3
2

4
3
3
3

.30

.66

.48

23

4.94
3. 33
4.L4
3.7L
5.9r
4.40
4.59
4.27

o.2L
o.2L
t.42
1.41
o.32
0. 19
t.7 s
1.90
0.64
o.47
2.L6
2.08

62
63
36
44

0
0
2
2

68
05
82
90

0
1

2
2
0
1

3
3

.99

.23

.10

.20

0.02
0.02
0.02
0.00
0.02
0.11
0.01
0.03
0 .09
0.06
0.01
0.01
0.11
o.L2
0.04
0.03
o.L2
o.02
0.07
0.02
0.27
o.26
0. 10
0.02

82
06
03
63

2
2
1

0
39
31
39
76

3
2
1

0
30
77
13
83

3
2
1

0
3.50
2.55
L.26
1.01
4. L4
2.26
1.25
0.80
4.65
2.9L
1. 39
1.06

307
t22
269
4L

311
L24
276

29
303

83
305

87
371
92

277
96

467
42

325
98

470
47

319
ro7

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

t969-70
L972-73

1969-70
L972-73

L969-70
L972-73

L969-70
L972-73

L969-70
L972-73

t969-70
1972-73



Status of permanent teeth in subjects aged 11, L2 arrd 13 years in 1969-70¿t
and 1972-73, accordfng to exposure to courses of school dental care

lreat. courses
receÍved

Nr¡mber of
sub ts D*?t M** F** DMF't* Fsex

yr. M

1lyr. F

I M

L2yt. F

13yr.

3yr. F

Tlme
riod

*...Subjects at schools wÍthout historfes of echool dental care
**. . . Mea¡r

0.13
o.27
0.63
0.74

0.56
0.66
0. 10

I
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0

39
67
7L

.L2

.30

.6L

.72

33
63
65

00

58
66

0.
0.

H
0¡d
ts
.o

t\o

7.06
4.67
5.03
5.20

80
27
91
40

7

5
5
5

22
15
36
35

8
5
6
6

o4
60
98
74

9
5
6
6

10. 13

8.55
8.35

L0.67

9.7L
7.45

0.94
L.28
3. 15
3.83
1.08
2.O7
3.95
3.85
0.97
1

3
4

53
89
59

1.25
1.85
4.37
4.37
1 .03

4.82
5. 50
1.02

5.62
4.9L

0.33
11.

25
o4

0
0
0

44
30
24
2L

0
0
0
0

38
38
32
23

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

.50

.15

.43

.16
o.49

0. 37
0.08
0.75

0
0

29
45

79
28
63
32

5
3
1

1

6.28
2.90
L.V2
t.34
6.87
3.24
2.L5
1.53
7.29
3.60
2. 18
2.21
8.62

3.35
2.77
8.90

3.81
2.09

s81
36

349
L02
5sl

30
292
LL2
37t

34
2LO

78
3L2

20
2t4
68
78

5
51
26
63

1
2L
1l

0
0

l-3
>3

0
0

1-3
3

0
0

1-3
>3
0
0

1-3
3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
3

L969-70
L972-73

1969-70
L972-73

L969-70
1972-73

L969-70
t972-73

L969-70
L972-73

L969-70
t972-73



Percentages of subjeets aged five, six and seven years with untreated decay in the permanent and
prinary teeth in 1969-70* and 1972-73, according to exposure to courses of school denÈal care

Time
iod

Treat. courses
received

Number of
Percent.

with
D

Percent.
with

de-sex
M

5yr. F

6yr. M

6yr. F

7yr. l"I

7yr. F

sub ects

*...Data for subjects fron schools with histories of school dental care in brackets Ë
pr
cr
ts
o
l\)o

3)(83.88.2
75.O
62.4

eo.8(84.2)
76.2
58.6

88.4(76.e)
82.5
62.5
55.0
8s.5(80.8)
8 r.8
58.0
58.3

(7e.6)5
9

5

84
70
63

7e.s(86.3)
68.8
70. r

64 . s (s0.0)
2s.9
38.6

82.2
s 1.8
52.7
50.0

(7s.o)

82.s(
63.6
57 .1
4r.7

7)82

14. 3( 14. 3)
4.0
3.2

34.1(le.6)
5.6
9.0

47.s(42.6)
19 .5
29.0

238(54)
128
221

2

228(38)
143
215

I
404(s2)
r66
256

20
372
154
245

24

(52)

16 1 (49)
350
63

1

r32 (s 1)
324

67
I

0( ?)
0

1-3
>3
0(?)
0

1-3
>3

0(?)
0

1-3
>3
0(?)
0

1-3
>3

0( ?)
0

1-3
>3
0(?)
0

1-3
>3

1969-70
1972-73

1969-70
r972-73

t969-70
t972-7 3

1969-70
L972-73

t969-70
1972-7 3

t969-70
L972-73



Percentages of subjects aged eíght, nine and 10 years wíth r¡ntreated decay in the permanent and
primary teeth in 1969-70* and 1972-73, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

Number of
riod sub ects

*...Data for subjects from schools with histories of school dental care in brackets

Time Treat. courses
received

Percent..
vrith

D

Percent.
r¿ith

de-sex
8yr. M

8yr. F

9yr. M

9yr. F

10yr. M

lOyr. F

H
p)
d
ts
o
N)
ts

87.0(76.7)
82 .8
s8.4
5L.2

79 1)8e.1(
7 r.8
s3.6
48.3
81. 8

84. 3
53.4
59 .8

(6s. s)

(71.o)76.8
78.3
52.7
47 .9

1(71.6)
5
5
7

71.
59.
42.
35.

762.6 (4
59.6
34.s
31. I

1)

88.
68.
50.
36.

6 (e0 .0)
9

9

6

e0.0(89.6)
70.2
64.9
37.9
86.8(8e.7)
78.3
55.7
42.5
88.e(
80.4
56. 3
s5.2

85 s)

8e.s(8e.8)
73.8
57.2
46.9
e 1. e (80.4)
89.4
61. 8
57.0

307(60)
r22
269

4T
311(67)
124
276

29
303(s8)
83

305
87

37 L(62)
92

277
96

467 (88)
42

325
98

470(s 1)
47

319
IO7

0(?)
0

1-3
>3
0(?)
0

1-3
>3
0(?)
0

1-3
>3

0
1-3
>3

0(?)

0
1-3
>3

0(?)

0(?)
0

1-3
>3

1969-70
1972-73

1969-70
1972-7 3

1969-70
r972-73

t969-70
.r972-7 3

1969-70
1972-7 3

1969-70
L972-73



Percentages of subjects aged 11, L2 a:,rd, 13 years rÀríth untreated decay Ín the permanent and prímary
teeth ín 1969-70* and 1972-73, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

sex
llyr. M

llyr. F

L2yr. l'l

L2yr. F

13yr. M

l3yr. F

Time
eriod

Number of
sub ects

*. ..DaÈa for subjects from schools wi.th histories of school dental care in brackets

Treat. courses
received

Percent.
r¿ith

D

Percent.
with

d

FI
g)
d
ts
o
l\)
l\)

46.
47.

l(42.o)
2
I
4

28.
28.

)0253e.o(
36.7
24.7
2r.4

5
2

2
1

31
38
15
T4

( 3)18

23.L
25.0
L4.5
L3.2

( 13. 0)

12. 8(00.0)

11.8
23.I

3
1

L4.
9

ls.e(r0.0)

92.6(88.4)
77 .8
59.3
51. 0
e3.3(92.6)
76.7
62.7
56.3
94.3
79 .4
70. 5
55. 1

)0(e0

e4.e(8e.e)
85. 0
75.2
72.r
e6.2(s2.6)

80.4
92.3

100.0(100.0)

81.0
63.6

s81 (6e)
36

349
L02
ss I (68)
æ

292
IT2
37 I (60)

34
2ro

78
312 (6e)

20
214

68
78(le)

5
51
26

I
2L
1l

63( 10)

0 (?)
0

1-3
>3
0( ?)
0

1-3
>3

0 (?)
0

1-3
>3
0(?)
0

1-3
>3

0 (?)
0

1-3
>3
0(?)
0

1-3
>3

1969-70
L972-73

1969-70
L972-73

L969-70
L972-73

1969-70
1972-73

1969-70
1972-73

1969-70
L972-73



Table 23

Status of prímary teeth in subjects aE schools previously
treated by the School Dental Prograrune - 1969-70 d,ata

Number of
sub ects d* f* df* f.

0
0

ex
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F

5yr 0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

6yr.

7yx.

8yr.

9yr.

lOyr.

I lyr.

l3yr.

fd

20
I

2

7

o4
01

42

5
6

6
5

M

F
M

F
M

F

I2yr.

0.54
0.66
0.59
0.52
o.64
0.49
1.00
0.00

Jc. . . Mean

49
51

3.00
6.29

o. 12
0. 06

3
6

T2

35
54
38

4
5

89
34

1. 19
0. 87

6.07
6.21

52
52

403
3 56

2.46
1.83

5

5
87
38

60
67

2.37
2.69

3.88
3. 70

6.25
6.39

58
62

2.34
1.9 8

3.r2
3. 11

5. 47
5. 10

88
51

1 .95
1.06

302

2 o2
4.25
3.08

69
68

860
0 63

t.22
0. 68

2.O7
1. 31

60
69

0. 48
0. 28

0. 8s
0.26

I
0

33
54

19
10

0.00
0. 10

0
0

I6
00

0
0

t6
10



Status of prinary teeth in subjects aged five, six and seven years in L969-70* and
I972-73, accordíng to exposure to courses of school dental care

Time Treat. courses
received

Number of
riod sub ects d** f**-sex

5yr. M

5yr. F

6yr. M

6yr. F

7yr. M

7yr. F

df *¡b f. df
0.04
0.07
0.44

0.07
0 .09
0. 58

0
0
0

0
0
0

o7
08
49

09
t2
58

0. t2
0. 15
0. 71
0.76
0. 15
0.12
0.70
0.

*...Subjects at schools without histories of school dental care
**. . .llean

H
Êt
cr
H
o
l\)
â.

5.26
4.05
4.65

4.79
3. 5s
5.97

60
30
00

5
4
5

5. 89
4.42
4.52

5

3
5

4

.96

.46

.50

27

5.23
4.35
5. 15
4.38

22
29
05

0
0
2

35
28
90

0.
0.
2.

0. 48
0.53
2.92

43
39
60

0.
0.
,_

65
59
85
40

0
0
3
3
0. 78
0.51
3.62
3.46

04
76
60

5.
3.
2.

44
27
o7

4.
3.
3.

L2

77
08

5.
3.
2.

5.46
4.03
t.92

4.62
3.37
1. 61
1. 10
4
3

1

0

.45

.84

.53

.92

161
350

63
I

r32
324
67
I

238
128
22I

2

228
143
2L5

1

404
166
256

20
372
Ls4
245
24

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1- 3
3

0
0

l- 3
3

0
0

1- 3
3

0
0

1-3
>3

0
0

1-3
>3

1969-70
1972-7 3

1969-70
t972-7 3

1969-70
1972-73

1969-70
r972-7 3

1969-70
1972-7 3

1969-70
t972-7 3



Status of prirnary teeth in subjects aged eighË, nine and 10 years in L969-70* and
L972-73, according to exposure to courses of school dental care

Time Treat. courses
received

Nunber of
ecfs d** f** df** f f-SEX

8yr. M

8yr. F

9yr. M

9yr. F

10yr. M

l0yr.

riod
.110

0
0
0
0. 13
0.15
0.74
0. 85
0.19
0. 16
0. 75
0.75
0. 16
0.2r
0.72
0.82
0. 15
0.06
0.76
0. 80

.18

.73

.78

0. 16
0.28
0.72
0. 78

*... Subjects at schools without histories of school dental care
**...Mean FI

0)
d
ts
o
l\)
(,r

80
25
04
61

4
4

5

4
4
3
4
5

78
90
98
86

3.7s
4.04
4.56
4.86
3. s9
3.37
3.96
4.27

83
02
10
84

2
2

3
3
2.23
2.00
2.45
2.72

0
0
3
3

55
77
68
59
61
60
69
00

0
0
3
5

0
0
3
3

.43

.63

.70

.64

s7
72
84
49

0
0
2

3
43
12

35
08

0
0
2

3
36
55
77
l3

0
0
I
2

4.2s
3.48
1. 36
r.02
4. 17

3.31
I.29
0.86
3.05
3.40
1. 13
r.23

02
65
12

78

3
2

1

0
40
90
75
76

2
1

0
0
1

1

0
0

87
4s
68
59

307
L22
269
4I

311
L24
276

29
303
83

305
87

37r
92

277
96

467
42

325
98

470
47

319
L07

0
0
1-3
>3
0
0
1-3
>3
0
0
1-3
>3
0
0
1-3
>3
0
0
1-3
>3
0
0
1-3
>3

1969-70
1972-7 3

1969-70
1972-7 3

t969-70
t972-73

1969-70
r972-73

1969-70
r97 2-7 3

1969-70
L972-73



Status of prinary teeth in subjects aged 11, 12 and 13 years Ln 1969-70* and
1972-73, accordíng to exposure to courses of school denÈal care

Time Treat. courses
received

Nunber of
riod sub ects d** f**sex

1lyr. M

I lyr. F

l2yr. M

I2yr. F

13yr. M

l3yr. F

df *'k f df
0.13
0.
0.
0.

32
7L
83

10

18
66
82

00

40
00

0
0
0
0

0. 13
0.29
0. 69
0. 81

0.15
0. 39
0.66
0. 69
o. t2

0
0

0
I

44
10

0

;t. .. Subjects at schools without histories of school dental care
**...Mean

H
0)d
H
o
N)
Oì

r,45
1.81
T.7 T

2.09
t. L7
r.73
r.24
t.57
0. 78
r.12
0.75
0.91

48
90
59
66

0
0
0
0

0
0

32

35
77

o-

0.32

0. 48
0. 18

0
0
1

1

L9
58
22
73

0. 15
0.50
0.85
t.27

08
2I
50
74

0
0
0
0

o7
35
39
46

0
0
0
0

00

l9
18

0

0
0

0
0

0 04

T6

08

r.26
r.22
0.49
0.36

02
23
39
30

1

I
0
0
0. 70
0.91
0.25
0. 17
0.41
0. 55
0.20
o.2r

20
69

0
0

0.28

320

0.29
0.00

581
36

349
ro2
551

30
292
rt2
37L

34
2IO

78
312
20

2L4
68
78

5

51
26
63
I

2t
11

0
0

1- 3

3
0
0

1- 3

3
0
0

1- 3
3

0
0

1- 3
3

0
0
l- 3

3
0
0

1-3
>3

1969-70 -\
L972-73

1969-70
1972-73

1969-70
1972-7 3

t969-70
1972-73

1969-70
1972-73

L969-70
1972-7 3



Oral hygiene
exPosure

in 1969-70 and L972-73, aceording to
to courses of school dental care

Tiue
eriod

1969-70
1972-7 3

1969-70
I972-7 3

L969-70
1972-7 3

1969-70
r972-7 3

1969-70
t972-7 3

19 69- 70

1972-73

Treat. courses
received

Percent. with
ttgoodtt or ttvery

sex dt' oral h ene

Percent. with
ttgoodtt or ttvery

tt oral

Percent. with
ttgoodtt or ttvery

-sex d" oral h ene
46.9
4L.2
52.5
53.5

50
60.

43.8

63.2
63.6

0
6

4

5
5

2

7

2
0

46.
38.

2

2

4
9

5
2

I

72.
66.

48.9
38.5

9
7

4
6

5
5

7

6

35

Ë
P)
d
H
o
l..J\¡

11 yr. M

11 yr. F

12 yr. M

L2 yr. F

13 yr. M

13 yr. F

49
36
51
67

7

7

5
5

58. I
4r.7
54.9
69 .0
48. 0
36. 3
47 .8
s8. 1

55
44
6l
64

9
3

5
5

46.5
39. 0
47 .9
49.5
55
46
62
64

7

8
3
4

8yr. I'l

8yr. F

9yr. M

9yr. F

10yr. M

10yr. F

74. r
56.9
72.6

72.2
62.3
7s.4

59.9
60. 5
s9.7

53.0
s7 .4
70.6

51 .0
46.0
52.6
60.0
57 .6
48. 0
6r.8
62.5

5yr. M

5yr. F

6yr. M

6yr. F

7yr. l"l

7yr. F

?

0
1-3
>3

3

?

0
1-
>3

?

0
1- 3

3
?

0
r-3
>3

?

0
1-3
>3

?

0
1-3
>3



Grade

7

Total 40s

184

236

4

5

6

Number of subjects by school grade and school

School

243 254

Total

308

272

1,00098

Fì
gt
d
ts
o
t\)
@

Private - girls

24

r9

28

27

Private - boys

23

76

70

85

Governnent 2

26

49

90

78

Government I

111

92

r20

82



Status of permenent teeth in subjects classÍfied byexposure to school dental ."." I industrial areas

F(s)
and

t +

A sex

l3yr. M

l3yr. F

l4yr. M

I4yr. F

15yr. M

15yr. F

History of
school

dental care
Number of
sub ec ts t t

DMF(s)
(ant.D M F s

f
F c

F(s). . . Trh.
F(c)...T¡h.

t
DMF DMF S

filled and sound

filled and carious

f
F DMF

0.57

0. 14

0.s7

0. 30

0.60

0.22

0. 59

0.24

0. 61

0. 15

0.68

0.27
t ...Mean t standard error
*...p < 0.05: *:t...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001

H
p)
cr
ts
o
l\)
\o

r.45
r 0.29

1. 51
r 0.33

90
34
51
48

1

t0
I

r0
r.46

! 0.24
1.06

1 0.17
1.55

! 0.27
r. 51

t 0.28
2.90

! 0.97
2.48

t 0.52
0.94

! 0.47
1.11

r 0.31

79.92
r 1.40
16.60
lI.45
2L. T5
11.45
18.98
lI.79
2L.32***
r1.06
15. 46
!0.94
25.04***
11.40
18. 31
11. 16
26.65
!5.54
23.17
!2.45
23.75
!2.35
2L.32
!2.29

| 9.82
!0.52

8.72
10.57
70.67
!0.52
9.73

t0. 60

I ro.sa***
r0. 38

8. 55
10.36
11. 78't**
!0.46
9.67

!0.42

10

11.55
!7.46
70.67

.68
11. 56
!0.73
10.04
!0.79

6. 82**¡t
10.50
2.00

r0. 39
7 .4I*tcrc

r0. 45
3.76

r0. 50
7 .45**x

t0. 35
2.47

!0.32
9.32***

10. 41
3.13

10.34
8

t0
2

t0

35***
89
10
43

9.63***
t0. 89

3.89
lo.77

5 .63***
r0.39

r.23
!0.26

7t**6.07
r0. 35
2.92

!0.42
6.39***

t0. 34
1.87

!0.26
6.97***

r0.38
2.37

!0.29
7.05***

r0. 71
1.56

10. 34
7 . I l:t*rc

!0.74
2.68

t0.66 
I

0.59
r0.17
0. 70

10. 15
0.7 3

r0. 15
0.90

t0 .20

| 0.77
r0. 14
o.57

10. 09
1. 1l*

10.18
0. 65

10. 11
I.20

!0.52
I .56

t0. 39
19

34
39
30

I
10
I

t0

3. 59 'b**
r0. 34

6.79
10.50

3. gg **
t0. 32
5.92

r0. 51

I 3.41***
r0.25
6.11

r0. 33
3.71*:t*

t0.33
6.65

!0.39
3.30***

!0 .77
7 .56

t0. 55
2.56Ì,*

10.45
5. 96

!0.72

49

53

73

49

92

r03

92

10r

20

52

16

28

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No



History of
s chool

dental care
Nunber of
sub ects

Status of permanent teeth in subject.s classified by
exposure Èo school dental care - agricultural areas

F( s)
and

f

D
I

M' F s
t

F c f
DMF

t
f

DMF(s)
(ant.-sex

13yr. M

l3yr. F

14yr. M

I4yr. F

15yr. M

l5yr. F

t
S x. F DMF

0.56

0. 34

0

0. 40

0 .59

0.32

0.62

0. 30

0.57

0. 16

0 .48

0.23

60

t...M."r, + standard error
*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001

F(s) . .. Trh.

F(c)...Tth.
filled and sound

filled and carious
H
0i
d
ts
o
(,o

L.2I
!0.32

T.7 T

10. 55
2.30

t0.53
2.06

r0. 39
2. L3

!0.29
2. L3

t0. 41
1

r0
94
36
84
43

2

10
r.94

10.69
3. 18

r1.00
3.82

11. 17
3.00

r1.99

l3
64
15
27

L7.
t1.
19.
!2.
24.73
!2.09
2r.40
lI.64
21.40
r1.31
L9.97
lL.71
24.91
lI.46
24. 19

lL.74
27.24
!3.25
24.94
!3.45
31.55
!5.46
26. II
16.13

+0 90

8. 70
r0.69
9.79

11. 57
t0. 71
9. 89

r0. 51
LO.26
!0.47
9.93

t0. 59
11. 61
10.54
LI.25
r0. 59
12.29
11 .04
LL.82
!7. 12
15 .00
lI.7 7
10. 56
!2.O4

5. 81
10.58

4 .47
t0. 61
9.42*x*

t0. 63
4.87

!0.47
7.16***

!0.42
4.34

t0. 50
8.61't**

!0.52
4.60

10.56
g. 35**rr

!0.94
2.35

!0.92
9. 55**

r1.33
3. 11

t1.58

4.87*
!0.52

3.29
!0.47
6.97*x*

t0. 48
3. 9s

10.43
6 .05***

r0.39
3. 19

t0. 39
7.16***

lo.46
3.36

10. 43
7. 00 **?t

!0. 80
r.94

t0. 86
7. l8*

!1.29
2.44

t 1.06

0. 68
r0. 19

0.62
!0.22

0
!0
I

!0.23

90
19

13

0.81
10.15
0. 59

t0. t4
0.99

r0.18
1. 33

!0.22
L.47

t0. 38
L.29

t0. 40
r.64

r0. 58
1.89

r0.39

3.15**
10.37

5. 88
t0.77
3.70

!0.44
4.81

t0 .49
3

r0
6

Ì0

if*.40*
.24
.16
.47

3 .4 7t'**
r0. 31
6.57

10. 50
3. 82**

10. 71
8. 59

t1.15
6. 18

lt.44
6.22

r1.56

47

34

60

62

96

70

77

67

t7

T7

II

9

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No



Oral debris a¡rd gingival disease scores for
classified by exposure to school dental c

Indus rial areas

sub;iects
are

cultural as

sex

l3yr. M

l3yr. F

l4yr. M

l4yr. F

l5yr. M

l5yr. F

History of
school

dental care

*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01
f..."."o I standard, error

Mean
debris
score
o.57

10.08
o.7r

10.11
0.32

10.06
0.23

10 .04
0. 70

10 .06
0.83

t0.08
0.26#

r0.04
0.50

r0.07
0. 59

r0.14
0. 86

r0.16
0. 39

r0.15
0.4s

lo.22

Mean
gingival disease

score
0.50*

10.07
0. 81

!0. 11
0.44

r0. 06
o.37

r0.06
0.66

!0.06
0. 65

t0.07
0. 39

r0.06
0.52

10.0 7
0. 64

r0.16
0. 84

!0.14
o.52

10.16
o.72

r0. t9

Mea¡r
debrÍs
score
0.55*

10.07
0.79

r0.09
0. 33

10.05
0. 30

!0.06
0. 65

!0.07
o.73

!0.0 7

o.29
10. 04

0 .41
10. 05

0.95
10.15

0.87
i 0.09

62
t8
%
08

0.
r0.

0.
r0.

Mean
gingival disease

score
0. 43

!0. 07
0. 60

t0.07
0. 34

t0 .05
0. 35

r0.07
0.5 I

10.06
0. 50

!0.05
0. 33

t0. 04
0.42

!0.05
0.73

10.13
0.65

10. 08
o.25

10.07
0.30

t 0.08

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

É
p¡
d
o
(,



N. S.

N. S.

<0. 00 I

<0. 05

Subj ects
not

treated

65.3

40. 1

76.3

1.6

97.r

19. 1

40. 1

Subj ects
treated

48. I

4s .5

79.9

1.3

97.0

31. 5

p
value

<0. 00 I

N.S

N. S.

N.S

N. S.

N. S.

50 .0N. S.

Subj ects
not

treated

s4 .4

26.9

72.O

I.1

95.8

18.4

26.7

Subj ects
treated

24.6

26.0

79 .5

0.6

95. 3

25. I

28.9

Dental hablts classified by exposure Èo school dentar care

Ind trial areas ultural areas
Percentage who p

value

<0 .00 I

N. S.

N. S.

Vlsited a dentist since leaving
priuary school

Did not consume sweeÈs or
chocolate on the day before
the survey

Brushed on the norning of the
sur:vey

Took a brush to school daily

Had their own brush

Norually used a soft brush

Nornally used a fluoride
toothpaste

N.S. = not significant

H
A]d
F
o
(¿)
l\)



Knowledge and atEitudes toríards recormnended dental habits,
classified by exposure to school dental care

ustríal areas icultural areas

Percentage v¡ho considered that

Ihey should visit a dentist every
six months

they should see a dentist following
transitory toothache

Dental visits r.rere not unpleasanÈ

Sr^reets, chocolate, cakes and
biscuits \,rrere \¡Iofse for the
teeth than oÈher specified items

Teeth should be cleaned after
eat ing

Soft tooÈhbrushes were best

They should use a fluoride
toothpaste

Primary teeEh needed care like
Pêrm¡nsn¡ teeth

N.S. = not significant

P
value

N.S

<0 .01

N.S

N. S.

<0.0I

<0 .00 I

<0 .05

N. S.

Srrb j ect s
not

treated

90.2

62.9

7 2.2

99.2

72 .7

17 .6

73.r

79.2

Subj ects
treated

94. r

7 6.7

75.4

97.0

82.0

33. I

80.3

83.3

P
value

N. S.

<0.0 I

<0.05

N.S

<0.05

<0.00 1

<0.05

<0. 05

Subj ect s
not

treated

88. 3

62.0

72.6

99.2

72.7

22.3

66.2

7 4.3

Subj ects
treated

90.7

72.0

79.8

97 .5

80.7

42.9

74.8

83.2

Ë
Þ
d
ts
o
(,
(¡)



Knowledge and attitudes on various dental topics,
classified by exposure to school dental care

Industrial areas ricultural areas

PercenÈage who considered that

Their chances of getting decay v/ere very
hi

They may have decay and not know

Ttreir chances of getting periodontal
disease were ver h

Artificial teeth hrere not as attractíve
and furctional as natural teeth

Malocclusion often resulted from the
n ct of teeth

They would never need artificial teeth
if th cared for their teeth

Teeth usually were lost in children from
deca

Dent.al disease can cause bad appearance

DenÈal disease can cause pain

Dental disease can cause bad breath

N.S. = not slgnificant

P
value

N.S

N.S

N. S.

N. S.

<0 .05

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

<0.05

N.S79 .2

Subj ects
not

treated
6.9

56.7

3.3

46.9

58.4

60 .0

67 .3

82.9

74.7

60. 3

1.6

55.4

67 .9

Subj ects
treated

8.9

6s.9

71.8

83. 3

8r.6

83 .9

P
value

N.S

<0 .01

N.S

<0. 00 1

N.S

N.S

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

Subj ects
not

treated

9.5

52.2

4.2

32.7

58.7

62.8

67.0

78.5

77.r

7 6.5

46.9

67.r

Subj ects
treated

6.5

63.0

2.5

58. 7

76.4

77.3

81. I

82.3

FI
Þ
d
F
o
(,
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1.48
!0.48
2.64

r0. 83

1 .01
r0. t0

1.50
!0.23

1. 36
!0. 14

1. 34
lo.26

1. 40
10. 17

r.64
!0.25

0. 84
r0. 35
0.79

t0.37

1.05
r0. 11
0.98

r0.20

10. 19
r0. 58
9.09

!0.72

8.50
r0. 13

7 .55
!0.2I

9. 16*
t0. l1

7.98
!0.21

9 .68
i0. 15

8.93
!0.25
L0.52
!0.17
9.82

10.28
9. 55

t0. 41
6.7 r

r0.54

5.40***
r0. 10

2.65
r0. 16

6 .48***
!0.13

3. 84
10. 19

5.64**
10.30

2.29
r0. 35

6.57
t0. 49

3.82
r0. 73

4. 9 1***
r0.11

1. 88
r0. 12

5. 52***
r0.08

2.84
r0.16

0.33
10.03

0.52
t0.06

0 .46*
10.03

0. 82
t0. 08

0. 60
10.04

0.74
t0 .08

0.87
r0.08

0.73
!0.05

0.77
r0.10
0.57

10.16
0.67

t0. 14
0. 18

r0.09

3.18**
10. 08

4.32
r0. 19

3. 68***
!0. 11

5.54
!0.23
3.31**

!0.12
5.10

!0.26
3. L4

t0. 33
3. 86

t0.35
2.95

10.28
5 .09

r0 .80

3.26***
10. 10

5. 15

!0.21r03

284

107

370

24r

92

20r

87

T4

44

2L

I1

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

History of
school

dental care

Status of permanenE teeth in subjects classified by
exposure Lo school dental care - country areas

Nr:mber of I

D,

¿!

DMF(S) I I

(upper ant.a
I t t

sub ects M I S DMF T rox. Fsex

13yr. M

I3yr. F

l4yr. M

I4yr. F

15yr. M

l5yr. F

560

0.s8

0.25

0.60

0. 36

0. 30

0.62

0. 39

0.59

0. 34

0.64

0.42

t...E"tirated mean (whole nouth) 1 stand.ard error (half mouth) F(s)...Tth. filled and sound Ë
Ê)

P
o
(,
Ul

ft ...Mean + sÈandard error
rt...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001



0.52
!0.28

0.69
10.20

0.74
!0.24
0.73

!0.22
0.s9

r0. 15
0.81

10. 19

0.94
t0. 19
0. 83

r0. 18
0 .86

!0.29
r.25

r0. 60
0.89

10. 48
0.92

t0. 35

6. 5s
t0. 34

6.78
r0. 33

7 .s3
r0. 34

6.93
r0. 30

8.03
!0.23

6. 89
r0 .21
9.23x

10. 23
7.7r

r0. 20
9 .62

t0.41
7 .88

r0. 57
L0. 44
!0.40

9 .08
10.80

4.ss
!0.29

3. 19

!0.22
5.00*

!0.28
3.56

!0.22
5.77 **x

!0.20
3.44

t0.17
6. 60x**

r0.18
4.2L

t0. 19

6. 76***
J0. 36

2.63
!0 .44

7 .33
!0.47
4.77

!0.67

o.2I
i0. 06

0. 56
r0.08
0. 18

!0.05
0.44

r0.08
0.20

r0.05
0.41

r0.05
0 .47

r0.06
0.48

r0.05
0 .67

10. 13
0. 38

10.10
0.44

t0.22
0. 15

r0. 08

r.7gx
!0.17

3.04
!0.21

2.35
!0.2I

2.93
!0.2I

2.06*
r0. 13

3.03
r0.16

2. 17*
i0. 13

3.01
r0. i5

2. r9x*
!0.27
4.88

r0. 43

!0.29
4. L5

t0 .45

2.67

29

s4

45

34

7T

97

94

95

2l

T6

13

9

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

No

Yes

History of
school

dental care

Status of permanent teeth in subjects classified by
exposure to school dental care - State capital

Number of !

MIsub ects F S DMF

++
DMF(S) '

(upper ant.I

D,
tsex

l3yr. M

I3yr. F

l4yr. M

14yr. F

l5yr. M

15yr. F

ïox. F DMF

0.69

0.47

0.66

0 .51

0.72

0. 50

0.71

0.55

0. 70

0.33

0. 70

0. s3

f...Estinated mean (whole Eouth) + standard error (half mouth) F(s)...Tth. filled and sound
!!

' '.,.Mean + standard error
*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001

Ë
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o
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Oral debris and gingival dÍsease scores for sub¡iects
classified by exposure to school dental care

Co t areas State c iÈa1
History of

school
dental care

1...Ma"., + standard error
*...p < 0.05

Mean
debris
scoresex

13yr. l"f

13yr. F

l4yr. M

14yr. F

15yr. M

l5yr. F

0. 59
r0. I4

0. 75
r0 .09

0.22
10.06
0.26

10.06
0.42*

r0.06
0. 63

t0 .07
0. t6*

10.03
0.26

r0. 04
0.58

10. 14
0.64

10.13
0.12

r0.06
o.37

!0. t2

Mean
gingival dísease

score
0. 70

t0. 10

0.88
i0.09
0.44

t0 .09
0.36

r0.07
0. 66*

10.07
0 .87

r0. 07
0. 38

10.05
0.49

r0.05
0. 66

r0. 16
0.82

10. 17
0.52

r0.18
0. 60

r0. 13

Mean
debris
score
0.75*

r0 .04
0. 98

t0.08
0.34

r0 .02
0.27

r0.04
0.78

!0.04
o.74

r0.07
0.37

!0. 04
0. 38

r0.05
0.95

!0.12
0. 80

10.16
0.44

10.14
0. 34

!0.12

Mean
gingival disease

score
0. gg*

!0. 04
1.06

10.07
0.57

r0. 03
0. 51

i0. 05
0.94

10.04
0.97

r0. 07
0 .59

!0. 04
0.62

r0 .06
0. 88

r0. 10

0.99
10.18

L.02
r0.14
0.73

!0.24

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

H
0)
ct'
H
o
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Dental habits classified by exposure to school dental care

Count areas StaÈe ca ítaI

Percentage who

Visited a dentist since leaving
primary school

Did not consume sh¡eets or
chocolate on the day before
the survey

Brushed on the norning of the
sur:vey

Took a brush to school daílY

Had their own brush

Normally used a soft brush

Normally used a fluoride tooth-
Paste

N.S. = not significant

<0 .00 I

N. S.

N. S.

N.S

N. S.

<0.00 I

N. S.

Subj eets
not

treated

p

value

69.I

3L.7

75.9

1.6

98.4

20.6

44. I

Subj ec ts
treated

42.2

36.4

82.6

t.2

98.8

35. 3

45.7

p

value

<0 .00 1

N. S.

N. S.

N.S

N. S.

<0.01

N.S

Subjects
not

treated

65.9

44.7

75.6

0.5

94.4

25.I

Subjects
treated

40.6

4t.5

74.0

1.6

95. s

32.8

47 .353. 1

FJ
Þ
d
F
o
t,
@



Ihowledge and attitudes Eowards recommended dental habits,
classified by exposure to school dental care

Count areas State ca tal

Percentage who considered that

They should visit a dentist every
six nonths

Ihey should see a dentist following
transitory toothache

Dental visits were not unpleasant

SweeÈs, chocolate, cakes and
biscuits were r¡rorse for the
teeth than other specified items

Teeth should be cleaned after
eating

SofÈ toothbrushes were best

ltrey should use a fluoride
Èoothpaste

Primary teeth needed care like
Pernenent teeth

N.S. = not significant

P
value

N.S

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

(o.oor

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

Ê
Èr

F
o
(,
\.o

90.0

58. 5

66.9

99 .0

74.O

28.3

79.7

80. 7

Subj ects
not

treated

Subj ects
treated

91.0

66.0

7r.I

98.0

87 .5

34 .4

85.2

87. i

N. S.

(0.0s

N.S

(0. os

(o .01

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

Subjects
nof

treated

p
value

91.0

60. 6

68. 9

98.5

7 6.2

29.2

83.1

77 .6

Subjects
treated

90.l

66.9

69 .0

96.1

82.4

36. I

84 .5

80. 8



Ihowledge and attitudes on various dental topics,
classified by exposure to school dental caie

Count areas S ate ta1
Percentage who considered that

Iheir chances of getting decay were very
high

They nay have decay and not know

Ttreir chances of getting periodontal
disease were very high

Artificial teeth were not as attractive
and functional as natural teeth

Malocclusion often resulted from the
neglect of primary teeth

Ttrey would never need artiffcÍal teeth
if they cared for their teeth

Teeth usually were lost in children from
decay

Dental disease can cause bad appearance

Dental dlsease can cause pain

Dental disease can cause bad breath

P
value

N.S

N. S.

N. S.

(o.oor

(0. oo r

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

N. S.

Subj ects
not

treated

8.0

58.8

3.2

34. r

51. 8

4I6

61. 1

76.5

84. 9

78.8

Subj ects
treated

3.1

62.5

r.2

48.0

68.8

69.5

63.3

81. 3

84. 8

80. 1

p
value

N. S.

(o.os

N. S.

(o.or

N.S

N. S.

N.S

N.S

N. S.

N.S

Subj ects
not

treated

I6

49.4

I.2

37.7

53. 3

63.0

68.4

78.6

7 5.9

7 4.0

Subjects
treated

6.6

55.7

2.9

4s.6

56 .4

64.8

6s.4

76. L

77 .9

76.9

s.
O

N.S. = not signfficant

N.S



Age distríbution of sample and population in the South East*

Age (yrs.)

10n

Sample

*.. .Populatlon - L97 I census

.. .Percentage distributlon in brackets

)t 6s

3,0 t9 (6.2)

s0 (4. e)

55-64

3.827(7.8)

78(7.6)

45-s4

5 ,372( 1 1. 0)

116(11.3)

3s-44

5,615(1r.5)

L32(r2.8)

25-34

6.358(13.0)

137(13.3)

16-24

7 ,435 ( 15.2)

r22(Lr.e)

0- 15

17.L52(35.2)

3e4(38.3)

Ft
0)
d
P
o
s
H



U. S.A.

3
4

I
1

2.7
6.L
5.9

10. 1

0
I

20
20

7

0
34
38
48.1*
57 .3*

Eng. &

I^Iales

0.5
L.4
5.9
7.6

16. 3
28.0
36.1
44.2

I
1

6T
66

4
6

80
82

South
East
2.0
3.8
5.0
1.6

16. 1

13. 8
25.0
35. 3

0
8

24
53
53. 1

s8.7
78.9
93.5

Total
edent.

4
7

3
1

9
11
16
24
L2
35
T7
27
15
29

LF
F.U

0
1( 14.3)

7)
0)

2( 66.
1 ( 100.
7 ( 77.8)

10( 90.9)
ls( 93.8)
2r( 87.5\
11( e 1. 7)
28( 80.0)
13( 76.5)
t9 ( 70 .4',)

)
)

0
7

80
89

12(
26(

F. U.
0
0
0
0

)11I(I
0
0
0

8. 3)
2.e)

1(
1(
0
L( 3.7)
0
0

F.L
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

N. D.
4 ( 1oo. o)
6( 8s.7)
1( 33.3)
0
1(
1(

11.1)
9. 1)

)
)2 51

6.31(
1(
0
6( 17.1)

23.s)
2s.9)

4(
7(
3( 20.0)
3( 10.3)

Nunber of
subi ects

199
183
60
62
56
80
64
68
50
65
32
46
19

31

Edentulous subjects
and l.Iales, and

in the South East, England
in the United States

cenf

South East

s of total edentulous in brackets

40 1e.0) 0 4 1.9 1 79

PereenËage
edentulous

Age
S.

<16

16-24

25-34

35-44

45-

55-64

), os

Pooled 1,015

exS

M

F

M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
2T

N.D. ...no denture

F.L. ...full lower denture

F.U. ...full upper denture
* ...estimated from age-sex specific groupsST

H
Ê,
d
ts
o
Þ
|.J



F. U.
0
0
0
0
0
1(s.6)
0
0
0
2( 6. r)
0
1( 3. 7)
0
0

F.L
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

N. D.
00
85

o)
7)

4(1
6(
0
i( 33.3)
0
2( 11.1)
0
4( 14.8)
0
6( 18.2)

11.8)
33.3)

2(
e(
4( 20.o)
2( 8.3)

)a
2.9
to
3.4
3.8

2t.7
27.I
32.1

8
5

29
48
56.7
56. 3

0
9

87
88

4

7

1

3
2

18
13
27
L4
33
T7

27
20
24

r37
245

35
87
53
83
48
84
47
68
30
48
23
27

tEdentulous subjects, classified by age and socio-economic level

No. b of denture ¿

Age

)16s

S/E
level
Upper
Lower
Upper
Lower
Upper
Lower
Upper
Lower
Upper
Lower
Upper
Lower
Upper
Lower

Number of
sub ects

1,015

Total
edent.

2t0

Percent.
edent.

F. U.
F. L.

<16

L6-24

25-34

3s-44

45-54

55-64

20.7 40( le. o)

0
1 1,4.
1 ( r00.0)

2 ( 1oo. o)
15 8 .3
13(100.0)
2 )
14 ( 100.0)
25 75.8
1s( 88.2)
1 .0
16( 80.0)
22 91.

0 4(1.e) 166( 7e.O)Pooled

t ...Upper...S/E groups A and B

. . .Lol¡er. . . renainder
*. . . Perceritages of total edentulous in brackets

N.D...no denture

F.L.. . fu1l lower denture

F.U. .. full upper denEure

Ë
d
F
o
5.(,



PercenÈage of New Zealanders wearing full upper
and full lower dentures*

Table 44

Percentage wearlng ful1 upper
and ful1 lower denturesSex

Number of
subjects

Age
(yrs. )

20-29

30-39

40-49

50-59

)roo

11. 7

t4.7

29.5
36.8

53.6
65.6

33. 1

49.7

70. 4
83.9

*...Derived from findings of Burgess and Beck
172

M
F

240
333

M

F
298
326

M

F
33s
378

M

F
302
326

M

F
335
404



Subjects edentulous in the upper jaw on1y,
classified by age and sex

Table 45

No. with fu11**
upper denture

73( 8e.o)

Age
(vrs.)
<16

16-24

25-34

3s-44

4s-s4

55-64

Sex
Number of
subj ects

Total *
edent.
upper

)265

Pooled 1,015 82( 8.1)

*...Percentages in brackets

**.. .Percentages of ttedent. uppertt in brackets

M

F
L99
183

0
2 ( I 1)

0
0

M

F
60
62

1(
6(

r.7)
9.7\

1(100.0)
s( 83.3)

M

F
56
80

4( 7. 1)
13( 16.3)

3( 7s.o)
13( 100.0)

M

F
64
68

13( 20.3)
10 ( t4 .7\

12(
9(

e2.3)
90.0)

M

F
50
65

11(
11(

22.0)
16.9)

11(100.0)
10( 90.9)

M

F
32
46

3(
s(

e .4)
10.9)

3(100.0)
4( 80.0)

M

F
19

31
0
3

I s)
2)

2(
1(

1( so. o)
1(100.0)



Table 46

Subjects edentulous in the upper jaw only*
by age and socio-economic 1evel'

classífied

No. with fu11**
upper denture

Age
(yrs. )

<16

t6-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

ss-64

)r6s

Pooled

S/E
level

Number of
subj ects

Total *
edent.
upper

1,015 82( 8.1) 73( 8e.o)

+'...Upper...S/E groups A and B

...Lower...remainder
*. . .Percentages in brackets

ìl*...Percentages of "edent. uppertt in brackets

t37
245

r(
T(

0.7)
0.4 )

0
0

Upper
Lower

35
87

1

6

(
(

2.e)
6.9)

1 ( 100.0)
s( 83.3)

Upper
Lower

53
83

4( 7.5)
13( 15.7)

4 ( 100.0)
12( 92.3\

Upper
Lower

48
B4

6(t2.5)
t7 ( 20 .2\

6 ( 1oo. o)
15( 88.2)

Upper
Lower

47
68

13(27.1)
9 ( 13.2\

13( 100.0)
8( 88.9)

Upper
Lower

30
48

2( 6.7)
6(12.5\

2 ( 1oo. o)
s( 83.3)

Upper
Lower

3( 13.0)
0

2( 66.7)
0

Upper
Lower

23
27



Denture wearers by type of denture(s)

16-24

25-34

35-44

45-s4

55-64

Age

)r 65

Nr:mber of
Sex sub ects

1,015 298 29.4 1(0.3) 2(0 .7) s(1.7) ro( 3.4)

F.U. .. full upper denture

F.L.. .full lower denture
*...Percentages of total denture \¡rearers in brackets

Denture wearers t of denture s *

LL(3.7) 12. 1) 67 (22. s) 166(ss.7)36

P.U. ..partial upper denture

P.L. ..partial lower denture

No.
with
dent.

Percent.
with
ent.

Pooled

H
Ê)
d
ts
o

!

1s(46.e)
21(55.3)
11(40.7)
28( 62 .2\
13(61. e)
19 rc7 .9)
12(92.3)
26(96.3\

F.L
F. U.

)
)

836
32.3

7(
10(

0
0

16
55

7)
6)

1(
s(
4(2r. L)

13r4 1.9 )
12(37.s)
8(21.1)
e(33.3)
8(17.8)
2( e.s)
s ( 17.9)
0
0

F. U.

6(31.6)
7 e2.6\
3(
3(

e.4)
7 .9)

1)
7)

3(11
3(6

e. s)
7. 1)

2(
2(
0
0

P.U.
0
1(s0. 0)

503(
3(

0)
3)33.

0
0
1(5.3)
1( 3. 2)
1(3.1)
2(5.3)
1( 3. 7)
2G.4)
1(4. 8)
2(7 . r\
0
0

P.U.
P.L.
0

0

F.U.
P. L.
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
t( 2.6\
3(11.1)
3( 6.7\
I
0

( 4.8)

7 .7)
3.7)

1(
1(

F. L.
0
0
0
0
1 (s.3)
0

1)
6)

1(3
r(2
0
0
2(e .5)
0
0
0

0
r(2.6\
0
1 )22(
0
0
0
0

P. U.
F. L.

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
1 (2 .6)
0
0
0
0
0
0

P. L.
0
0
0
0

0
2

s4
69
65.6
60.9
68.4
87. I

0
1.1

0
5

10
t4

9

I
33
38
50. 0
55. 9

0
2

6

9

19

31
32
38
27
45
2T
28
13
27

199
183
60
62
56
80
64
68
50
65
32
46
19

31

M

F

M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F



Table 48

Denture hrearers classified b
socio-economíc 1evel

y age and

Age
(yrs. )

<16

r6-24

25-34

3s-44

45-s4

55-64

S/E
Level

Number of
subj ee ts Denture wearers*

0
2 ( 0.8)

2e8(2e.4)

>6s

Pooled 1,015

...Upper...S/E groups A and B

.. .Lower...remainder
*.. .Percentages ln brackets

t

Upper
Lower

L37
245

Upper
Lower

35
87

Upper
Lower

53
83

Upper
Lower

48
84

s(14.3)
10(11.s)

12(22.6)
38(4s.8)

24(s0.0)
46 (s4. 8)

Upper
Lower

47
68

32(68.1)
40 (s8. 8)

Upper
Lower

30
48

21(70.0)
28(58.3)

Upper
Lower

23
27

18(78.3)
22(8r.s>



Table 49

Number of full dentures amongst dentures worn by subjects
classified by age, sex and socio-economic level

Age
(yrs. )

<16

16-24

25-34

3s-44

4s-s4

s5-64

)t 65

Pooled

No. of
dent.

No. of*
fu11

dent.
S/¡**
leve1

No. of
dent.

No. of*
fu11

dent.Sex

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lor¿er

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lower

487 416(8s.4)

*.. .Percentages in brackets
*?k. ..Upper...S/E grouPs A and B

. . . Lor¿er. . . remainder

39
72

33( 84.6)
63( 87.s)

51
70

39
46

33( 84.
41( 8e.

0
3

6
12

0
2( 66.7)

3( so.o)
e( 7s.0)

8( 57. 1)
44( 80.o)

41( 80.4)
61( 87.1)

34( e4.4)
44(100.o)

I4
55

6)
1)

36
44

487 416( 8s.4)

M

F
0
3

0
2(66.7)

M

F
s(62.s)
7(70.0)

8
10

M

F
27
42

1e ( 70.4)
33( 78. 6)

M
F

48
63

43(8e.6)
s3(84. 1)

M

F
42
79

34 (8 1.0)
68(86.1)

M

F
36
49

31(86.1)
43(87.8)

ì,t

F
26
s4

2s (96 .2)
s3(e8.1)



No. vis**
for pain
47 (28.7)
39 (26 .5\
30 (so. o)
22( 35 .5\
37(67.3)
46 ( s6 .8\
43(6e.4)
33(s1.6)
33(66.0)
40(63.5)
23(76.7)
31(68.9)
12(66.7)
22(8L.5\

Number of
sub j ects

164
r47

60
62
55
81
62
64
50
63
30
45
18
27

33 ( 33.0)
27 (28.4\
20(5s.6)
20(39.2)
28(87.s)
35 (68.6)
3r(77 .s)
22(57 .9\
20(74 . L)
28(71.8)
14(77 .8)
19 ( 70 .4)

s (s0. 0)
10(71.4)

No. vis. **
for pain

40
38
27
39
18
27
10
It+

Number of
sub-Í ects

r00
95
36
51
32
51

12(s4.s)
11(42.3)
13(s6. s)
12 (s0.0)
e(7s.0)

12(66.7)
7 (87.s)

12(92.3\

No. vis.**
for pain
14 (2r .e)
12(23. r\
l0(41.7)
2( 18.2)
e(39.1)

11(36.7)
23
30
22
26
23
24

Number of
sub i ects

64
52
24
11

T2

18
8

l3

M

F

M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F

Age
rs.

16-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

Sex

Number of subjecÈs, who visiÈed a dentist only when in pain,
classified by age, sex and socio-economíc level

erS E* Lower S E*

350 146(4t.7) 578 312 (s4.0)

)t65

Pooled 928 4s8(4e.4)

*.. .Upper.. .S/E groups A and B

. . . Lower. . . reme inder
**.. .Percentages in brackets

Ë
Þ
cr
ts
o
lJt
O



fillin
No. rec. **

80 (40.4)
77 (43.3)

s. s)85

46(78.0)

85.269

70.48

47(8s.s)

47 (7 3 .4)

40
44

(80.0)
( 68. 8)

20(64. s)
30 (6s . 2)

9

I2
(4t
(4r

4)
4)

ectssub
Number of

198
178
59
62
55
B1
64

50
64
31
46
L9
29

fill
No. rec. **

42(33.e)
s 1(43. 6)
23 (6s .7)

84.3

78.440
26(81.3)

64.27
27 (64.3)

2r(77.8)
24(60.0)
12(63.2)
17 (60 .7)

)
)

0404 (
( 33. 3

Number of
sub j ect s

124
IT7

35
51
32
51
42
42
27
40
19
28
10
l5

No. rec.**
filling

38 (s 1. 4)
26(42.6)

0.910
23(es.8)

96.729
21(e1.3)

20(90. e)
2 1 (80. 8)
19 (82.6)
20 (83.3)
8(66.7)

13(72.2)
s (5s. 6)
7 (s0 .0)

Number of
sub j ec ts

74
61
24
11
23
30
22
26
23
24
12

18

9

T4

M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F

M

F

M

F

Age
rS Sex

37r

*...Upper...S/E groups A and B

. . . Lower. . . rernainder
**. . . Percentages in brackets

Nr¡nber of subjects, wtro had received a filling,classified by age, sex and socio-economic level

U rS E?t Lower S/E*

260(70.7) 633 362(s7 .2)

Total

I -24

25-34

3s-44

45-54

55-64

)t 65

Pooled
1,004 622(62.0)

FJ
OJ
cr
ts
o
(-rr



Number of subjects, who visited a dentist in the past 12 months,classified by age, sex and socio-econouic revel

S E?rr

Sex

353

*... Upper. .. S/¡ groups A and B

. ..Lower. ..remainder
**...Percentages in brackets

Lor¿e S/E* TotalAge
rs.

<16

16-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

)tos

Pooled 2t4 60.6) 609 2s3(41. s) 962 467 (48.s)

H
d
F
o
(.'l
N)

34(60.7)
_ 48(78.7)

26(46.4)
39 (52.7\
22(34.e)
3L(49.2\
17 (34.7)
20 (34.5'.)

)
)

33310(
8( 18. 2
2(10.s)
2( 6.s)

No. vis. **
dentist

6105

ectssub

103 (s4. 8

Nunber of

188
L70
56
61
56
74
63
63
49

30
44
79

31

No. vis.**
dentist

s4.863
ss (46 .6

16(s0.0)
78.0

e(27.3)
16 (3s. 6)
Lr(26.2)
L7 (43.6)

7 (2s.e)
e (2s.7)
4 (2r. L)
4 ( 14.8)
1(10.0)
2(11.8)

ectssub
Nunber of

118

32
50
33
4s
42
39
27
35
T9

27
10
T7

No. vis**
dentist

48 (68. 6)-
42(76.4\
18 ( 7s .0)
g (81.8)

17 (73.e)
23(7e .3)
LL(s2 .4)
14 (s8. 3)
l0 (4s. s)

47 .8

23.54

6 (s4. s)

1( 1t . 1)
0

tPe

Nunber of
subj ects

70
55
24
11
23
29
2l
24
22
23
II
T7

9
L4

M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F



S.

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

Age

)¡ 65

S

M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F

Sample classified by age, sex, place of
birth and place of residence

Place of residence

4,09 1 2,L3O 6,221 Ð:o 208 L,238 780 59 839 5 ,901 2,397 8,298

M

F
Pooled

Ê
Ê¡
d
ts
o
Lrl(,

Total
995
977

678
643

519
530

777
782

700
712

417
s68

Other
206
198
266
266
290
250
259
203
r39
rt7
91

TT2

South
Australia

Aust.
born

789
779
511
516
388
393
44r
509
380
413
326
456

Total
100

89
92
80
75
61
66
68
69
47
47
45

Other
I
3
9

7

7

9

11

3
1

4
3

1

Rural area
Aust.
born

99
86
83
73
68
52
55
65
68
43
44
44

Total
1

I
36
57

115
113
110
90
99

100
74
86
72
86

Other
I1

L9

26
2I
28
25
25
18

7

8
t2
I

Country urban
cenËre

Aust.
born

L25
138

89
92
82
65
74
82
67
78
60
78

759
73r
570
589
493
492
s35
s44
376
397

ToÈa1

298
437

Ocher
t94
t76
23r
238
255
216
223
t82
131
105

76
103

State capital
Aust.
born

565
555
339
351
238
276
3L2
362
24s
292
222
334



Age
(yrs. )

24

25-34

35-44

4s-54

55-64

>6s

Pooled

Sex

Sanple classífied by age' sex, socio-economic
level and Place of residence

Place of residence

2t7 433 293 113 1,830 5,0 30 1,438

M

F

It
F

M

F

M

F
M

F

M

F
I,173 3,940 1,108 224 797

Ê
Þ
d
H
o
(Jl
5'

67
205

10

37
10
29
t7
66

327
501

334
239

53
40

538
536
469
417
487
464

229
209
199
197
196
t82
118
86
31
27

l]nclass .

760
69

95
74

South
Australia

Lower
S/E

level

Upper
S/E

level
140
2t0

24
33

Unclass.

10
7

1

3
1

2

2

5

11
I4

Lower
S/E

level
59
38
32
35
31
2I
19

2T
20

8

7

2

Upper
S/E

level
31
44
59
42
43
38
4s
42

8
5

3

2

16
10

Rural area

Unclass.

2

6

2

3
I
3

2

11
11

42
6l
73

Lower
S/E

level
118
119
90
91
83
63
74
65
49
33

5

7

r4
11

6
6

Country urban
cenfre

Upper
S/E

level
16
32
23
19

26
24
23
24

7
31

8
24
13
50
45

L49
242
395

ljnclass.

83
6T

Lower
S/E

level
583
536
4L6
410
3s5
333
394
378
265
198
4L
31

66
50
15
11

93
134
147
148
130
135
r28
r16

Sfate capital
Upper

S/E
level



Age
rs.

15-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

5s-64

Pooled

Se
M

F
M

F
M

F

x

Projected nr:mber of edentulous subjects
classified by place of residence*

Number tulous

St te a ir

t57,578(24.3) 43,000 (32.4)

M

F
M

F
M

F
5

27 ,855 (30. 8) 228,43r(26.2)

*. . . PercenÈages in brackeEs

F-l
Þ
d
ts
o
(Jl
(Jl

South
Aust.ralia
I
I 808

(
(

r. 0)
1. 7)

,033

5,009( 6.0)
6.72r( 7.9\

r0,496( 15.2)
13.2r9 ( 19 .6)
19,463(27 .L)
30. 2 10 (43 .2\
25,272(47 .3)
33.2r2 (60.4)
31, 659 (72.3)
50 ,329 (8 I . 7)

Rural area
1)
1)

366( 3
186( 2

L,892( 17.0)
r.048(11.4)
2,651(33. 1)
1.8 rs Q7 .7\
2,68r(34.9)
4,0t2(59 . 5)
3,361(46.9)
2 .84s (62 .6)
3,444(76.1)
3.ss4(84.8)

Country urban
centre
366 (
186 (

2.3)
r.2)

787 ( s.7)
2.4s9(18.9)
2,53r(2L.5)
3.L94(32.4)
3,742(32.5)
5.937 (60.8)
3,987 (52.2)
6,099(73.9)
6,444(87 .4)
7 .268(89.6)

30 0.4)
1 .8)

2(
6(1.43

2,330(
3.2r5(

4.0)
s. 1)

5,3r4 ( 10. 8)
8.2 10( 16. 1)
13, 040 (24.8)
20 ,26 I (37. 9)
t7 ,924(46.4)
24.268 (5 7.5)
2L,772 (68. 3)
39.s06(80.1)



Table 56

Projected number of edentulous subjecËs
classífíed by socio-economic level*

Age S E level

33,7 15 17 .6) 102 , 538 ( 19 .5) 92,r77 (60.5)

*.. .Percentages ín brackets

S

15-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

5s-64

>/65 M

F
Pooled

Sex
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F
M

F

Upper Lower Unclas sifled
0

407( 1.8) 068I
( 1.3)
I 1.4)

1,o32 0
332( 4.2\

L,969( 7.9)
1.3561 s.9)

3,040
5. 139

.3)

.8)
(5
l8

0
227( 5.7\

2 ,49 6(L2 .2)
2-802113.7)

7,697(t6.2)
9.891(22.6\

303(30.1)
526( t6.9)

4, t96 (20 . 5)
6.367(3s.3)

t4 ,925 ( 30 . 2)
20.68s (4s.3)

342(Le.6)
3-t57 (50.6)

4,983(40.8)
4 .623(s2 .4\

L6,944(49 .2)
15. 695 ( 62 .2\

3,345 (49. 3)
t2.894(61.s)

2,29t (61.3)
2.225(81.7)

3,466(62.6)
2.956 ( 70 .9)

25,903(75 .0)
4s.148(82.s)



Table 57

Projected number of edentulous subjects
classífied by place of birth*

Place of birth
Age

(yrs. )

15-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

Sex

180, 13 1(29 . o)

*.. .Percentages in brackets

M
F

M

F

M

F

M
F

M

F

M

F
1765

Pooled 48,300( 19.4)

Australia Other

e32(
t,476(

1. 1)
1.8)

101(
332(

0. s)
1. s)

4,2O4( 7.6)
5,968(10.6)

8os( 2.e)
753( 2.6>

7,96L(20.0)
9,310(22.6)

L3,999 (30.7)
23,9r0(47.7)

t8,732(47.8)
27 ,547 (64 .6)

2,535( 8.7)
3,909 ( 15.0)

s,464(20.9)
6,300(31.7)

6,540 (46. 0)
5, 665 (45. 8)

24 ,687 (7 2. 3)
41,405(84.3)

6,972(72.2)
8 ,924 (7 | .4)



The wearing of full dentures by sex, place of birth,
place of residence and socio-economic level

Number of edentulous wearing*

Populat ion
grouP

Males
Fem¡1sg

Aust. born
fnmi granÈs

South Aust.
State capital
Country urban
Rural

Upper S/E level
Lower S/E levet
llnclassif ied

Number
edent.

F.U. . .full upper denture

F.L.. . full lower denture

N.D...no denture
*. . . Percentages in brackets

N.D.

3,325 (r.0¡
1,635(1.2)

3 ,997 (2.2)
e63(2.0)

4,960(2.2)
3,L73(2.0)
1,102 (2.6)

68s(2.5)

238(0.7)
1,8 70 ( t. a¡
2,853(3. 1)

0
0

0
0

0
0
0
0

0
0
0

F. L.a. u.

3,044 (3.3)
3,723(2.7)

5,483 ( S. O¡
r,284(2.7)

6,767 (3 .0)
4,04t(2.6)
1,615(3.8)
1, 110(4.0)

7 t3(2 . r)
2,582(2.5)
3,47r(3.S¡

F. U.
F.L .

86,564 (93.1)
130, 140(96.0)

1 70, 650 (94 .7)
46,054 (95 . 3)

216,704(94.9)
150, 365 (95.4)
40,283(93.7)
26,059(93.6)

32,764(97.2)
98,085(95.7)
85,851(93.1)

92,932
r35,499

180,131
48,300

229,43r
r57 ,578

4 3, 000
27 ,855

33, 7 15
102,538
92 ,17 7

H
Êl

F
o
l-n
æ



Projected number of denture l¡Iearers classified by
âBê, sex and tYPe of denture(s)*

Number with denture S b t of denture S

Age
Number

of
sub ects

Nr¡mber
with

dentureSex S

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

>65

106,o56 6,347 (6.0)
6 0 5.

83,29I 16,L97(19.4)
85 000 2 6 2 .9
69,000 27 ,625(40.0)

030 .,

7t,704 39,486(55.1)M

F 69 99L 65 69.2

M

F

M

F
1"1

F

M

F

l'{
F

53,400 38,689 (72.5)
55 00 44 387 80.
43,792 37 ,29L(85.2)
61 607 57

Pooled 870,970 373,835 (42.9 r, r52( 19 . o t6,704(58.0) 2,613(3.4 4,3r9(14.5) ,598 (0.4) r,704(¡. r) 86 (0. 1) , 359 ( 1.4)

F.U.. . full upper denture P.U.. .partial uPper denture

F.L. . . full lower denture P.L.. .Partial lower denture

*.. .Percentages in brackets

Ë
9,d
ts
o
(-n
\o

P.L.
302(4.8)
ss0 (9 . 1)

7)
6)

443(2.
96s (4.

1)
7)

30s(1
st2(r
3rs(0.8)
823( r.7\
s20(1.3)
425 ( 1.0)

0
r99 (0.3)

0
193 (0.6)

0
r.9 3(0 .4)

0

0

F. L.
0
0
0
0

0
0

128(2.0)
111( 1 . 8)
77
10

1(4. 8)
8 (0. 5)

ee8(3.6)
1.136 (3.7)
L,26t(3.2)
r -297 (2 .7)
t,662(4. 3)
2. 3s8 (5 . 3)

3)
7)

868(2.
1.006 ( I .

P.L
P. U.

LF
P.U.

0
0
0

211(1.0)
0

304 ( 1.0)
0

198 (0.4)
los (o . 3)
333(0. 8)
106(0.3)
34 I (0. 6)

P.U.
3,459 (54.5)
2.r02(34.8)
5,803(35.8)
s - s68 (26.3\
8,181 (29.6)
4.969 ( 16. 3)
7 ,990(20.2)
s.589(11.5)
3,951(10.2)
2.959( 6.7\
2,029 (5.4)
t.7 t9 ( 3. 0)

101(1.6)
0

42e (2.6)
450(2.1)
ele(3.3)

1.165(3.8)
r,577 (4 . O¡

r.822 ( 3. 8)
r,852(4.8)
1.788(4.0)

926(2.s)
r.584(2.7\

UF F.U.
P.LF. L.

1,033(16.3)
1. 386 (23.0)
4,647(28.7)
6.72r(31.8)
9,979(36.1)

12.997 (42.7)
17,932(45.4)
29.458(60.8)
23,854(61.7)
31.s66(71.1)
29,tr9 (78. 1)
48-Or2(83.2)

F. U.
t,326(20.9)
1.890(31.3)
4,104(25.3)
7.138(33.7)
7 ,24r(26.2)
9.167( 30. 1)

t0,41t(26.4)
9 .085 ( 18. 7)
6,746(t7.4)
4.9s7 ( 11.2)
4,244 ( 11.4
4.843( 8.4



Projected percentages of dentures that were full prostheses, classified by the subject's
â8e, sex, place of residence, plaee of bírth and socio-economic level

Age
s Sex

Percent.
ful1

dent.

Place
of

residence

Percent.
full

dent.

Place
of

b irth

Percent.
ful1
dent.

S/E
level
Upper
Lor¿er

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lor¿er

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lower

Upper
Lower

Percent.
ful1

dent.
15-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

), os

0
0

69
69

72.O
51. 1

72.4
77.4

76 .3
85.2

82.0
86.5

94.2
90.0

H
Þú
H
o
o\
O

74.r
49.2

Aust.
Other

6

1

84
80

Aust.
Other

87 .2
83.6

Aust.
Other

94.5
92. r

Aust.
Other

60.2
30. 3

Aust.
Other

8r.0
64.2

Aust.
Other

State capital
Country urban
Rural

47.r
55. 0
80. 3

State capital
CounÈry urban
Rural

61.3
81.7
77 .4

SEate capital
Country urban
Rural

2

4
3

69

85
9I

State capital
Country urban
Rural

81 .0
90.5
87.s

State capital
Country urban
Rural

84.7
90.7
92.0

State capital
Country urban
Rural

92.7
98.s
97.4

M

F
4s.9
6r.9

M

F
62.7
74.r

2

0
7I
80

M

F

4
4

79
86

M

F

3
3

85
87

M

F

0
6

M

F 94.
93



Projected number of denture ü/earers classified by
age, place of residence and type of denture(s)*

Number with denture S b t of denture S

S

Age

t5-24

25-34

Place of
residence

South Aust.
State eapital
Country urban
Rural 20 793 687 8.

Nr¡mber
of

sub ects
2 10, 885
158,630
3t,46t

168,29t 3

tzl,t9L 2

26,7 77
20 32

136, 300
100,100
21,630

14 1, 695
105,995
2r,283

108, 400
80, 800
t5, 888
1I

105, 399
81, 19 I
15 ,490

Nr:mber
with

denture
12,386( 5.

,745( 4.
,954( 9.

,358(22.
,277 (r8.
,204(30.

58,069 (42.6
39, 188(39. 1

9,926(45.9

87 ,95t(62.
63,085(59.
14,340(67.

83, 076 (76.6
6t,399(76.0
12,525(78.8

7

2

I
7

2

8
6

e)
e)
4
I
2

4
6
8

I
5

4
0

I
2
2

8

South Aust.
State capital
Country urban
F¡¡ral
South Aust.
State capital
Country urban
Rural

54 South Aust.
State capital
Country urban
Rr¡ral

L4 570 8 9 6

8

L4 4r7 10 524 73.
55-64 South Aust.

State capital
Country urban
R¡rral

65 South Aust.
State capital
Country urban
Rural

129 151 8.
94,995 (90.
73,23L(90.
L4,286(92.

8 I 7 4 85.

F.U. . . full upper denture

F.L. . . fuJ.l lower denture
*. . .Percentages

P.U. ..partial upPer denture

P.L. ..partial lower denture

in brackets

FJ
Þ
d
F
o
o\

e4s ( 1. 1)
7 36(1.2)
e2(0.7)

117(1.3)
ree (0.2)
lee (0. 3)

0
0

P.L
852( 6.e)

(r1.0)852
0
0

[,408 (3.8)
t,L54(5.2)

2ss (3 . r)
0

817(1.4)
s8o ( 1. s)
125 ( 1. 3)
111( I . 2)

1,138(1.3)
831(1.3)
e4(0.7)

2L3(2.0\

F. L.
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

1e 3(0. 3)
le 3(0 . s)

0
0

1e3(0.2)
8e (0. 1)

104 (o . 7)
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

4,020 (4. 8)
3,496(5.7)

s24(4.2)
0

L,874(2.0)
L,673(2.3)

1 11 (0. 8)
90(1.2)

P.U.
P. L.
239 (r.e)
111( 1. 4)
128(4.3)

0
87e (2 .4)
73s ( 3. 3)

0
r44(2.r)

2,L34 (3.7)
1,941(5.0)

e7(1.0)
9711.1)

2,558(2.9>
2,162(3.4)

2e3(2.0)
104 ( 1. 0)

UP

F. L.
0
0
0
0

)
)

211(0.6
1

0
0

(0. e2T

304 (o. s)
304 (0. 8)

0
0

1e8(0.2)
le8(0.3)

0
0

438(0. s)
438(0.7)

0
0

)
)

447(o.s
7

0
0

44 (0. 6

rr,37r(30.4)
7 ,968(35. 8)
1,845 (22.5)
1. s58 (22.7\

13,150 (22.6)
10,957(28.0)

62r( 6.3)
r-573(17.6\

13,579 ( 15 .4)
11, 280 ( L7 .9)
t,275( 8.9)
r-026( 9.7\
6,9 10 (
5,335(

e44(
63r(

8. 3)
8.7)
7 .5)
6.9)

3,748(:.e¡
3,549 ( 4. 8)

111( 0. 8)
88( 1.2)

P. U.

)
)
)
)

9

I
3
2

5,56L(44
3,780(48
1,339(45

442(26
87e (2 .4)
3e4(1.8)

0
486(7.t)

2,084(3.6)
t,552(4.0)

428(4. 3)
10311.21

3,399(3.9
2,303(3.7

3t7 (2.2
779 (7 .4

0
499(5.5ì

3,640(4 .4)
3, 140(5.1)

2,5r0(2.6)
2,334(3.2)

88(0.6)
88(1.2)

F.U.
P. L.

101(0.8)
101(1.3)

0

0

F. U.
F. L.

2,4L9 ( 19 .5)
r,409 ( 18.2)

4se ( ls. s)
ssz(32.7\

2 .797 ( 40.7)

11,368(30.
5,327 (23.
3,246(39.

4)
e)
6)

22,976(39 .6)
13,126(33.5)
5,489 (55. 3)
4-362(48.7\

47 ,390 (53.9)
32,r57(51.0)
8,881(61.9)
6.3sr(60.3)

55,420(66.7)
40,196(65.5)
9,290(74.2)
s.933(64.8)

77,L3r(81.2)
58, 150(79.4)
12, 9 18 (90. 4)

6 -064181 . 1l

3,216(26.0)
t,494 ( 19. 3)
1,028(34.8)

694 (41. 1)
rr,242(30.1)
6,490(29.t)
2,859(34.8)
1.894 (27 .5\

16,408(28.3
10,534 (26 .9
3,t67 (3r.9
2.707 (30 .2

19,496(22.2)
t4,068(22.3)
3,376(23.5)
2.0s2( 19 .5)

11,703(14.1)
8,057( r3. 1)
L,675 ( 13.4)
1-971(2r.5\

F. U.

9

6

I
I

087( 9.6
881( 9.4
0s8( 7.4
148(1s.4



Projected nurnber of denture h/earers classified by
âgê, socio-economic level and type of denture(s) *

Nuuber with denture S

S

e of denture S

Age
S

S/E
level

Upper
Loq¡er
Unclass.
Upper
Lower
Unclass.
Upper
Lower
Unclass.
Upper
Lower
Unclass.
Upper
Lower
Unclass.
Upper
Lower
Unc q

Number
of

sub ects
37 ,433

t55,423

47,673
tt5,494

40,796
9 1, 389

Nr:mber
with

denture
1,498 4.0

10,350( 6.7)

9,528 (20.0)
27 ,067 (23.4)

15,824(38.8)
40,390 (44.2)

25-34

35-44

55-64

>6

5 t23 764 t4.9

4 856 45. I
38,547
95, I6t

22,424(58.2)
60,498(63.6

7 6 2 3.0
2I,020
59,621

t5 ,686(74 .6
46,555(78.1)

27 759 0 835 75.
6,459
9,702

117 1

s,643(87.4)
8, 753 (90.2

F.U. .. ful1 upper dent.ure P.U. . .partial upper denture

F.L... full lower denture P.L. . .partial lower denÈure

*. . .Percent.ages ín brackets

Fl
Þ

P
o
o\
N)

P. L.
0

852(8.2)
0

2r4(2.2)
1,r94(4.4)

0
re 4 (L .2)
623(r.s)

0
s26(2.3)
613( 1.0)

0
117(0.7)
s14(1.1)
314(1.s)

0
0

199 (0.2)

F. L.
0
0
0
0
0
0

e7(0.6)
97 (0.2)

0
0

le3(0.3)
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

UP

LP

0
128( L.2)
111(20.6)
2s2(
627 (

0

2.6)
2.3)

3e3( 2.s)
t,631( 4.0)

r11( 6.0)
I,29L(
I,268(

0

5. 8)
2.r)

1,025 (
2, 138 (

8s7(

6.s)
4.6)
4. 1)

.6)

.6)

.8)

(1
(¡
(1

90
3r7

1.467

F.L
P. U.

0
0
0
0

211(0.8)
0

e7(0.6)
¿08(0.s)

0
0

re8(0.3)
0

ros (0. 7)
111(0.2)
¿22( r. r\

0
¿20(2.s)
227 ( 0.3\

P. U.
460(30.

'+,894(47 .

206 ( 38.

7)
3)
3)

3,164(33.
7,992(29.

2L5(28.

2)
5)
1)

\, t38(26.2)
3,499 (2 1. o)

sr3(27 .6)
3,963( 17 .7)
),r34(15. 1)

484( 9.6\
L,592( 10 . 1)
1,506( 9.7)

811( 3.e)
109
324
3153

( 1.e)
( 3.7)
( 4.1)

(6.7 )1

0
0

10

206(2.2)
673(2.5)

0
1,024(6.5)
1,059 (2.6)

0

F.U
P. L.

6)
4)
1)

(s.
(3.
(2.

L,257
2,037

104
1,039(6.6)
I, 581 (3 .4)
1 .0 19 (4 .9\

303(s.4)
407 (4.6)

1.800 (2.2\

F. U.
F.L

4o7(27.2)
r,789(17.3)

22r( 41. t\
3,181( 33.4)
7 ,96r(29 .4)

227 Q9.7\
5,298(33.5)

17 ,072(42.3)
607 (32.7)

r0,22 1(45.6)
33,950 (56. 1)
3.2r7(64.0)
9,409(60.

31,100(66.
14 .909 (7 r.

0)
8)
6)

4,248(75.3)
6 ,213(7 1 .0 )

66 -670( 82.7\

F.U
s31(3s.4)

2,685(25.9)
0

2,5L1(26.4)
8,408(31. r)

322(42. L\
4,583(29.0)

rL,202(21.7)
624 (33.6\

5, r66(23.0)
L3, LO6(2I.7)
r.224(24.3\
2,398(15 . 3)
6,603( L4.2)
2.702( 13.0)

8e2 ( ls.8)
t,270(14.5)
6.923( 8.6)



Age Aust.
born

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Nuurber
of

sub ects
L67,949
42,9 36

111,931
56,360

81,079
55,22I

95 ,67 6
46,020

81,817
26,593

83,239
22,L60

Nu¡rb er
with

denture

Projected number of denture vrearers classified by
âBê, place of birth and type of denrure(s)*

Nurnber with denture S b of denËure S

F. U. . . full upper denture P. U. . . partial upper denture
F. L. . . full lower denture P. L. . . partial 1or¿er denture

*.. .Percentages in brackets

rs.
5-241

S

9,716(
2,670(

s. 8)
6.2)

25-34

3s-44

45-54

55-64

)¡ 65

29 ,t55 (26 .0)
8,203(14.6)

39 ,788(49. r¡
18,281(33.1)

65 ,438 ( 68 . 4)
22,5r3(48 .9 )

64,902 ( 79. 3)
18,174(68.4)

76,154(91.5)
18,841(85.0)

Hp
d
P
o
o\
(/)

P. L.
3

9

32L( 3
t3r(19

)32(1.8)
376(10.7)

304 (
(

0.8)
2 .8)t13

728( 1.1)
410( 1.8)

(
(

5

4

35
10

0. 8)
2.3)

ee(
100 (

0. 1)
0.s)

F.L
0
0

0
0

0
1e3(1.1)

104
89

(0. 2)
(0.4)

0
0

0
0

P. U.
P. L.

128( 1. 3)
17r(4.2)

688 (2. 4)
le1(2.3)

1, 140 (2.9)
ee4(s.4)

1,887(2.9)
671(3.0)

2,635(4.1)
1,385 (1.0¡

L,237 ( t. 0)
637 (3.4)

P. U.
F. L.
0
0

0
27r(2.6)

e7 (0 .2)
207(1.1)

le 8 (0. 3)
0

222(0.3)
276(r.2)

227 (0.3)
220 (r.2)

P.U
4,074(41.9)
L,487 (55.7)

7 ,737 (26.5)
3,634 (44 . 3)

6,756(17.0)
6,394(35.0)

9,248(14. 1)
4,33r(r9 .2)

5, 655 (
1,255 (

8. 7)
6.e)

3.e)
3.e)

3, 005 (
743(

UF

P. L.
101(1.0)

0

87e ( 3. o)
0

7,875(4.7)
209 ( 1. 1)

2 , 426 (3 .7)
e7 3(4 .3)

3, oo8 (4 .01
632(3.5)

2,070 (2 .7)
440 (2 .3)

F. U.
F. L.

1,986 (20. 4)
433(16.2)

9,919 (34.0)
7,449 (77 .7)

16,635 (4 1. B)
6 ,34r(34.7)

36, 165 (55 . 3)
rr,225 (49 .9)

2)
e)

43,624(67.
rr ,796 (64 .

62,321(81.8)
14,810(78.6)

F.U
3,r07(32.0)

10e ( 4. 1)

9 ,4or(32.2)
1,841 (22.4)

(32.6)
( 18. 7)

L2,983
3,425

1.4 ,682 (22 .4)
4 ,874 (2r.4)

9,224(I4.2)
2,479(13.6)

)
)

7,196( 9.4
1,891(10.0



Estlmated cost of deLivering care from July
to December, L972

Item

Table 64

Estlmated cost *
Salaries

- clínÍcal staff
dentists
Èheraplsts
chairside assistants

- supporÈive staff
- cl-eaners

Stores and mínor equípment
replacements

Electricity, hrater, gas
telephone and laundry

Postage

Travel

Clinics (two and three-chair)
- capítal deprec.

- maintenance

Clinícs (nobíle)

- capÍÈal deprec.

- maÍnËenance

Vehíc1e

- capital deprec.

- malntenance (inc. operat.
costs )

76 ,962. 85 (24.0)

104,953.80(32.7)

43, 6s8 .97 (L3.6)

L6,2r2.42( 5.Ð
3,842.65( I.2)

28,536.97( 8.9)

7,ILL.9O( 2.2)

860.00( 0.3)

2,106.14( 0.7)

29,349.89( 9.1)
3,450.00( 1.1)

2,698.06( 0.8)
160.00( 0.0)

262.28( O.D

683.82( 0.2)

(7 6. 6)

( 11. 4)

Total 320,849 .7 5

*...Percentages of total cost in brackets



Estimated annual operational cosÈ of the School
of Dental Therapy

Item Estimated cost ?t

Table 65

(82.4)
Total salaries (inc. admin.)

SLudent money allowances*¡t

Stores and minor equipment
rePlacernents zlc*

Electrici-ty, \^raterr gâs ¡

larndry and maintenance

Postage and telephone

Travel

Inlorkers t compensation

Operation of vehicles

Freíght and miscellaneous

Estim. increase in maintenance
Èo correspond to annual
average over 15 years

Total

I38,742. 08 ( 66. 0)

34,488. 38( 16.4)

18,729.53( 8.9)

I
J

to ,092 .43(.

1,5i6.40(

s 38 . s 3(

69.8s(

672.50(

3,429.60(

4. B)

0. 7)

0. 3)

0. 0)

0. 3)

1. 6)

*...Percentages of total cost
**...Increased to correspond to

of 15 second-year: students

2,000.00( 1.0)

2ro,279 .30

in brackets
the average class



cost standards for care províded at the school 0f Dentalïherapy frorn July to December, Ig72

Cost standards ($
fee-fo r-servicett

) based on
schedule*Item of care

Exams, x-rays, p
d.h. e.

roph c1rruor. ,

One

446.20 ( 0. B)

Restorations

Extractions

Endodont ics

Pros., mth. guards

Ortho.

Sedative dressings, miscel1.
operat.

Total
(Adjusted ¡6¡ ¿l :'.-:!)

52,675.43

(47 ,725 .09)
40,495 .80

(36,692.06)
40 ,32r.40

(40,321.40)
. Percentages cf total cost standard in brackets
. Reduced to al_l_ow for multíple services (see text)

- N.B., not applicable to schedule three Ê
ÊJ
o.
F
o
o\
o\

Three

13,238.50 (32 .8)

24,635.72(6r.Ð

1,319.75( 3.3)

467.75( t.z)

0.00( 0.0)

46r.68( 1. 1)

1e8.00( 0.s¡

Two

75 ,324 .99 (37 .8)

22 ,494 .7 7 (55 .5)

1,036.24( 2.6)

386.2s( r.o)

0.00( 0.0)

1e8.00( 0.s¡

1,055.55( 2.6)

79 ,897. 05 (37. 8)

29,575.53(56.I)

1,361.00( 2.6)

0.00( 0.0)

220.s6 ( 0.4)

i,175.09( 2.2)



Cost standards for care provided Èhrough Eeams of dentists and therapists
and througþ solo dentists from July to December, 1972

Dentists and thera iSIS Solo dentists

Ltem of care

Exams, x-rays,
proph. , fluor. ,

d. h. e.

Res tcrat ions

D--+-^^ri^-^
L À L ! d ! L IU II5

Endodontics

Pros., mth.
guards

0rtho.

S.edat ive dress-
ings, rúscel1.

operat.

Tc¡ t al
(Adjusted

t c tal ?k ìk)

2,917.56( 0.6)

Cost standards ($) based onttfee-for-servicett schedule*

Two

29 ,3L8.48

(26,777 .68)

Three

9 ,32r . 40 (32 .4)

17,198.47(59.8)

277.20( r.o)

483, L7 5. 64

440 ,7 16 .23)

37r,576.5r

( 338, 853 .4 1)

36L,494.46

(36 1, 494.46)

0ne

38,157.49

(35,386.75)

28,749.41

(28,749.4L)

J....Percentages of total cost standard in brackets
-*rr. . . Reduced to allow for mult iple services ( see text)

- N.8., not applicable tc schedule three

Ë
Þ
d
F
o
o\
._J

1,410.55( 4.9)

4ee.rs ( 1.7)

e.64( o.o)

33.00( 0. 1)

72,r75.09(41.5)

15,I34.57(5I.6)

r,t44.29( 3.9)

4L7.8s( 1.4)

e. 64( o. o)

33.00( 0. 1)

404.04 ( r. a¡

16 ,046 .47 (4r .4)

20,260.20(52.3)

r,465.00( 3.8)

|Be .t2( 1.3)

t0.74( 0.0)

36.76( 0. 1)

4/+9.20( 1.2)

116,847.10(32.3)

206,44L.76(57.r)

20,536. 15( 5. 7)

1,889.84( 2.2)

2,23t.0I( 0.6)

2,613.00( 0.7)

4,876.20( 1.3)

148,036.12 (39.8)

r85,772.44(50.0)

16,687.68( 4.5)

6,627.74( 1.8)

2,094 .29 ( 0.6)

2,613.00( 0.7)

9 ,685.24 ( 2.6)

Cost standards ($) based onttfee-for-servicett schedule*

ThreeOne T\¿o

193,712.20 (40. I)

243,828.01(50.5)

2r,529.00( 4.5)

7,917.94( 1.6)

2,313.6r( 0.5)

r0 ,777 .32( 2 .2)



Table 68

Operational cost of the School of Dental
Therapy in 1975

em

Total salari-es (inc. admj-n. and
student money allowances)

Stores and minor equipment
replacements

El-ectricity, water, gas, Iaundry,
frelght and operat. of vehicles

Postage, telephone, maintenance
and rniscellaneous

Travel

Es lmated cost ¡t

846,634. 82 (8 I . S)

91, -590.47 ( B. 8)

41,805.85( 4.0)

48,906.59( 4.7)

6, 138.62( O.6)

Total 1,035 ,076 .35

* .Percentages of total cost in brackets



Tabl-e 69

Operat,íonal- cosË of deliverlng care in 1975

Item

Total salaries (lnc. adnin.)

Stores and mlnor equipment
replacements

Electrlcity, traterr gâsr
laundry, freight and operat.
of vehícles

Postage, telephone, maintenance
and miscellaneous

Travel

EsÈlmated cost ($)*

L,L7O,668.72(80. 2)

155,607 .04 ( 10 . 7)

7O,337 .42( 4.8)

57,660.19( 4.0)

4,632.16( 0.3)

ToËal 1,458,905.53

*...Percentages of total- cost ln brackets



Time taken in minutes by dentisËs to provid.e restorative
care by Èype of rest.oraÈion and yeat of. graduation*

Dentísts no. ín bracket

Restoratíon e**Tooth t
Primary

Permanent 24.886
!0.966
29 .77 3
r1.345
3s . s56
!3.275
28.625
r1.314
3s . s56
!2.057

(22)

(22)

(e)

(20)

( 18)

*...Mean + sÈandard error
**. .. Interpretation as specified in Appendix 5.1

H
Êt
d
ts
o
!
O

Total
24.038
! 1. 711
28.158
rI .336
3 I .000
!2.963
26.500
!2.273
30 .500
!4.637

( 13)

( 1e)

( 10)

( 10)

( s)

23.056
lL.489
29.444
lL.547
32.r43
!3.9L2
27.t43
!3.L07
3r.667
!6.667

(e)

(e)

(7)

(7)

(3)
24.500
r1.384
30.000
!7.667
32 .000
!4.637
29.000
!2.048
36 . 111
!3.706

( 10)

( tol

(5)

( 10)

(e)

Graduating in
I97L ox 1972

25.208
lI.392
29.583
t2.106
40 .000
!4.082
28.25C
r1.750
35.000
!2.04I

(tz¡

(12)

(4)

( 10)

( e)

Gradr:aÈing
before 1971

26.250
!4.732
27.000
!2. L34
28.333
!4.4t0
25. 000
!2.887
28.750
18.750

(4)

( 10)

(3)

(3)

(2)

(2.2)

(2.3)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(2.2)

(2.3)

(1)

(2)

(3)



Time taken in mj-nutes by therapisÈs Ëo provide restorative
care by type of restoraËion and year of graduation*

Ttrer SËS no. in brackeÈs

Restoration ¿¿Tooth

Pri-mary

Permanent

Total

i! il\r+t
fi' i!! c+a r

11'.21",^"

?z \ti,*,
34.205(44)t0. 86
28. r25
10. 80 7
35 .885
!0.943
42.300
!2.327
33.457
10.855
39.807
r1.1

(48)

(4a¡

(2s)

(47)

(44)

*. ..Mean + standard error
*ik...Tnterpretation as specified ín Appendix 5.1

Fl
Þ
d
ts
o
!

Graduatíng in
L97I or L972
26. 346
lr.564
3r.207
r0.982
35.089
lI.727
29.696
11.178
34.23r
!1.23L

(26)

(2e)

(28)

(23)

(26)

Graduating
before 1971

22.647
lL.667
28.816
t1. 383
32.031
!1.912
28. s00
lI.7 39
34. 167
!1. I79

( 17)

( 1e)

( 16)

(1s)

( 18)

(1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

(2)

(3)

(1)

(2)

(2.2)

(3)

(2.3)

27.895
r1.395
34. 868
r1.331
39.09 1

!3.7 43
33.42r
r1.395
39 . 167
r1.980

( 1e)

( 1e)

( t t)

( 1e)

( ta¡

28.276
10.993
36.552
lr.298
44.82r
!2.876
33.482
r1.101
40.250
lI.477

(2e)

(2e)

( 14)

(28)

(26)



TabLe 72

Numbers of children examined per dentist

Number of children
per dentist

20

40

50

70

80

Number of regíonal
dentís ts

Number of staff
dentist

10 0

0

0

2

5

I

0

60

1

1

3

1

2

1

1



Table 73

Types of treaÈment lndlcated for decay by theraplsts, regional
dentisÈs and staff dentists (percentages in brackets)

Examíners Restorations ExtracËions

Iherapists

Regional dentists

Staff dentists

Other:!r

*.. . Temporary dressíngs

. ..Abrade and polish

...Leave



TabIe 74

IMean d values per therapíst, expressed as teeth per chíld

-0.8*
t0. 3

-0. B

10. 5

0.6
to.7

-0.4
10.5

0.6
10. 5

-1.0
10. 6

-0.2
10. 3

t .. .Mean t standard error

*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: trrr*...p < 0.001

_2. 1***
r0. 3

-0.5
10.6

0.7't
r0. 3

-0. 5
r0. 3

-0
10

6
5

-0 .4
!0. 7

1.0
10.6

0.5
!0.5

-0.7
10. 4

0
10. 4

-0. 6
t0. 4

I
7

0
+0.

0.9
10. 9

-0.1
r0. 3 3

0
r0

1

r0
0
5

0
10. 6

-0
+0

2

7

-0
10

5
5

0.2
t0.4

0.1
10. 5

0.3
10. 6

0
0

1

1+
0.1

10. 3

-1.6't
!0.7

-o.4
r0 .5

0.1
t0.4

-0. 5
xo.7

0.5
10.4

-0 .9
10. 6

o.2
10.5

0.9
lo.4

2.6**
!0.7

0
r0 .9

0.6
!0.3

-0
r0

3
5

0.6
!0.7

0.1
to .4

-0
!0

5
3

0.4
10.5



Table 75

Mean d values per therapist, exprçssed as
occlusal surfaces per childl

0.3
r0.3

3
3

-0.4
!0. 3

-0
10

o.4
!0.4

0.6
t0. 3

-o.2
lo.2

0.1
!0.2

-0. 5
r0. 3

0
!0.

0.2
10. 1

-0. I
t0. 5

-0.5*
to.2

I
2

0.2
r0.5

-0. 4
10. 3

0.8*
10.3

-o.2
r0.3

t. .."""r, + standard error

*...p < 0.05: *t(...p < 0.01

-0.7t
10. 3

0.1
!0.2

0.1
t0. 3

-0. 3
10. 3

2

6
0

r0.
-0. I
Ì0.3

-0.2
!0.2

0.6
10. 3

0.1
lo.2

-0. 1

lo.2
0

10. 3
o.2

!0.2

-0
r0

I
2

0.1
r0.1

-0
r0

8
6

0.1
t0. I

-0
Ì0

4
3

0.2
!0.2

0.5
10.5

-0
10

3
4

-0
!0

3
4 2

0
r0

0.4
i0. 3

0.9 x
t0. 3

1.1t*
10.3 3

0
Ì0

0.5,k
lo.2

0.1
r0. 3

o.2
r0 .4 2

0
r0

-0
r0

2

4



Table 76

Mean d values per theraplst, exprçssed as
proximal surfaces per chíldl

-o.2
lo.2

-0.7
t0. 6

-1.3
r0.7

- 1.3*
r0. 5

0.3
lo.2

2
2

-0
t0

-0
t0

o.2
r0. 1

-0
r0

0.5
t0. 4

1

3

4
2

-0.1
lo.2

- 1.0
r0. 5

-0 .4
!0.2

-0.1
t0.5

1. 3*
r0. 5

t ...Mean t sÈandard error

:t...p < 0.05

0.3
r0. 3

-0
t0

5
5

-0
t0

4
2

I
7

0
t0.

0.5
11 .0

-0
r0

1

I
0

r0. 3 t0
4
4

0.

-1
10

0
6

-0
r0

6

6
-0. 1

t0. 7

0
lo.2

-0
r0

I
7

o.2
r0.6

-0.1
t0. 6

2

3
0

t0

-I.2
10. 6

-0
10

5
3

-0
r0

6

7
-0
10

4
3

-0.5
r0.4

0.8
r0. 5

-0
t0

4
5

-0
r0

4
3

2

7

1

t0
0.1

r0.9
-0
r0

2
5

-0
t0

1

3

0.3
to.4

-0
t0

2
5

-0
r0

3
3

0.4
r0.4



Major reasons for referral, as stated by theraplst.s, reglonal
dentlsts and staff dentfsts (percentages ln brackets)

TabLe 77

Statistlcal
s e

MaJor reasons
for referral

Orthodontic

Orthodontlc
plus other
pathol.

Restoratlons

Mlscellaneous*

x2 = 9.60

df=6

noÈ sig.

*.. .ExtracÈlons :

...Endo. :

Soft tissue pathol-ogy

Occl-usal rehabllltatlon etc.

Theraplets
Regfonal
dentlsts

Staff
dentists

25e (e2.2>

10 ( 3.6)

6( 2.1)

6( 2.r)

2s2(87.8)

e( 3.1)

10( 3.s)

16( s.6)

243(8s.3)

16( s.6)

12( 4.2)

14( 4.e)



Mean DMF and df scores per child, as assessed from data provÍded
by therapists, regional dentÍsts and staff dentists

df FMDfdExaniners

Therapists

Reg. dentists

SÈaff dentists

Statistical

significance

,
x;=17.95

df=2
p < 0.001

)
\=18.80

df=2
p < 0.001

x?;z.ss

d.f=2
not sig.

df.=2
p < 0.01

32

df=2
noÈ sig.

x?r=s.zz

df.=2
p < 0.01

xf=r. rs

df=2
not sig.

DMF

4.834

4.706

4.792

*1=ro.t, ,Ç=o

Ë
g)
d
H
o
\¡
@

1.85s

r.970

I .938

0.126

0. 128

0. 128

2.853

2.609

2.726

3. 183

3.109

3. r79

r.326

L.409

r.260

L.857

1. 700

I .919



lypes of occlusion, as classified by Èherapists, regional
dentists and staff dentists (percenËages in brackets)

Examiners

Ttrerapists

Reg. dentists

Staff dentisrs

No:mal Class I
Class II
Div. I

Class II
Div. II Class III

Statistical
signíficance

x2 =L7 . 19

df-8

p < 0.05

H
ß)

H
o
\¡
\o

ls(3.2)

L2(2,6)

10(2.1)

10(2.1)

23(4.e)

24(s.L)

loo (2 1.3)

8e(18.e)

e8 (20. e )

236(s0.2)

r9e (42.3)

zls(4s.7)

L09 (23.2)

147(31.3)

123(26.2>



scores for oral hygiene and glngivitis, as provided by therapists,
regional dentists and staff dentísts (percentages in brackets)

Score*
Examiners

Statistical
significanceCondition

OraI

hygiene

Gingívitis

xfr=o . so

df=2

not sig.

Iherapists

Reg. denËists

Staff dentists

,Ç=rrr.aa

df=2

p < 0.001

*...0ra1 hygiene

1 - t'very goodtt

2 - t'goodtt

3 - ttpoortt

4 - ttvery poortt

x. .. Gingivitis
1 - ttabsenttt

2 - "mild"
3 - ttmoderatett

4 - ttseverett

É
0)
d
ts
o
æ

4

48 ( 10. 2)

53( 1 r. 3)

6 I ( 13.0)

7 ( 1.s)

11( 2.3)

23( 4.e)

3

186(39.6)

L7 L(36. 4)

16e(36.0)

ro4(22.r)

83(17 .7)

I4e (31.7)

2

2r7 (46.2)

216(46.0)

203(43.2)

331(70.4)

228(48.s)

244(51.e)

1

le( 4.0)

30( 6.4)

37 ( 7.e)

28( 6.0)

148(31.s)

s4(11.s)

Therapists

Reg. dentists

Staff dentists



scores for hypoplasia and fracÈured teeth, as provided by Èherapists,
regional dentists and staff denËísts (percenËages ín brackets)

Score*
Examiners

Statistical
significanceConditíon

Hypoplasia

Fractured

teeÈh

x?¡z+.tz

*. . .Hypoplasia

I - ttabsentrt

2 - "very mild"
3 - ttmoderatett

4 - ttseverett

df=2

p < 0.001

*?=to. no

df=2

p < 0.01

*...Fractured teeth
1 - absent

2 - affeeting the enamel only
3 - affecÈing the dentine to a "smallt' extent
4 - af.fecËíng the dentine to a t'largert exÈ.enÈ H

0r
d
ts
o
@
ts

4

4(o.e)

3 (0. 6)

7( 1. s)

0(0 )

1(0. 2)

1 (0.2)

3

2r(4.s)

16(3.4)

31(6.6)

6(1.3)

11(2.3)

16(3.4)

2

204(43.4)

166 (35. 3)

Lee (42.3)

s0 ( 10. 6)

34( 7.2)

48 ( 10.2)

1

24r(5r.3)

28s (60 .6)

233(4e.6)

414(88.1)

424(e0.2)

40s(86.2)

TherapisËs

Reg. dentists

Staff dentists

lherapists

Reg. dentists

Staff dentists



subjects classífied by exposure to fluorídati-on, sex and age at the
initial restoraÈion of upper pennanent first molar tooth surfaces

Knor^¡n
e)aPosure

to
fluori-
dation

Males Females

Permanent
fírsÈ
molar

Right

Surface

*.. .Percentages with surface not restored

Left

N.R.*

5

2I
26

58

90

98

7

l7

35

63

85

97

Age (yrs. )

56789101112

119421510530
152t1515L6114
01111618t765
003811299
0000234L
00001010
01842188s20
19152015959
011011221344
00364798
00014334
00001011

N.R.*

6

2I
26

66

81

100

5

22

27

66

87

97

Age (yrs. )

s6789101112

22438L7L2010
L7141815L4100
01615242752
00r42rL97
0001I2510
00000000
22636199210
06161718876
0r519211467
00r4613s5
00101425
00000210

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

Occ

Mes

DisÈ.

Occ.

Mes.

Dist.

H
0)o'
ts
o
æ
NJ



subjects classifíed by exposure to fluoridation, sex and age aË the
iniÈial restoration of lower pernanent first molar tooth surfaces

I(nown
exPosure

to
fluori-
datíon

Males Fem¡lsg

Per-rttaoa
firsË
molar

Right

Left

Surface

*.. .Percentages with surface not restored

N.R.*

8

71

29

6T

75

95

13

8

28

60

69

Age (yrs. )

56789101112

22637L46L42
101023161114

00819231083
01252IIL26
00027358
00001103
22537t48501
310201910159L
0210L716L2r05
002941r77
00027697

9400103011

N.R. *

6

19

25

62

80

99

6

12

13

62

64

97

00023744
00001000
52333L412223
0131313141295
02714209It6

Age (yrs. )

56789101112

426311712L21
08L2112011118
01720209135
0041.65814

02044LL 710
0001661013
00000102

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

Occ

Mes.

Di st.

Occ.

Mes.

Dis t.

H
Þ
d
ts
o
@
U)



PermanenÈ
first
molar

Percentages of uPper permanenË first molars receiving cerÊaín restorations, classífíed
by exposure to fluoridation and deeay rates ín the príurary dentítion

Knor¿n
exposure

to
fluori-
dation

Restorations

Prímary tooËh
decay rate

) mean
Number of
subj ecEsSex

Males

Males

Females

Females

Occlusal
buË no

occluso-
proximal

14.5

26.7

41.0

47 .5

18.2

26.7

5r.3
39 .3

14. I
28.3

38. 3

52.8

20.4

Disto-
occlusal

23.6

13. 3

0

0

14.5

111

5.1

r.6
13.0

6.5

4.3

0

18. 5

10 .9

6.4

0

Mesio-
occlusal

81. 8

64.4

46.2

26.2

81. 8

62.2

33.3

34. 4

85.2

60.9

55. 3

30.2

7 s.9
52.2

48.9

26.4

0cclusal
< 8 years
of age

76.4

48.9

28.2

18.0

72.7

53.3

25.6

L9.7

75.9

45.7

34. 0

20. 8

74.r
43.5

34. 0

17.0

Occlusal

96.4

9i.1
87.2

73.8

100 .0

88 .9

84.6

73.8

100. 0

89.1

93.6

83.0

96.3

89. 1

89.4

77 .4

55

4s

39

6I

55

45

39

6T

s4

46

47

53

54

46

47

53

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

Right

Left

Right

Left

H
Þ
C'
ts
o
æ
F.

3

9

38

34

50



Permanent
first
molar

Prirnary tooth
decay rate

) mean
Nr:mber of
subj ect s

Percentages of lower permanent first molars receíving certain restorations,
classified by e:çosure to fluoridatíon and decay rates in the prirnary dentition

I(nown
exPosure

to
fluori-
dation

RestoraËions

Sex

Males

Males

Females

Females

Occlusal
but no

occluso-
proximal

20.0

13. 3

46.2

41.0

14.5

24.4

51. 3

32.8

18 .5

2I.7

36.2

49.r

17.4

18 .5

36.2

52.8

Disto-
occlusal

2L.8

17.8

2.6

0

40.0

31. 1

2.6

3.3

29.6

19 .6

4.3

5.7

35.2

26.r
10.6

1.9

Mesio-
occlusal

76.4

7 3.3

43.6

34.4

78.2

s7.8

38. 5

37 .7

77 .8

63.0

55. 3

24.5

79 .6

63.0

53.2

28.3

0cclusal
< 8 years
of age

7 2.7

46.7

28.2

14. 8

76.4

42.2

33. 3

2r.3
87.0

39. I
53.2

151

81.5

43.5

44 .7

22.6

0cc1usal

100.0

86.7

89.7

7s.4

98.2

88. 9

89.7

72 .I
98. 1

84 .8

91 .5

75.5

100 .0

82.6

93.6

81. 1

55

45

39

6T

55

45

39

16

54

46

47

53

54

46

47

53

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Right

Left

Right

Left

H
PJú
H
o
co
(.'l



Subjects classífied by exposure Èo fluoridation, sex and time lapse between the
initial rest.oration of occlusal and proxirnal permnnenÈ first molar tooth surfaces

I(nown
exPosure

to
fluorí-
dation

Males

Tíme lapse*

Females

Permanent
first
molar 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 N.P.***

Upper

rl-

Upper

left
Lo¡¿er

T t
Lower

left

*...Age aË initial occluso-proximal restoration minus age at initial occlusal restoration
(age measured Ín years)

**...Neither proximal nor occlusal surface restored

***...0cc1usa1 surface restored, but proximal surface not. restored

FJ
Þ
d
F
o
æ
o\

N. 0. **

N. P.

5

12

7

L7

8

T7

I
13

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 N.P.***

Time lapse*

15 18 19 10 7 320 2r

t21057440046
15t41712521027
11 7 5 7 3 3 2 0 45

1513269711020
11 6 s 6 9 3 0 0 43

1320t614551018
14 5 4 8442L 4s

N. O. **

N. P.

6

2L

5

22

6

t9

6

2T

15162011552r19
t4 4 8 46 300 40

10132320620020
10 5 4 I 4 2 r 0 4s

6152317741022
610 6 7 4 r 0 0 44

L4142211763017
ls 7 4 63 300 43Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No



ClassÍficatíon of occlusal surfaces of perÉ.nenÈ first
molars by dental arch and region

Classification*

Region

Non-fIuorid.

FluorÍdated

Dental
arch

Pooled t_, 384 (42 .4)

*...Percentages in brackets
**...4 : sor¡nd and eligible for sealant.

...8 : sound but not eligible for sealant

...C : history of caries

...D : unerupted

370( I 1. 3) 574(L7.6) 940(28.8)

F'
Þ
d
ts
o
00\¡

D**

300 ( 31. 6)

2e2(30.8)

L74(2s.4)

L74(25.4)

C¡t*

81( 8. s)

1ls(12. 1)

Lez(28.O)

186(27.r)

B**

132(13.e)

Ls7 (16 .6)

37( s.4)

44( 6.4)

A**

43s (4s. e)

384 (40. s)

283(4 1. 3)

282(4r.r)

Upper

Lower

Upper

Lower



Upper and lower estimates of retention rates
of sealant by dental arch and region*

Regíon

Non-f1uorid.

Eluoridated

Dental
arch

Pooled

*. .. Expressed as percenÈages

Lower
esËímaÈe

24.s(r28|s22)

Upper
estimaÈe

30.s(L59/s22)

F]
PJ
C'
P
o
@ø

24.o(42/L7s)

27 .2(4O I r47)

28.0 (28l 100)

4e.o(4e/Lo0)

20.o(3s / r7s)

re .aQ8/ 147)

26.O(26/ r0o)

3e .0 (3el 100)

Upper

Lower

Upper

Lower



Region

Non-fluoríd.

Fluoridated

Nunbers of occlusal surfaces affected
by decay Í¡ test and control groups*

Dental
arch

Group

e3(17.8)

*. . .Percentages in brackets

Pooled L23(23.6)

Ê
D¡
cr
ts
o
æ\o

Control

46(26.3)

47(32.0'

ls ( 1s.0)

15 ( ls.0)

Test

34(re.4)

32(2r.8)

18 ( 18. o)

e( e.o)

Upper

Lower

Upper

Lower



Mean base-line debrís and gingival disease scores for ËesË and control groups,
classified by sex and period of participation ín Èhe educational prograrrne

Test group Control group

Sub-group

Mal-es

Fem¡lsg

Partieipation (test)

- last Ër¡o nonths

- remainder

Pooled

Nunber of
pairs

91 r.267 0.780 t.269 0.764

Ë
Þ
d
ts
o
\oo

0.957

0.58¿r

0.696

0.798

Gingival
disease

score
Debris
score

1.528

r.027

L.347

1. 110

Gingíva1
dísease
score

r.026

0.549

0.623

0.857

score
Debrís

1.s48

1.004

L. LOz

1 .348

44

47

61

30



Redueti-ons in the grohrth of debris and gingival disease scores in test students classified by sex*and
period of participation in the educational progranrme, as indicated by comparisons with controls'

ReducÈions
Number of

paírs

Males

Fem¡1es

Participation
- last two months

- remainder

Sub-group

Pooled

Gingival disease scores

91

I'...Means t standard errors:
*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01:

percentage reductions in brackets
***...p < 0.001

0 .306***
!0.077 (se. 1)

0.290***
10.069 (40. 1)

Ë
0¡d
ts
o
\o
ts

(s4.7)

(26.s)

0. 38 1 ***
t0 .09 7

0. 185
!0.097

(37.1)

(4s.2)0. 354**
t0 . 120

0.243xx
10.084

Debris scores

0.332***
10.082

(5e . e)

(s8 .4)

0.278*
t0. 134

(7s.1)

(46 . o)

0.529 ***
10.135

0.197*
t0. 09 1

47

44

61

30



used a
sofr b

Practice
Nornally

Normally
used a
fluoride
paste

Brushed
that
morning

rush

PereenÈages of test and control subjects practising specifíed oral hygíene practices,
classified by sex and period of partÍeipation ín the educat,ional pro grarme

Percenta at ,+,

df= 1

N.S. = noÈ sígnifícant

P
value

<0.00 1

<0.05
<0.05
<0.01
<0 .00 I

N. S.
N. S.
N. S.

<0.05
.01

1

05
<0. 00 1

0t

<0
<0

<0

S

1

s
s
S

S

0
N

<0.
N
N

S

S

N
N
N
N

N
N

S

s

H
Þ
d
H
o
\o
N)

L3.47
4.27
4. 00

IO.23
18. 38
0.00
0.00
0.00

79
04

5
7

10
04

8
6

L3.92
6.86
L.07
8.03

00
00

0
0
o. L7
o. 17
0.00

36
00

0
0
o.75

Fo11ow-up

4
2

61
70
70 .0
63.9
65.9

2
I

18
29
24.2
63.6
80.9
70. 0
73.8
72.5

6
5

63
74
69.2
7s.0
97.9

0
2

80
90
86.8
77.3

100. 0
89.0

Base-1ine

22.7
51. 1

36,7
37.7
37.4
L8.2
31 .9
25.3

9
1

40
51

7

8
36
50
46.2
34. I
63.8
49.5
75.O
95.7
73.3
91. I
85.7
70. 5
97.9
84.6

Males
Fenales
Partic. last two months
Remainder
Pooled
Males
Fem¡lgs
Pooled
Males
Femafsg
Partíc. last two nonths
Renainder
Pooled
Males
Females
Pooled
Males
Fernales
Partic. last two monÈhs
Reroainder
Pooled
Males
Females
Pooled

Test

Control

Test

ConÈrol

Test

Control



00
39

0
I

00
96

0
0
0. 63

94
00

0
0
0.63

7L
00

I
0

10
68

0
3
1.53
2.40
1. 13
4.35

Fo1lor.ri-up
0
1

50
68

3

4
63
57
59 .3
6r.4
57.4
59.3

5

3
54
72

0
7

70
60
63.7
81.8
91.5
86.8

Base-1ine
50. 0
55. 3
63.3
47.s
52.7

7

6

72
59
65.9
70.5
74.5
63. 3
77.0
72. 5
65.9
83.0
74.7

Males
Females
Partic. last two months
Renainder
Pooled
Males
Femnfss
Pooled
Males
Fenales
Partic. last Èwo monËhs
Remaínder
Pooled
Males
Females
Pooled

Test

Control

TesË

Control

Percentages of test and control subjects practising specified behaviour related to diet and
dental care, classified by sex and period of participation in the educational progranme

Percen at )(i
P

Behaviour
d not

eat s\.reets
or ehocolate
on the preceding
day

Visited a denÈist

(i) j-rL 1974
(base-1ine)

(ii) in 1975
( follow-up )

Sub- df= I ueva1

S

S

0

N

N

N
N

N
N

N

N

N

N
N

N

N

N

N
<0

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

5

N. S. = noË significant

Ë
Þ
d
H
o
\o
UJ



DMF(S) scores for the base-line fluorl-dation study, as assessed
with and without the use of posterlor bite-wing x-rays

Mean DI{F(S)

I.{lrh
rrray

findings

I

10

Age
(vrs. )

6

L2

T4

L6

Nr:mber of
subJects

Percentage
Lncrease

ln score

8.1

t7.9

L4.9

20.L

25.9

24.5

H
0,ú
H
o
\o5

L.74

4.74

8.32

L4.60

22.O2

26.87

t{fthout
x-ray

findings

1.61

4.O2

7.24

12.16

17.49

2t.58

336

346

337

336

333

338



lable 95

Percentages of amlgam restorations which included more thanone surface, as related to the extent of e:<posure of x-rays*

Number of :erays
per oPerator Per

day

0.5

0.5

o.7

1.0

1.1

1.1

L.2

L.7

2.O

The percentage
of analgams covering

)¡ surface

(0.6)

(1. r)

(r.6)

*...Means of scores in brackets

52.3

54.7

68.8

6L.7

63.0

64.s

s3.1

72.L

79.t

(s8.6)

(63. 1)

(68. 1)



Mean Dl"lF(T) scores for subjects classified by the
availability of sr^reets at their school canteen

Canteen-sr^reets
restricted

Canteen- súreet s
not restricted

Age
(yrs. )

I

10

11

T2

9

Percentage
difference*

50.2

34.9

18. 4

7.9

20.2

*...Percentage increase ewident ín scores where sr.reets are noÈ restricted in Èhe school canÈeen

H
0i
ct
H
o
\o
o\

DMF(r)

3.35

4.33

4. 38

5. 16

8.02

Number of
sub j ects

31

24

37

45

43

DMF(r)

2.23

3.27

3.70

4.78

6.67

Nunber of
subj ects

I3

24

37

45

43



Nrnber of
subj ects

Mean DMF scores for subjects classified by their
frequeney of use of the school canteen

DMF(r) DMF(s)

sex

14M

14F

16M

16F

*. . . Frequent users - generally use the canteen three days a week or more often
. . . Infrequent users - gerì.erally use Ëhe canteen less often than three Cays a week

**...Percentage increase evident in scores r¡here the canteen is used frequently

H
A)d
ts
o
\o
!

s/

diff. **

4

18

5.1

24.6

3

0

I'requ.
users*

I0.68

15.86

L2.68

15. 89

Infrequ.
users *

10. 18

10. 16

13.4L

15.28

o/

díff. x*

2I.9

4.8

18. 3

L2.3

Frequ.
users *

7 .90

9 .00

8.08

9 .32

Infrequ.
users*

6 .68

6.63

I .59

8.30

Frequ.
users*

76

75

74

80

Infrequ.
users*

85

96

92

79



Canteen
tyPe

Sells shreets

Does not sell
SI^teetS

schools classifieduo:J::r"#ï of theÍr canreens

School type

*...Associated nr-mbers of sËudents in brackets

Total

27
(23,7 55)

22
( 15,505)

Ë
pi
d
F
o
\o
æ

Gov.
primary

)42
5

(3,1

5
(3 ,7 63)

Gov.
secondary

(technical)

6
(3,143)

3
(1,399)

Gov.
secondary

L2
( 15, 0 19)

I
(7,072)

Privat,e

4
(2,45r)

6

(3,27 r)



School type

Private

Gov. secondary

Gov. secondary
( teehnical)

Gov. primry

Mean

Gross income and profiÈ from sa1es, expressed in dollars per student,
for canteens classified by the sale of s\ireet.s and school type

Gross income

18.76 t7.86 + 5.0 3.91

*.. .Difference in scores for canteens with sr^reets from the remainder

Profit

4. 17 - 6.2

Ê
PJ
d
ts
o
\o
\o

i(
diff. *

+ 4.9

-31 .9

+ 6.6

+15.1

CanËeens
without
SI^7eetS

3.81

2.7I

4.08

6.01

Canteens
with

S\^IeetS

4.28

4.09

4.06

3.20

o/

díff. *

+ 7.0

-I0.7

+ 9.0

+20.5

CanÈeens
without
SI^7ee tS

18.09

LI.94

18 .38

23.03

Canteens
with

sweets

19.66

20.56

13.01

2t.79



Items

SweeÈs

Cakes, buns, s\nreet
b iscuits

Nuts, potato chips,
dried fnrits,
savoury bíscuits

Pies, pasties, sausage
ro1ls

Bread

Smallgoods (cheese,
sandr¿ich spreads)

Milk, ice-cream

Carbonated drinks,
fruiÈ juice

Fruit, carrots

Total

Expenditure prior
to removing shreets

100. 0

Table 100

Expenditure for
one year subsequent
to removing sr^reets

100.0

Percentages of canteen expendiÈure devoted Èo specífied
ítems prior Eo removíng srtreets and subsequently

24.9 0

23.7

4.4 20.3

2.r

25.2 38.0

4.7 5.7

6.8 7.7

4.6 15. B

5.8 9.3

0 1.1



Number of subjects st.udied ín the government schools
(subjects ín natched samples bracketed)

þpe of schools

Age
(vrs. )

5-6

7

8-9

Total

104 (97)

r2L (r02)

r55 (138)

Gír1s

4e (46)

s3 (44)

7s (67)

Control
Boys

55 (s1)

68 (s8)

80 (71)

ToËal

e7)98 (

1ls (roz¡

rs2 (138)

Girls

s0 (s0)

s2 (44)

7L (66)

Test (no sweeËs

Boys

48 (47)

63 (s8)

8L (72)

H
g)
d
ts
o
tr
O
t¡



Table 102

Number of subJects studied in the prívate schools
(subJects 1n the matched samples bracketed)

Type of schools

Age
(vrs. )

7

I

9

10

11

L2

13

Test.
(no sweets) Control

20 (16)

47 (3e)

73 (57)

73 (62)

70 (ss)

20 (16)

42 (3e)

63 (s7)

6e (62)

63 (ss)

83 (6e) 84 (6e)

26 (16) 32 (16)



DMF(T) *

4 .908
r0.165

4.662
r0.159

Nunber of
subj ect, s

314

314

DMF(S) *

2.837
r0.145

2.754
r0.141

DMF(T) *

2.086
r0. 089

2.003
t0. 086

Government

Nuúer of
subj ects

337

337

Group

Test

Control

Percentage
difference
(control fron
resr)

Balance of test. and control groups after natching

Type of schools

3.979 2.926

Private

5.O72

DMF(S) *

8.
+0.363

8.844
!0.364

0.428

*...Mean t sÈandard error

H
0)ct
H
o

(,



Differences in decay increments in the matched sanples in the governmenÈ schools(control minus ÈesË increments: percentage reductions in brackets)

Age
(yrs. )

5-6

Pooled

Number of
pairs

337

I

Prox]
DMF(s)

Nunber of
pairs

305

x-ray pro*l
DMF(s)DMF(S)

0. 964**
t0.287

f tDMr(r)

0.371*
10.158 ( 14. s) ( 16. 3)

0.208
10. 156

( 13.0) o. Lzl
r0.117 ( 10. 7)

0.093
!0. 162

( 10. 1)

7

8-9

0.234
!0.220 (le.s)

0.056
!0.205( 4.5)

f...M""r, t standard error
*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.Ol

F-l
OJ

cr
ts
o

Os

86

94

125

(r4 .4)0.175
r0.200

( 18.0)
0.324

r0 .330

( 8.4)0.145
t0. 258

( 13. 7)
0. 711

10.409

(2t.2)r. t47 *
!0.527

(14.4)0.76r
r0.508

)97(0.227
!0.232

3)( le.0. 490
!0.278

(16 .4)0. 384
10.285

97

r02

138



109

IL4

82

( 18. 8)
o.32t

!0.236

(2e.0)L.2ggxx
10.455

Gz. e¡
2.082xx

!0.677

(21.8)1.089*
t0. 502

(27.3)2.539***
lo.72L

(36.s)4.529***
r1.096

(21.e)0. 545
t0. 3 13

(26.6)1.325***
lo.347

(31. s)
1.718***

t0. 460

IL2

LT7

85

Differences in decay increments in the rnatched samples in the privaÈe schools
(control mínus test increments: percentage reductions in brackets)

Age
(yrs. )

7-9

10-11

12-L3

Pooled

Nunber of
pairs

¿
Proxl
DMF(s)

Nunber of
pairs

305

x-ray nro*l
DMF(s)

o.32r
t0. 194

t tDMF(r)

1. 153***
!0.2L3

DMF(S)

2.56l*xx
!0.444

0.956*
r0.405

(27 .3)

(26.6)

(2e .7) I. I62*xx
!0.266 (2e.0) 0.790***

!0.220

(24. 3)

(2s.7)

1.183*
r0.536

3t4 (27 .3>

t..."..r, t standard error
*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001

É
0)
d
F
o
F
O
(Jr



Table 106

Decay increments in frequent and infrequent users of canteens
n governflìenÈ schools

Age
(vrs .)

School
type

Use of
canteen

ero
subj ect s

nitial
DMF(r)

I

itíall
DMF(s)

cremental
DMF(T)

remental
DMF(s)

f I

5-6

8-9

Poole

7

s.468
!0.4 18

5.091
+ 4 3
4.864

t0. 370
3.942

10. 40 I
4:9 33

10. 448
5 .063

t0. 485
5 .063

!0.628
3.776

6

5. s44
lo.576

5.109
7

5. 118
!0.564

3.816
I

.336

.289

.090

.2
5.036

!0.325
3.836

r0

t0
5

!0
5

t0

Control: s\¡reets. . .Test: no sweets

+'...Mean + standard error

lontrol Frequent.

Infrequent

47

55

0.787
t0. 175

1.018
10. 188

0. 894
r0. 200

1. 182
!0.249 !0.237

.064

.234

.7 27

3
r0

2

lest Frequent

lnfrequent

44

52

1.000
10.203
o.923

r0.171

r. 341
10.349

0.981
t0.179

2.909
to.222

2.269
!0.279

lontrol Frequent

Tnfrequent

4s

64

2.089
!0.2t5
2.03I

!0.188

2.9LL
r0 .40 1

3. 016
10.416

2.489
r0.311

2.281
10.258

les t Frequent

Infrequent

4B

67

2.229
!0.248

r.702
lo.779

3. 063
r0. 383

2.224
!0.278

2.438
t0.345

t.77 6
ro.160

lontrol Frequent

Infrequent

57

92

2.947
lo.174

3.087
r0.128

4. 860
!0.452
4.609

!0.277

2.632
lo.347

2.239
10.230

lest 76

76

FrequenÈ

lnfrequent

2.92r
10.165
2.895

!0. L67

4. r4s
t0. 304
4.10s

r0.315

2.329
r0. 319

L.579
t0. 182

lonÈro1 Frequent

lnfrequent

L49

2TL

2.007
10.130

2.227
r0.110

3.020
LO.257
3.232

10.209

2.725
!0.178

2.379
lo. t42

les Ë Frequent

lnfrequent

168

195

2.220
r0.130

1.959
!0.116

3. 101
!0.2t6
2.626

t0. 186

2.5L2
r0.184

1.831
10.118



Decay increments in frequent and infrequenÈ users of
canteens in private schools

School
tyPe

Use of
canteen

ncrementalf
DMF(r)

Table 107

remental
DMF( s)

t

.929

.394

.634
r0.456

3.976
10. 454
4. r72

r0.582
.431
.690
.967

6
.337
. 581
.790
.6 2

12.5I3
t0 .9 16
1 1. 658
r 1.094

7.840
lo.770

7.647
10.8

8.909
10.439

8.000
r0.565

6.004
t0. 363
5.966

t0. 408

Age
yrs.( )

ero itial ltial
subj ects DMF(r) DMF(s)

7-9

10-11

t2-73

Pooled

4
t0

4

9
r0

7

r0
6

10
6

r0

Control: sweets...Test: no sweets

f..."."., + standard error

lontrol Frequent

lnfrequen

84

4L

2.9 64
10.161
2.95I

lo.247

5. 333
r0.40 1

4.95r
10.531

2.4s2
lo.253

2.220
10.323

les t Frequent

Infrequen

82

58

3.329
10. 182

3.293
10. 19 I

6.049
r0.468

5.672
!0.44I

2.L7T
!0.277

I.879
r0. 32 1

lonÈro1 FrequenË

Infrequen

ro2

30

4.686
!0.240

4.833
10.280

9. 108
10.578
9.204

10.715

4.873
lo.295
4.633

r0.568

lest Frequent

Infrequen

86

57

4.988
r0. 306

4.632
r0.344

9.372
10.687

8.775
!0.763

3. 605
10.311

3.632
t0. 336

lontrol Frequent

Infrequen

78

38

7. 680
!0.444

8. 158
r0. 684

15.205
t 1. 051
16.500
r 1.468

s.244
10. 393

5.079
10. 39 1

Iest. Frequent

Infrequen

75

34

7.373
!0.482

7 .647
10. 694

73.987
r1.193
I 3. 882
lt.642

3.667
t0. 320

3. 588
lo.447

lontrol FrequenÈ

Infrequen

264

109

5.023
!0.204
5.284

10. 34 I

9.708
10.468
ro. I47
t0.749

4.2L2
t0. 196

3. 881
lo.269

lest Frequent

Infrequen

243

L49

5.165
!0.220

4.799
lo.256 10.563

.675
. 510
.503

9
10

8

3.140
t0. 180
2.940

!0.2L6



The sale of sweets ín school canteens in 1971

No srreets Restricted itemsxSchool type

Private

Gov. secondary

Gov. primry

Ilnrestricted

s(21.7)

31(s2.s)

4s(3e.8)

ToÈal 70(3s.e) 44(22.6) 81(41.5)

*...Canteen mânagers consider that sweets are not sold, but sweetened dried fruits, licorice,
cougþ sr^7eets or chocolates are stocked

H
0,
d
H
o
ts
O
æ

s(21.7)

7(11.e)

32(28.3)

13(s6 . s)

21(35.6)

36(31.e)



The sale of sweets in school canteens in 1973

No sweets ResÈrícted items*School type

Private

C'ov. secondary

Gov. pri-nary

Unrestricted

7 (25.e)

30(47.6)

2e (24.4)

Total 31(14.8) rl2(s3.6) 66(31.6)

*...CanÈeên m¡¡¿gsrs consider Ëhat sweets are noÈ sold, buË sweetened dried fruits, licorÍce,
cough shreeËs or chocolates are stocked

Ë
pr
trl
F
o
ts
O
\o

L2(44.4)

28(44.4)

72(60.s)

8(2e.6)

s( 7.e)

18( 1s. 1)



The sale of sweets i¡r school canteens in t976

No sweets Restricted items*Sehool type

Private

Gov. secondary

Gov. primry

Unrestrícted

e (40. e)

31(4e.2)

3e (26.7)

Total 28(12. t) L24(53.7) 7e (34.2)

*...Cant.een nanagers consider that s\^reets are not sold, but sweetened dried fruits, licorÍce,
cough sweets or chocolates are stocked

H
p)
d
ts
o
F
tso

10 (45 . s)

30(47.6)

84(57 .5)

3( 13. 6)

2( 3.2)

23(15.8)



Ttre sale of sweets in governnent prinary school canteens, classifíed
by the presence of a school dental clíníc

No sweets Restríeted ítens*Dental clinic

Yes

No

Unrestricted

38(31.4)

1( 4. 0)

ToËal 23(ls.8) 84(s7.s) 3e (26.7)

*...Canteen nânagers consÍder that sr^reets are not so1d, but sweetened dried fruits, lícorice,
cough shreels or chocolates are stocked

Ë
0)
d
H
o
H
F
tr

68(56.2)

16 ( 64. 0)

rs(r2.4)

8(32.0)



Mean DMF(T), df and m scores for base-line and follow-up surveys*
(percentage reductions in brackets)

Age
yrs. Survey( )

Nunber of
subjecÈs DMF(r) ¿lf m

6
3.
3.

65
60

8

10

9.62
8.97

14.42
13.82

*...m: nurnber of prinary Ëeeth missíng for any reason

...Follow-up rneans r"reighted to match sex distributions in the base-line

Ê
p)
ct
F
o
F
H
N)

(26.2)4 .66
3.44

37
85

4

3
( 11. e)

( 2.r)2.88
2.82

(22.0)t.27
0.99

( ls.2)2.77
2.35

(r2.7)4.09
3.57

336
288

346
268

337
275

base-line
follow-up

base-line
fo11ow-up

base-line
follow-up



Age
(yrs. )

Mean DMF(T) scores for caÈegorized teeth in the base-line and follorìr-up survey*
(percentage reductions in brackets)

DMF(r)

Nun:ber of
subj ects

6

10

Survey

base-line
fo1low-up

*...Means of mean scores for sex-school specific groups

...Percentages excluded where the scores seem too srnall for reliable estimates

H
Þ

H
o
F
H(,

Total

(le.4)r.24
1. 00

i'."2r1s' 3)

(r4.6)4.05
3.46

Canines,
premolars

and
2nd molars

0
0 )(00

00

)(0. 01
o.o2

(2e.5)0.44
0. 31

Incisors

)
0.00.
0.01(

)(0.08
0. 06

( 60 .0)0.40
0. 16

First
rnolars

(le.4)r.24
1 .00

( ls. s)
2.65
2.24

( 6.6)3.20
2.99

336
288

346
268

337
275

base-line
fol1ow-up

base-line
follow-up



Table 114

Nurnbers of subjects by dental age and sex

Dental a

One

T\¡o

Ihree

Four

Five

Total

s Nunbers

33

t2

297

316

57

43

237

22

400

2,O57

M

F

M

F

M

F

ì.,1

F

M

F



Table 115

Rellability of examination techniques, as indicated
by duplicate exarninations of 65 subjects*

CharacËerist ic

Oral debris <0. 00 I

Gingival disease

Upper ant. crowd. <0. 00 1

Lower ant. crowd.

*...E><pressed as Spearmants rank correlation coefficient 307

0 .862

0.881



0 . 56 3**f<
10.034

Lor¡er
left

0.522***
10.050
0.436***

r0 .055
-0.006
lo.273
0.583***

!0. t27

Lower
anterior
0.662*x*

10.046
0.633***

r0.045
0.710***

10.076
0.524x**

10.060
0.4 10**

t0. 130
0. 603***

r0. 108

306
28r

0
10

0. 700**
!0.228

0.587***
r0.039

0. 6 18 ***
t0. 054
0.549***

t0. 063
0 . 5 35***

!0. r24
0.4r2*x

10.153
0.576***

t0. 05 1

0.571***
r0 .05 1

Lower
right

0 .576***
r0 .0 35

0. 628***
lo . I25

0.534***
10.035
0.533***

r0. 049
o .492*xx

10. 052
0.459***

t0. 09 3
0. 5 12***

10. 100
0. 460***

t0. 043
0.4 16***

r0.043
0. 500

!0.263

Upper
left

0.577***
r0.036

0.499***
r0.040
o.479xx*

10.046
0 .087

10. 09 6
0.426***

10.055

0. 769***
10.046
0.679***

r0.038
0. 646***

10.061
0. 574***

!0.047
0.532***

10. 148
0. 384***

10.106

Upper
anteríor

0 . 48 7***
10.049
0.442***

t0 .05 I
0. 511**'*

t0. 08 1

0 . 39 7***
t0 .09 1

0. 396***
r0.039
0.430***

r0 .044
19
25

0
t0

2

1

0.561***
r0.102

Upper
rigþt

0. 555***
r0.034
0.501***

10 .030

Linear regression coefficients for gÍngíval disease on debris
by segment, dental age and sexT

Segment

Dental age
- sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-vr

1-F

1-M

!
I

0.56 l***
t0 .0 I
0.594***

10.046
0. 4gg***

r0.054
0.564***

r0. 8
0.598***

r0.
0.606***

!0 .05
0 . 55 3***

r0.05
0.7 l4**

1.049***
!0.2t6

.t standard error

. p < 0.01: ***... p < 0.001 H
Êt
d
P
o
F
F
o\



Table 117

Percentages of subjects wílh erçwding by segment'
dental age and sex

Dental age
sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-Vr

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-Nt

1-F

1-M

Segment

t...P.t""ntages with anterior cror^tding ), 4rnm in brackets

Lovrer
anterior

Lo¡¿er
left

Upper
ríght

Upper
anteríor

Upper
lefE

Lower
ríght

10. 5 s1.8( 10. 7) 16.65.9 38.e( 6.1) 7.7

20.34s.3( 6.0) 8.3 15. 3 s8.0(13.s)6.5

4.r 4.5 s9.o(11.3) I 14 1 42.8( 4. \)

3.0 s6. 1( e.3) 6.82.r 3e .2( 3.4) 2.r

03e.s( 7.0) 0 0 s3.s(11.6)0

0 0 s4.4(t2.3) 00 42. r(14. o)

s3.8( t2.7) 027 .2( s. D 0.3 00

57 .6(14. B) 018.s( 1.0) 0 00

00 0( ) 0 0 16. 7(0)0

0 0 36.4 (0) 00 e.1( 3.0)



Table 118

Linear regression coefficients for debris on cro\^rding by
segment, dental age and sext

Dental age
- sex

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-Nt

1-F

1-M

Segment

t.. .a standard error

*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: *r(*...p < 0.00L

Upper
right

Upper
anteríor

Upper
left

Lower
right

Lower
anLerior

0. 002
t0. 080

0.049***
10. 0 10

0 .032
r0.070

0. 045
10.043

0.022*x
t0.008

Lower
left

0.0 13
l0 .036

-0 .05 1

r0. 09 3
0.047***

r0 .0 12
0.082

10.083
0.002

to.o42
0.025*

10.010
0. t4B

r0.136
0.005

!0.022
o.t27

lo. t42
-0. 0 17
r0.103

0.017
t0.0 12

0. 085,k
10. 04 3
0. 180*

10.085
0. 328

t0. 20 3
0. 0 73**

!0.027
o. r92

t0. 19 8
-0.006
l0 . 131

0.037*
r0 .0 16

0. 2 14**
10.080

0.051
10 .039

0.026
10.035

0. 066
r0.034

0.061*
!0.024

0.049**
t0.0 18

-0.589
r0. 5 70

0 .033**
r0 .0 12

0.085**
r0 .026

0.022
t0 .0 12
0.256*

t0 .084
0. 041

lo.076
-0. 105
!0.078



Table 119

Linear regression coefficients for gingival
segment, dental age and sex

Segment

Dental age
- sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-M

1-F

1-M

disease on crowding byt

t...t standard error

*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001

Upper
left

Lower
right

Lower
anteríor

Lower
left

Upper
right

Upper
anterior

0. 058
r0 .0 i2

-0.011
lo.o72

0.083***
!0 .0 13

o. r27
10.066

Q. lQ/dsrc
!0.039

0.066***
!0.009

0.065***
t0. 0 12

0. 104
lo.o72

0 .034
10.04 1

0 .053**?t
10 . 011

0. 124*'t
!0.042

-0.018
10 .073

0.097?ttç*
10. 023

o.126
r0. 128

0.075
r0. 104

0.058*rç*
l0 .0 16

0.162*
t0. 076

0.099
r0. 118

0.568?!r*
10.181

0 .020
10.145

0. 100***
t0. 0 16

0.056
10.0 79

0. 400*
10.181

0.126***
lo.o24

0.036
10 .033

0.142***
!0.037

0. 078**
lo.o24

0. 0g 7**
j0.028
0. 120**t(

t0. 0 14
0.685

10.508
0 .09 3)t**

t0 .011
0. 120***

10.0 10
0 . 200 ***

lo.o22
0 .003

t0. 101

-0.046
r0.073

0.o24
r0 .040



Age
(vrs. )

t6

L4

Prevalence of proxi¡ral decay* in the upper anterior segment,
classified by the presence of crowding

Nuriber of subjeets Positive DMF(S) score

Sex

*...Expressed as the percentage of subjecÈs r^rith a positive DMF(S) score for proximal surfaces
of the upper anterior teeth

FI
Þ
d
F
o
ts
N)
O

Crowding
absent

31.5

28.4

26.7

35.7

Crowding
present

5r.7

30.7

52. I

46.3

Crowding
absent

89

109

98

86

Crowding
present

58

75

73

82

F

M

F

M



Prevalence of fractured teeth in the upper anterior segment,
classified by the presence of crowding

Nu¡irber of subjeets
PercenËage of subjects

with fractures

Dental age
- sex

4-E

4-M

5-F

5-M

Crowdíng
absent

18. I

31.3

13.0

27.4

10. 5

35 .5

13.5

Crowding
present

30 ,4

Crowding
ab sent

t27

L44

269

2t9181

Crowding
present

95

93

T7T

H
Êi
d
ts
o
F
l\)



TabIe I22

Percentages of subjects with overbites and overjets of
at least four millimetres by dental age and sex

Dental age Overbíte
)r4 mm

Overjet
)4 rnmsex

5-F

5-M

4-r

4-Yr

3-F

3-M

2-T

2-Nl

L-F

1-M

28. 0

33.5

2t.6

24.5

41 .0

47.7

23.9

3I.2

32.6

36. B

15.2 13 .9

27 .9

49.r

18.5 22.9

25.0

12. t

0

9.1



Linear regression coefficients for overbit
dental age and sex

e on debris by segment,

After account
crowdíng

Table 123

for
+ic

Dental age
- sex

5-F

5-M

4-t

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-Nl

1-F

1-M

Upper
anterior

Lower
anterior

t. 
. ., standard error

I¿

' ' . . . Coefficients pooled over crowding levels

*...p < 0.05¡ *ztc*...p < 0.001

Upper
anterior

Lower
anterior
0.520*

!0.262
0. 583*

!0.256
0. 386

!0.255
0.339

to.245
-0.216
!0.242

-0.176
lo.236

0.075
10.199

0.118
lo.I97

0.248
!0.264

0.055
t0. 328

0.220
lo.263

-0. 002
!0.326

-0. 505*
!0.229

_0. 953***
10.259

-0 .848 ***
Ì0.251

-0.501*
!0.22L

-0.111
!0.625

-0.812
!0.777

-1. 159
10. 650

-0.249
10.575

-0.809
t0.443

-o .77 5
t0. 498

-0.760
!0.432

-0. 856*
10. 39 1

0.195
!0.220

-o . LLz
!0.228

-o.026
lo.226

0. 345
to.2L7

-0. 323
!0.234

-o.256
lo.235

0.208
lo.243

0.196
!0.243

1. 708
t3. 366

0.423
!2.288

0.423
!2.288

-1. 131
t2.363

0.111
r0. 740

-0.7 63
!0.942

-0. 894
10. 86 1

-0 .039
r0.650



Llnear regression coefficients for overbite on*8ingival dísease by
segment, dental age and sex

After account
crowding

Table 724

ins fortt"

Dental age
- sex

5-F

5-M

4-E

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-Vt

1-F

1-M

Upper
anterior

Lower
anteríor

Upper
anLerior

I . . .1 sÈandard error

Coefficíents pooled c¡ver crowding levels

*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01

Lower
anterior

0. 335
!0.238

o .449*
lo.2t9

0. 132
t0. 2 13

o. t52
t0. 20 1

-0.265
L0.228

-o.zIL
lo.216

-0. rLz
r0. 205

-0. 058
r0. 196

-0. 196
!0.249

-0.168
lo.246

-o.r72
!0.234

-0.249
lo.239

-0.220
r0.258

-0.075
!0.267

-0 .0 19
!0.242

-o. 162
!0.242

0. 516
t0. 805

0. 825
!0.757

o .824
10.710

0.566
10.509

0.210
t0. 55 1

0.310
10.54 1

0.238
lo. 463

o.27 4
!0 .464

0. 366
!0.284

0.121
t0.247

0. 281
!0.22t

0.748**
!0.253

-0. 01 1

!0.27I
0.324

lo.226
0 . 829 *?t

r0.290
0.783**

lo.262
2.548

!2.752
5.891

!6.990
2.463

!2.656
5.891

16 .990
0. 106

I I .025
-0.227
lt.364

-0.076
r0.958

-o.420
lt.223



Table 125

Linear regression coeffícíents for overjet+on debris by segment,
dental age and sex

After account.ípg for
crowdingll

DenÈal age
sex

5-F

5-M

4-¡'

4-tq

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-vI

1-F

1-M

Upper
anterior

Lower
anterior

Upper
ant eríor

Lower
anteríor

1.443*t(*
+

0.263
!0.245
0.332

r0. 4

0. 109
LO.2

2.282
+

0.944
!0.842
-0. 0 1B
!0.282

t..., standard error
TI

" ...Coefficients pooled over crowding levels

*...p < 0.053 **:t...p < 0.001

| . J /Q:ttr:t
!0.293

1.297 x¿tt<

lo.29I
1.394***

!0.282
0.035

!0.202
0.070

10.200
o.246

!0.240
o.222

t0. 390
0 .647*

!0.323
0.632x

t0. 320
0.158

!0.268
0.018

!0.240
0.019

!0.233
1

!0
88
B5

1*
I

o.77 |
lo .692

I. T49
!0.677

o.374
!0.697

o.326
lo .67 I

0 .900
lo.7L2

0.294
to.26L

-0. 038
!.0.279

0.218
lo.26I

0. 304
lo.270

0.139
t0. 283

o.266
lo.279

0.2I7
lo .27 L

2.043*
t0. 739

0.294
!0.796

I.428
r0 .660

0.294
L0.796

-1.29 tlt. t77
-1.180
!1.073

-0. 886
10. 895

-0. 835
t0. 783



Linear regression coefficients for overjet on gíngíval disease by
segment, dental age and sexl

Table 126

AfÈer accounting for
If

Cro\¡IdLng I I

Dent.al age
- sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-l"l

3-F

3-M

2-F

-M

1-r

1-M

Upper
anterior

Lower
anterior

t ...t standard error

CoefficíenËs pooled over crowding levels

*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001

Upper
anterior

0 . 8 70***
!0.233

0.817**
lo.257

0.801**
lo.245

0. 489*
10.196

o.328
r0. 2 15

o .467*
!0.204

Lower
anEerior

Q. J$l:t*

0.365
!0.225

to.2

o.290
Lo.2B9

0. 006
!0.293

o.284
t0. 303

0.085
t0. 308

.28r

.257
0

t0
.428
.250

0
10

o.287
!0.270

0.420
lo.278

r.620*
to.622

0. 584
r 1 .066

0. 893
10 .9 35

0.225
r1.145

0. 641
10.788

o.4r5
lo.770

0 .851
10. 858

o.529
!0,922

0.639*
r0.302

-0 .04 I
lo.259

0.470
10. 337

0.107
r0 .290

o .567
10. 30 1

o .494
L0.259

0. 350
r0. 338

0.250
!0. 32 1

o.946
!2. 449

-1.110
t0. 869

0.946
!2 .449

-1.401
to.747

-o.675
1 1.508

-0. 390
t 1. 160

-o .623
r1.683

-0.s43
!I.253



TabIe 127

Prevalence of proxímal decay* in the upper anteríor segment, elassified
by the presence of at least four uníEs of overbite

Number of subject.s Positive DMF(S) score

Age
(yrs. )

t6

I4

Sex

*...Expressed as the percentage of subjects htith a positive
DMF(S) score for proximal surfaces of the upper anterior
Èeeth

Overbite
<4 units

Overbite
<4 units

Overbite
)4 units

OverbiEe
)r4 units

36.6

30. I

93

73

36. s

31.9

F

M

74

91

38.4

36. 3

47.r

36.4

86

80

85

B8

F

M



Prevalence of proximal decay* in
by the presence of at

Table 128

the upper anterior segment, classífied
least four uniÈs of overjet

Number of subjects Positive DMF(S) score

Age
yrs. Sex( )

Overj e t
)4 units

Overj et
<4 units

T4

16

31.8

32.6

38.2

33.7

*...Expressed as Èhe percentage of subjects rÀrÍth a posítíve
DMF(S) score for proximal surfaces of the upper anterior
teeth

Overj et
<4 units

Overj et
)4 units

F

M

57

75

110

B9

45.6

29.3

110

104

F

M

6L

64

50. I

40.6



Table 129

Prevalence of fractured teeth Ín the upper anterior segment, classified
by the presence of at least four units of overbite

Number of sr:bjects
Percent.age of subjects

with fractures

Dental age
- sex

4-F

4-M

5-F

5-M

19. 3

32.5

27 .7

t3.2

Overblte
( 4 units

Overbite
)4 units

Overbite
(4 units

OverbiÈe
)r4 units

88

77

228

191

11. 9

33. 1

L3.2

29.7

134

160

212

209



Table 130

Prevalence of fractured teeth 1n the upper anËerior segment, classified
by the presence of at least four units of overjet

Nunber of subjects
PercenËage of subjects

wíth fractures

Dental age
- sex

4-F

4-M

5-F

5-M

Overjet
) 4 r:nit s

Overj et
( 4 units

Overj et
) 4 units

Overj et
( 4 rnits

100 t22 22.O

139 98 35. 3

274 16.9

29.6

10.9

9.0

L66

178 222 30. 9 27.0



Mean proclinaËion scores for subjectively-cl-assified categorfes
of proclinatlon of the lower íncisors

Number of st.udy
casts

Table 131

Mean proclínation
score

Subjective
classificat íon

Most procl-ined
- rated tt4tt

Somewhat proclined
- rated tt3tr

Recl-1ned
- rated rr1 ll

4 9.1

8.624

7.545

33 4.0



Percentages of subjects wiÈh anteríor and posterior
crossbítes by dental age and sex

Table 132

Posterior
crossb ite

Dental age
sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-E

2-t4

1-F

1-M

Anterior
crossbite

7.3

B.5

15.7

17 .3

6.3 17.6

6.3 10. 5

9.3

8.8

11. 6

7.0

14.2

8. I

1 l I

6.4

8.3 8.3

6.1 6 1



Table 133

Percentages of subjects with anterior and posterior
openbites by dental age and sex

Anteríor
openbiÈe

Posteríor
openb ite

Dental age
- sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-vr

1-F

1-M

2.7 r.4

1.03.3

0.53.2

0.41.3

0.02.3

1.83.5

0.09.2

0.33.0

0.0 0.0

0.03.0



Dental age
- sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

Table 134

Percentages of subjects with acute proclination of
the lower inclsors by dental age and sex

Number of
subjects Acute proclination*

*...Acute proclinaËion was interpreted as a score of \8 units

3-M

51.4426

55.9376

s9.4212

68.1226

57.r42

64.356



Table 135

Linear regression coefficients for anterior crgssbite on debris by
segment, dental age and ex'

After account*ing for
crowdingr I

Dental age
- sex

-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-T

2-Nt

1-F

1-M

f

ff

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

.. .t standard error

. . . Coefficíents pooled over crowding levels

***...p < 0.001*...p < 0.05: *jk...p < 0.01:

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

0.089
r0.132

-0. 02 1

10.120
0.095

t0.130
-0.048
t0. 123

0. 240*'t
r0.089

0. 113
10.075

0.24r*x
r0.088

0. 086
t0.074

-0.0 70
10. 115

-0.067
10.093

-0.063
r0.128

-0.07s
lo.o92

0.184
r0.095

0. 305''.
10. 12 1

0. 191?r
t0. 090

0.236*
r0. 102

0 . 654 ***
la.t74

0.532*
10.2 10

0.596*
LO.254

0.515**
10. 168

0.418
t0 .439

0.237
10.611

0.385
J1.103

0. 409
lo.427

0. 015
i0.070

0.085
!0 .0 76

0.023
J0 .07 1

0. 080
!0.072

-0. 334**
!0. LzI

-0.021
10.114

-0.296**
t0.113

-0.039
10.112

-o.624
!2.555

-0.760
lI.652

- 1. 363
lI.542

-1.363
lt.542

-0.187
!0.284

-0. 102
t0. 19 1

-0.201
10. 157

-o. t79
10.138



Table L36

Linear regresslon coeffícients for right posterior crossbite on
debris by segmenÈ, dental age and sex+

After accor:ntigg for
crowdingrl

Dental age
- sex

5-M

4-F

4-1"1

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-t4

1-F

1.-M

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

Upper
segment

f. .. * standard error
++ Coefficients pooled over crowdíng levels

*.. .p < 0.05: 'å*. ..p < 0.01

Lower
segment

-0. 055
r0. 069

0.102
10 .089

-0.055
10.069

0.100
10 .089

-0.007
r0 .05 7

o.247x*
10.085

-0.003
10. 056

0.249**
r0. 085

-0.102
t0. 053

0.025
10.076

-0. 113*
t0 .052

0.02s
10.076

-o.o29
10.052

0.193**
!0.072

-0.031
r0.052

0. 194*i
!0.074

0. 180
t0. 098

0. 39 7**
!0. L23

0.180
r0 .09 B

0.397**
t0.123

-0.060
r0.099

0.158
t0. 139

-0.060
r0.099

0. 158
10.139

-0.159*
r0.063

0. 082
r0.076

-0.159*
r0. 063

0.082
10.0 76

0.055
10.037

0.086
r0 .048

0.055
10.037

0. 086
t0.048

-0. 609
lo .52I

-0. 194
t0. 80 1

-0.609
r0. 52 1

-0. 194
t0.801

-0.136*
r0.066

-0.032
r0. 107

-0. 136?!r
r0.066

-0.0 32
10.107



regression coefficíents for left posteríor crossbite on debris
by segment, dental age and sexl

After account
crowdíng

Table 137

+4C
TT

for

Linear

Dental age
sex

5-M

F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-r

2-vt

1-F

1-M

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

t..., standard error
++ Coefficlents pooled over crowdíng levels

*...p < 0.05: **...p < 0.01: ***...p < 0.001

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

0. 009
10.049

0.210**
r0.067

0.007
10.049

0.210**
r0.067

0. 011
10. 045

0. 216?t*r(
10. 06 1

0 .009
r0.045

0.204*:t)k
t0 .06 1

0.024
10.071

-0.099
10.055

0.023
lo.072

-0. 095
r0. 055

0. 170t(tr*
lo.044

-0.0 13
10.036

0. 164 *)k)k

t0.045
-0.013
t0 .0 35

0. 104
r0. 133

-0. 0 35
t0.075

0. r04
10. 133

-0 .0 35
10.075

0.073
lo.o44

0 . 134't
t0 .054

0.073
!0.o44

0. 134*
r0.054

0.044
lO.Ol+7

0. 021
r0.037

0.044
lo.047

0.02 1

r0 .0 37
0 . 104 *?k*

10 .028
0.028

10.02 1

0 . 104 rr**
10. 028

0.028
t0. 02 1



Linear regression coefficients for anterior crossbítç on gingival
disease by segment, dental age and sexl

After account
crowding

Table 138

íng fo r
TT

-0.087
r0. 09 6

0. t97
!0. 12

. 557 )r*

.18
1. 130

0.0 75
r0. 082

o. L44
lo.12
-1.055

40
-0.237
r0.320

Dental age
sex

5-F

5-M

4-r

4-lur

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-t4

1-F

1-M

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

0
r0

+

f. . .= sËandard error
!¿

' '...Coefficíents pooled over crowdíng levels

*...p < 0.05: J.*...p < 0.01: Jr:t*...p < 0.001

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

0.050
10. 09 I

0. 040
r0.098

-0.004
t0. 09 6

0. 206t *
r0. 075

O.265rt*r<
t0. 080

0.145
!0.077

0. 039
!0.108

0 . 2 37't,l
r0.082

-0.004
t0. 083

-o.077
10.085

-0. 004
r0.088

0.140
r0.094

0.t24
10. 103

0.130
!0.102

0.475*?t*
!0.I24

0. 536/crr
!0.166

0. 620**
t0. 183

o.344
r0.398

0.799*
t0. 35 1

0.440
r0.653

0.052
r0.083

0.066
10. 070

0. 015
r0 .090

-0.040
10.128

0.020
10.103

-0.114
r0. 157

-2.59I
14.985

-0.968
r 1 .909

-2.59I
14. 985

-0.268
10.260

-o . I49
t0.205

-0.284
t0.292



Table 139

Linear regression coefficients for right posterior crossbite on
gingival disease by segment, dental age and sexl

After accountí
crowdingf

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

Upper
segment

nq for
't'

Lower
segment

Dental age
sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-t{,

1-F

1-M

f. ..t standard error

Coefficients pooled over crowding levels

*...p < 0.05: **rr...p < 0.001

-0 . 117
!0.011

0.t44
r0.096

-0. 1 18
LO.071

0. 134
t0.097

-0.010
10.073

0. 314*:kx
t0 .08 7

-0.007
to.0t2

-0.025
i0.06 I

0. I5rJ*
!0.074

-0 .0 38
t0.06 I

0.308)ki(*
10.086

0 . 149'k
10 .075

-0.035
t0.058

0.145*
r0.066

-0.038
!0.059

0.t47),
!0.067

0.495?tt(t(
10. I 18

0.251
r0. 138

Q. {ÇJ*x:t
r0.118

0.251
t0.138

-0. 070
lo. t26

-0. 1 13
10.119

-0.070
!0. 126

-0. I 13
10. 119

-o.077
l0 .08 I

o. t62r,
10.0 71

-o.ot1
r0.08 1

0.162*
10.071

0.006
r0.04 3

0.044
10.046

0.006
r0 .04 3

0.044
r0.046
-0. 840
r0. 850

-2 .000
11.106

-0. 840
t0. 850

-2 .000
! 1. 106

-0. 0 75
t'1. 088

-0.o24
!0.074

-0. 075
r0 .0 88

-0.024
10.074



Table 140

Linear regression coefficients for left posterior crossbite on gingival
disease by segment, dental age and sext

Afrcr accounLjng for
crowdingrI

Dental age
sex

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-M

3-F

3-M

2-F

2-M

1-F

1-M

Upper
segment

Lower
segment

Upper
segment

crowding levels

**Jc...p < 0.001

Lower
segment

0.222x),
r0.0

O .27 2)<)<r(

to.062
0.095

t0. 080
Q. l/ l*c*

t0.046
0. 107

10. 120

l'..., standard erroï

Coefficients pooled over

*...p < 0.05¡ rk:k...p < 0.01:

-0.04s
10.052

o.227*x
t0.075

-0 .064
t0 .052

o.046
t0 .05 1

Q.lgglk;l:k
r0. 06 I

0.041
10.05 I

-0.065
t0.06 I

0.095
10.079

-0.068
!0.061

-o.o41
!0. 038

0. 125?t?'(

10.046
-o.o4l
r0.039

0. r07
10. 120

0.071
t0. 100

0.071
r0. 100

0. 006
10. 049

0 .086
10. 04 7

0.006
!0.049

0.086
lo.o47

0 .026
r0.04 I
0.061't

!0.024 + .o25
0 .060r,

I
Q. lltic:k:k

t0 .04 I
0.060*

t0.025

0. 139rk)k*
t0 .04 I

0.o27
0.041
0 .06 Ir.

!0.o24



Table 1/+ t

Linear regression coefficients for proclination on debris and gingival
dísease in the lower anterior segment by dental age and sexl'

After account_ing ft-rr
crowdingrl

Dental age
_ SCX

5-F

5-M

4-F

4-l"l

3-F

3-M

Debris
Gingival
disease

+' ...! standard error
IJ

' ' . .. Coef ficíents pooled over cro\^rding levels

*...p < 0.05

Debris
Gingival
disease

0.232
to.225

0.272
10.190

0.266
10. 230

o.426*
to.207

- 0. 131
10.185

-0.024
!0.170

-0.061
10.186

0.t22
t0. 175

0.263
LO.269

050
200

0
10

0 .408
!0.260

o.264
!0. 20 1

-0. 175
lo . I97

-0.258
10.181

-0.028
r0. 196

0.013
10. .19 i

0.003
lo.57 4

0 .012
!0. 6 19

O. 3BB
!0.627

0.281
10.614

-0.361
lo .427

-0. 69 3
lo. 423

-0.193
lo .497

-0.575
t0.505



Mean number of patients treated perJear per operator plotted agaìnst the recalì percentage*
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Mean number of patients receivìng a ccmplete course of treatment
per year per operator plotted against the recall percentage*
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lvlean number of courses of treatment provided per year per operator plotted against the recall percentage*
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lvlean number of courses of treatment conpleted per year per operator p'lotted against the recall percentage*
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Survey Sheet Denta] Habits

Name of Child . r. r.. ! r.. r o, r. r I r..........

Instructions ¡

Please place a tick in the correct box.

Appendix 1

l-l c"r,u" r* f-l syaney l--l l d e I a i de

Example r

I live in iUeLbourne

Questions

1. My child has never been away from Adelaide for
longer than I months at a time

True f] I don't know

False E If true, state how long ....
2. ì\,ly chitd usual.ly drinks

5. lny child uses a fÌuoride toothpaste

4. .My child eats sweets or chocolate

daily
several times a week

about once a week

city water

equal. amounts

). My child visits a dentist

six monthly

yearly

never

sometimes

6, For cookirg, I normally use

city water

tank water

every day

often

rarely

tank water

I don't know

sometime s

never

l-ess than once a week

never

I don't know

aJ.ways

f don't know

equaì- ¡mounts of both

I don't know

never

I ôon't know

7, My child has had fluoride tablets



2. Àppendix 1

8. lvly child eats cakes' sweet biscuits or cream buns

never

rarely

several times a week

daily

about once a week E I don't know

9. Ivly chil-d eats jam or honey

daiJ-y f rareJ-y

t_j
L-.l

L--i

i_: l

L_i

tr

tl

10. My child brushes his/her teeth

at l-east twice a

daity

sometime s

several- times a week

about once a week

never

I don't know

never

I don't know

11. A dentist has applied fl-uoride to my child's teeth

yearJ-y or more oftenl_l never

sometimes I don't know

12. Please state the countri-es in which you and

your husband,/wife were born

la ... r. a a a. a a. a. r. t a r a a t a t

2.

L3, I will probably be willing for my child to be

re-examined in two years

True

I don't know

False

14. (For parents of primary sehool children only)

I expect that my child wilL attend

a high school-

a technical schooL
( hieh )

a private school

I don't know

P]-easg statg name of gchoo]- ....... r... r. r.... ........
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L5. (For parents of primary school chiLdren onJ-y)

I expect that my child wilÌ complete grade seven

at his/her present school

False E

PLEASE RETURN TO TEÀC}IER

THANK YOTI

True

I don't know



School a a a a a o a a a a aa a a l a a a a l a a a aa a a a a la a a a a a a t a a a t a

Dental Health Achievement Test

a ta a a a a a a a a a a a la a a

Appendix 2.I
(Grades 6 and 7)

Grade

Age

Date

Answer all questions with a tick against the right answer

SAMPLE QUESTIONS

1 Adel-aide is the capital of what State in Australia?
( 1 ) New South Wales

(2) Tasmania

(l) Queensland

(4) South Australia
2, What State of Australia is an island?

( 1 ) New South Wa1es

(2) Tasmania

(l) Queensland

(4) South Australia

3, Pl-ace the right number in the right sguare.

(1) Foot

(?) Head

(3) r,eg

( 4 ) Ha¡rd

Be sure that you understand the directions before you start
Do not turn this page until you are told to do so
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PART A - Dental Health Practice Test (Grades 6 and 7)

Please answer every question. Your own answers will
never be given to anyone in your school.
1. How many toothbrushes do you have?

( 1 ) One which I share with fl
another member of my family

(2) More than one
(3) None
( 4 ) One <¡f my own

2. When did you last finish your school l-unch with
an apple, some carrot or some celery?

( 1 ) Within the last week
(2) Never
(3) Some time ago
(4) roday

). How many Lollies or chocolate did you eat yesterday?
(1) A bite or two fl
(Z) A few pieces t_l
(3) Quite a lot ft
(4) None L_l

4. When did you fast l¡rush your teeth?
(1) When I got up this morning
(2) Today, af ter breakf ast or i ._t

lunch
(3) Some time ago fl
(4) I never brush my teeth f-]

5, When did you last go to the dentist?
( 1 ) More than one year ago n
(?) Within the last year fi
( I ) Within the last 6 months [l
(4) I have never been to the f:ldentist

6. When do you plan to go to the dentist?
(1 ) Never tl
(2) Within the next six months D
( 3 ) Within the next year [J
(t+) When f have toothache Lj

7. What would you like to eat now?
( 1 ) Some chocolate and a bag L:lof lollies
(2) Some potato crisps and a fl

bag of assorted nuts
(3) Ilone of these fi

t_t

fi
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E

8. Does your toothpaste contain fl-uoride?
(1) yes n
(2) I'io lf
(3) I don't know E

9, Are you taking good care of your mouth?
(1) No ¡1
(z) yes E
(3) I don't know E

10. Who showed you how to brush your teeth? (ticic
more than one if necessary)

(1 ) a dentist or a dentaL fltherapist
(2) a teacher E
(3) a parent f:
(4) another person
(5) nobody [t

11. Do you take your toothbrush to school
(1) Everyday? E
(Z) Several times a.week? l--i
(3 ) i{ever?
(þ) Sometimes?
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PART B - Dental Health Infornation Test (Grades 6 and ?)

1. Denta1 disease is serious in some people because it
cen cause

( 1 ) Skin sores tf
(2) Infections of the lung E
(3) Kidney disease E
(4) Infections of the heart El

2, Compared to natural teeth, faLse teeth are
(1) Worse, because they don't nprotect the gum6

(2) Woree, because they are -lharder to clean
(3) Worse, because they are less EI

attractive and more difficult
to eat with

(4) As good or better fl
). Children mainly lose their teeth due to

(1) Diseases of the guneand bone El
(2) Accidental knocks El
(3) Dental decay tl
(t+) Bad teeth that they get fron E

their parents
4. O}der adults mainly lose their teeth due to

(1) Diseases of the gums a¡rd boneEl
(?) Accidental knocks E
( 3 ) Dental decay E
(4) Bad teeth that they get fron El

their parents
5. To prevent tooth decay, people should not eat lots of

(1) Sugar Ef
(2) Caleium El
(3) salt tl
(4) Acid E

6, Germs which cause decay turn harnful food Ínto
(1) Acid E
(2\ Susar trl
(3) Calciun E
(4) satt Ef

7. Which of the following foods are most harmful to
the teeth?

(1) Green beansr pêâs and cabbage E
(2) Lolliesr calie, biscuits, and E

chocolate
(3) Meatr eggs, fish and mitk tf(tl) Bread and cereals E
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8. Foods which cause decay are not as bad if
(1) Eaten at meal-times E
(2) Eaten between meals fl
(3) Eaten before going to bed E
(4) Sucked and not chewed fl

9, Gun dieease starts because
(1) Drinking water is infected E
(2) One person catches it from another l--l
(3) Children inherit it from their Eparents
(þ) Teeth and gums have not been Eproperly bruehed

10. Teeth should be cleaned
( 1) Bef ore breakfast fl
(2) Âfter eating EI
(3) Only when the teeth look dirty fl
(I+) On1y when the teeth are aching Et

11. What method least helps to cl,ean the mouth?
(1) Toothbrushing E
(2) Eating an appler some carrot Eor some celery
(3) Drinking lenonade E
(I+) Rinsing the mouth with water E

t2, .To prevent decay, fluoridation is
(1) Effective and safe fl
(2') Too costly to be practicable El
3) Harmful to the appearance of teeth fl
(t+) Harmful to other parts of the bodyfl

t). How long do you think you should keep your naturar teeth?
( 1) Until 6J years of ege El
(2) All rny life fl
(3) Until I+J years of age trl
(4) Until 2J yeare of age trl

1ll. You should see a dentlst
( 1 ) Every two years E
(2) Every six months EI
(3) Every year tr(tl) Only when you have to E
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t5. Crowded permanent teeth are often caused by
(1) Not carÍng for primary (baby) teeth
(2) Germs in the mouth
(3) Bad toothbrushing methods
(¿+) Eating hard lo1lies

t6. Primary (baby) teeth
(1) Only need dentaL care if they ache
(2) Do not decay

3) Do not need dental care at all
because they fall out anyhow

(4) Need dental care like permanent
teeth

L7, Which of the foLlowing does a dentist not do?
(1) Fix bad teeth and gums

(2) Fill healthy teeth
(3) Help to prevent bad teeth and gums

(t+) Show how you can look after
your mouth

18. When you have dental decay
(1) You may not know unless a dentist

shows you
(2) You always see the hole
(3) Your teeth always âche
(t+) You always have bad breath

Lg. Which is least good for your dental health?
(1) Brushlng your teeth with a fluoride

toothpaste
(2) Eating less sugar E
( 3 ) Chewing chewing gum E
(4) Going to the dentist every six nonths E¡

20, Place the right nunber in the right square.
(1) Enamel
(2) Pulp (or Nerve)
(3) Dentine
(4) Bone

(5) Gum

(ó) Cementun
(?) Periodontal

Membra¡re

fl
E
E
E

-
El
E

tf
E
-1
tl

EI

E
E]
E

E
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Dental Hea.l-th Achievement Test (Grades 4 and 5)

SchooI
Grade

Age

Date

a a a aa att a a at a a a a aa aaa a aa a a t

Answer all questions with a tick against the right answer

Så.MPLE QUESTIONSJ

1 Adelaide is the capital of what

( 1 ) r,lew South \{ales
(2) 'Iasmania
(l) Queensfand

State in Australia'¡a

fi
E
tl
l_t(4) South Austral-ia

2. lVhat State of Australia is an island?
( 1 ) New South lVales n
(2) Tasmania f]
(3) Queensland fl
(4) South Australia f]

Be sure that you understand the directions before you start

Do not turn this page until you are told to do so
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Pl-ease answer every question.
1. False teeth are not as good as your teeth because they

(1) Cost a lot of money t]
(2) Are not as pretty or as easy to

eat with
( 3 ) Get dirty more quickJ.y
(4) Are harder to cl-ean

2. Which group of foods is most likely to decay your
teeth?

t__l

( 1 ) ilread and breakfast cereal
(2) Meat, êBBs, fish and milk
(3) Green beansr p€ãs and cabbage
( I+ ) Lollies, cake , biscuits and

choc oLate

). We should brush our teeth
( 1 ) !{hen we get up in the morning
(2) After we eat
(3) Before we go to bed
(4) Only after breakfast

4. Fluoride is sometimes put into water to
(1) l(ill germs
(2) Prevent tooth decay
( I ) lvlake water taste better

. (4) Keep our gums healthy
5. You should see your dentist and dental therapist

(1) 0n1y if you have toothache
(2) Once a year
(3) Only if you see a hole in your

tooth
(4) Twj.ce a year

6. You can best clean your teeth by
(1) Eating an apple or some celery

and then rinsing with water
(2) Rubbing your teeth with your

finger
(3) Eating a biscuit
(ll) Drinking lemonade

7. You should have in your mouth
(1) Baby teeth only
(2) Secondary teeth only
3) Baby teeth ánd secondary teeth

ü
fr
tl
tJ

L:]

fl
tl
U

l_l
l_t
t_t

tl
t_l
l_i

tr
t*l

fi
r_-l

L]

tl
t_l
t_l
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8. Secondary teeth ehould last
( 1 ) About 10 years t_l
(2) AIl your life tl
(3) About 20 years f_l
(4) About 30 years I

9. Baby teeth
(1) Never faII out tl
(2) Do need care like secondary Ü

teeth
( I ) Are not important E

10. To prevent tooth decay, some toothpastes contain
(1) sugar ll
(z') salt tl
( 3) Fluoride E
(4) water [l
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Letter to Teachers

School, DentaI Service,
49 Hindmarsh square,

Adelaide, 5000

Dear Teacherr

We will be most grateful if you wil-I help us in
assessing the dental health knowledge and practices of
South Australian ehildren. The purpose of this programme
is to enable the School Dental Service to appreciate what
information is most lacking in children and accordingly
what type of dental health education is most needed. It
is not to eheck specifically on the children in any one
classroom, although if teachers desire it, the results of
an individual class will be gathered and forwarded to the
teacher requesting it.

We woul-d be most appreciative if teachers will
encourage children to answer questions on their dental
habits correctly, rather than giving answers which they
feel will please the dentist. It is important to note
that the child's name wil-l not be placed on the paper.
Teachers may have to explain the answerj.ng method to
children and explain those words which they do not
understand. The test for grades six and seven children
should last no longer than 30 minutes, and for grades
four and five children,no longer than 1J minutes.

We would appreciate your co-operation in this
project and any advice which you would like to forward
relevant to this test.

Yours sincerely,

David t¡I. Roder
(Dental Officer)
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Coding Instructions for Clinical lìecords

Ortho. Treat
1 a

2,

3,

5, Àppliance therap
orthodontist wil
treatment.

will be needed and an
be necessary for ideaÌ

4.

No evidence that appliance therapy will be
needed.
Some evidence that appliance therapy might
be needed.
Evidence that appliance thera.py wilL be needed,
but not sure whether an orthodontist will te
necessary for ideal treatment.
Appliance therapy will be needed, but an
orthodontist will- not be necessary for ideal
treatment.

v
I

Ortho. Need

1. Need¡ non-existent or slight to moderate.
2. Need: acute¡ i.ê.¡ patient's social,

psychological or physical health would be
grossly impaired in the absence of treatment.

Crowding
1. No crowding.
?. Crowding.

0ra1 Hvgiene

.Indicate the number of segments with debris,
N.B. There are six segments per mouth, i.ê.,

four posterior to the canines and the
remaining two anterior segments (i.e.,
one upper and one lower).

Debris is regarded as present if soft deposits are
clearly seen at the gingival margin of one or more
teeth in the segment. The only instrument to be
used is a mouth mirror. 'l.he soft deposit should be
readily visible beyond doubt with the naked eye.
No attempt should be made to dry the teeth in an
attempt to make soft deposits more readily apparent.

Dental Calculus
Indicate the number of segments with calculus.
Calculus is regarded as present if it is obviously
present in contact with the gingivat margin on oneor more teeth in the segment. Any obvious deposit
seen by dlrect vision or with a mouth mirror is
tested with a probe to confirm that it is carcified(nb: only calculus that can be seen by directvision or with a mouth mirror is scorôd).
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Soft Tissues
1.
2.

3,

4,

No gingivitis evident.
Gingivitis evident, but only upon close
examination. i,lo Loss of epithelial
attachment (i.e., no pockets).
Gingivitis evident at first glance (i.e.,
definite col-our change ) or bleeding on digital
palpation. i'lo pocket (s ) .
Periodontal pocket(s) with loss of epitheliat
attachment.

Hypoplaslr
1. No hypoplasia.
2, Very mild hypoplasia.
3, Moderate hypoplasia.
4, Severe hypoplasia.

Fractures
1

2

3

No fractürêr
Fracture of the enamel- only.
Fracture of the enamel and a small exposure
of the dentine.
Fracture of the enamel and a large exposure
of the dentine.
Fracture which has exposed the pulp.
Fracture of the root.
An avuLsed tooth.

l+

5.
6.
7.

Tooth Code

1. Sound (not filled).
2. Sound and fiIled.
3. Decayed (whether filled or not).
4. A defective filling (requires repJ-acement

because it broke ),
5, Unerupted (al-so include other missing primary teeth).
6, o ost for re han

e

have been lost and thi
of decay, place "9".

have been as a result
e tooth is not visible

or examp er a a resu rauma or for
odontic reasons. f the tooth is known to

s
I
s
I

may
fth

and may be yet to erupt, place "5",
?, To be extracted for decay (pathologicaJ_ reasons).
8. Restored o s o fde

example r e as a res o a racture of
toothr or banded for orthodontic reasons).

9. Extracted because of decây.

( foi
the
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Appendix 4.1

Dental Education Survey Sheet

Name

Grade

SchooI
Age Sex Date

Instruction¡ Please place a tick in the correct box.
For example: I live in Australia

Canada E
America

1. I have (a) a toothbrush which I share
(b) no toothbrush
(c) my own toothbrush
(d) I don't know

2, I take my toothbrush to schooL
(a) never
(b) sometimes
(c) everyday
(d) I don't know

), I think my chanee of getting decay is.
(a) very high
(b) very low
(c) quite high
(d) I don't know

4. . I think my chance of getting gum disease is
(a) very high
(b) very low
(c) quite high
(d) I don't know

5. If I have decay
(a) I may not know
(b) I always have toothache
(c) I always see a hole
(d) my teeth always look black

6. If I have toothache
(a) I should see a dentist
(b) I should see a dentist only if

it keeps hurting
(c) I don't know

tl
tlt]
n
tl
tl
E
n

n
tl
T
¡
tl
rl
T
n
tl
tr
n
fI



2 Appendix 4.1

?, (Tick more than one box if necessary)
DentaL disease can cauge

(a) skin disease
(b) heart disease
(c) bad appearance
(d) pain
(e) wealc bones
(f) bad breath
(e) loss of haír

8. Compared to natural teeth, false teeth are
(a) worse, because they are harder

to clean
(b) worse, because they aren,t as

pretty or easy to use
(c) ae good
(d) I don't know

9, Teeth are usually lost in children due to
(a) gum disease ¡¡
(b) accidentaL knocks E
(c) bad teeth they get from parents l_]
(d) decay E
(e) I don't know E

l.'.Baby teeth 
(a) only need care if they ache E
(b) do not decay n
(c) need eare like permanent teeth f|
(d) I don't know E

11. Crooked permanent teeth are often due to
(a) germs in the mouth f]
(b) eating hard lollies E]
(c) not caring for baby teeth D
(d) I don't know E

L2. You should see a dentist
(a) every 6 months E
(b) every year E
(c) sometimes D
(d) I don't know E

n
E
tr
tl
D
tr
E

n
tl
D
E



),
I). Teeth should be cLeaned

(a) after eating
(b) twiee a day

(c) once a day
(d) sometimes
(e) f don't know

14. v/hich foods are worse for the teeth?
(a) beans, peas and cabbage
(b) lolliesr chocolate, cakes

and biscuits
(c) eggs and meat
(d) I don't know

Appendix 4,1

15. You shouLd use
(a) a toothpaste without fluoride LJ
(b) a toothpaste with fl-uoride [-r
(c) either L_¡
(d) I don't know I

L6, The best brush to use is
(a ) hard fì
(b ) medium tJ
(c) soft t-_¡
(d) I don't know fj

t7 ' -t ,", tike dental visits f-l
(b) do not mind dental visits t_l
(c) dislike dental visits tl

18. If I look after my teeth well, I
(a) will never need false teeth L:l
(b) probably will stiIl need tl

fal-se teeth
(c) might still need faLse teeth n
(d) I don't know tf

n
fl
fl
t_-r

LJ
r_l

t---,

l-r



Appendix 4.2

The t-test of Statistical Signific 
^n".I6?

Symbols : (i) Îf = mean for test group

(ii) 1Z = mean for control group

(iii) ti = variance for test grou'

(iv) sZ = variance for control group

(v) nl = number of test subjects

(vi) n2 = number of control- subjects

Step 1 ¡ Calculate F by dividing the larger variance by
the sma]ler one. The degrees of freedom for
the numerator and denominator are the
respective n va"lues minus oltê o

Step 2a : If the F value corresponds to p >.0.05 , estimate
the common variance (.; as follows:

znl- 1 S1
n +

Then caleulate t for (nl + n2 2) degrees of
freedomr âs foLlows:

1r xz

o2_
J p

2
p) +

1
!
n(

1
Ãz )

Step 2b If the F value corresponds to p ( 0.0(r calculate
t for degrees of freedom between (nl + n2 Z)
and the small-er n value minus one:

t= X1 x2

S S
2

+ ?

In practice, the l-ower estimated degrees of freedom
were used, that is, the smaller n value minus one.

2
1

n1 n2



Âppendix 4.J
Pooling of 2 x z contingency Tables with Test for

Heterogeneityr- ¡1iss170
Synbols

Procedure
1. Calculate

aÏå ..r¡......observed values for tables a to g

1-l*ea-g ..........expected values for tables a to g
2ç " " " " " ":3:;:Tiîi:""31ff *: ::;,3:";årå"""ao,,

--2xñet'''' o'''''';li;"TË3i; 
ä3ä13"3"ärn;¡;:åå;""r."

L*|-r..... ¡ r r ¡sunrtration of x2 f or tablcs a to g

x2 for eaeh table: (or-ex2= )2 wherev
1
V-

1
+1

,3e1 +1
e2+ I

e4

2, caLculate x*3-* by adding the x2 varuee for each
tablc from a tõ g.

3. Calculate xl (for overall associatÍon) as follows¡

{o} +...r o11 ê
A-a

where xv is the additlon of the v val-ues for eaehtabLe from a to g.

1 21..- g )e (at=1 ¡

(df = one ... numerator
(g-1 ). . .denonfnator)

Iv

4. Hetero itv between the tables is tested as folLows¡
xf"t = r,x?-e - xl (df = g-1). Heterogenelty can be

taken Ínto aceount by approximating the p varue for
xfr as foltows¡

*3 * (e-1)
F=

*1",

+___Applied as advlsed by Cellier (see text).
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Appendix 5.1

Recording of Services School Dental Service
Column heading Instructi-on

Date

Surname plus initials
Time (mins. )

Em. Signify rr1' when patient presents because
of pain or with another problem.

Exam
t\1

R1

Signify 'l\rr when a child is new to the
School DentaL Service and is receiving
the first examination for the year.
Signify rrR'r when the ehild is on recall
and is receiving the first examinatíon
for the year.
Signify rrRrt when the child is on recall
and is receiving the second examination
for the year.
A child is cla.ssified as a recall patient
when you are sure that he/she has received
routine attention from the Schoo1 Dental-
Service within the past !*o years.
0n1y the first exam is recorded. A check
during or after treatment is not recorded.
There is one excep tion: if tre t

o
o n

t
me

Ster the hr S
ace orR rs
er Chr st of whe her

ed
or a

R2

N.B. (i)

( 11)

(111)

6. Def.

?, X-ray
8. Clg.

9, F.

10. Polish

11. Comp. (1)

Place rrf in the appropriate columns for
all appointments.
Place '1tr when the exam reveals decay
which requires treatment.
Indicate numbers and types of X-ra.ys.
Place ,flrr' to indicate a completed
prophylaxis and ,PTt' for an incompJ-ete
prophylaxis. If scaling was involved,
also pLace "scaLing" under iìemarks. If
scaling is incomplete, place "part
scaling".
Place rrT, to indicate a compJ-eted topical
application of fluoride soLution and ',PT',
if the appJ.ication is incomplete.
Place r'T'r when the polish is completed,
i.ê. I Do further polishing wíll be
required during that course of treatment.
Place I'PTrr when the polish is incompJ_ete.
Place rr1'r when the first course of treat-
ment for the year is compJ.eted.
P1ace 't1rr when the second 

"oar""" 
of 'treat-

ment for the year is completed.

rehen vee

Comp. (2)



2. APPendix J.1

t2, Tooth Fi11ed., Indícate tooth and place each tooth on
a separate line.
Qualify using the following code¡

I = simple (only record if no other
restoration is placed on the sane
surface at that appointment)
€rg. 2 occ¡ on þ/ = g(\).

1 occ. and M0. on y- ignore
oeclusal.

2 = a nesÍal or distal two-surface
filling.

) = a buecal or palatal (lingual) two-
surface filling involvíng an
occlusal surface.

4 = a direct or indirect pulp capping
with Pulp Dent Paste, Ledermix or
some other pulp capping agent.

J = a cu.Bp or incisal edge restoration
and/or pin(s).

$ = adhesive restoration.
| = composite.
8 = stainless steeÌ crown.
Exanples

-,.

Occ. on 6/.
Two oec.-on þ/,
Occ. and buc. oft

(

6/
6/
6/
6t
6/
ú

il
6/
ú

)
)
a

)
)
)

1
1
1

3
3
2

2

oB.
Occ,
M0.
MO.

MOP.

M0.

on þ/.
and O

on þ1/.
and D0
on g.
or M0

on g.
and P.

É/.
P. on il.
r of MOD.

. and OP.

on il.

= y(2,2.5.6')

= Æ, (8)

)

)

L

2

(2.3)
( 2.1)

MODP. with cusp rês-
tored and Pulpdent
Paste on þ/. = þ/.(2.2.3.1+.5\
Conpositeî ues, ort !/. = y(L.?)

Âdhesive restoration of
g/ involving me si.al ,
Iabial' palatal and
incisal edge.
Stainless steel crown
on Æ.

L3. Pulp. Treat.
Piin.Pulpot. Indicate tooth¡ e.g., Æ., Place in

day book on one occasion only. For
erample' lf oxpara pellet ie placed
a¡rd renoved at the following appoint-
ment' record at first eppolntnent only.
N.B. Include formocresol treatnent of
non vltal tooth under pulpotony,



3,

Perm.Pulpot Indicate tooth¡ e.g. , /,þ.,
R.C.T.

L9. Mouth Guard

20, Misc. Op.

2t, Seal.

Indicate tooth when treatment complete,
ê.gr /,!,. At other tines, indicaiê ;pi;
and qualify rrnder remarks.

Indicate tooth in appropriate column.N.B. Heading of colunr¡ should. indicate
major reason for the extraction.

Indicate "f if used. place once for
an appointment only¡ i.ê.¡ a recording
need not be placed adjacent to every
tooth that is filled.
Indicate of if uged,
Refers to orthodontic treatment
(appliance therapy). Includes space-
¡naintainêrs¡ fndicate "PT" when-
treatment is inconplete, ê,gr¡
inpressionsr placing or checking an
appliance. Place 'T' when treatment
and imnediate cheekÍng is conplete.rlrr is placed when a spac€-naintainer is
cenentedr Dot when it is removed. If
more than one appliance is used
simultaneously (e.9., a space-naintainer
and a renovable appliance), they are
regarded as part of the one treatment
and only one 'T' is recorded at the
completion of care.
Place "PT' when inconplete and "T" when
conpleted,
Refers to treatnent performed in the
mouth, but not releva¡¡t to other columns.
For exanple, renoving sutures, treating
ulcers or frenectomies etc. Qualify under
Remarks. Place 'T'.

Appendix J.1

14. Ext.

L5, lenp.

L6. L.A.

r?. G.â..

18. orth.

22. Consult/
D.H. Educ.

23. Renarks

Indic
êr$r ¡

ate the
6i7.

teeth treated by sealant,

Refers to verbal conmunication with
patient or parent. Place '1" in the
appropriate column.
Used to qualify 'PT" or nature of con-
sultation etc., 9.9.¡ a dlscussf.on with
a parent regarding a child's orthodontic
status would be recorded ae "1' under
Consult. /o,ll. Educ¡ âDd could be
quallfied under Renarks. Signify can-
cellations whlch cauae a tlme loes of t5
ninutes or B¡ore. Indlcate rhen a deIry
of t5 ulnutes or more results fron othór
factors.



Selected Estimated l,{aintenance Costs of Ïajor Equipment
in Field Clinics over lJ years

Jt¡iaintenance

General painting

Air compressor
service
replace belt
general overhauL

Á,ir conditioner
service*
replace fil-ter

Dental ehair
upholster, oil-
and service

Plumbing and electric.
servicing

Estimated
number of

requirements

t5

Estimated
unit

manpower
cost ($)

Estimated
unit

material
cost ($)

Estimated
c ost

over lJ years ($)

2!+5,00

1 , JB0. o0

120.00
6ó. oo

15o.oo

62.oo

1 , 140. OO26.00 50. oo

* ... Servicing costs included with costs for the air compressor
'(t
15
o
5
o,
P.
x

v
f\)

11.00

2.OO

20.00

10.00

62.oo

38.00

?3.00
2.00

46.00

5

6o

3o
1

ó0

L5

1



Appendix 5.)
Estimated Mean Annual Rate of Capital Depreciation

of Clinics and Towage VehicLe

Item Unit
purchasing
cost ($)

Estimated
I ife

( years )

Annual
deprec iati on

rate ($)No.

3-chair static
c Iinic

basic structu
contents

2-chair static
cfinic

basic structu
contents

t¡lobile clinic
basic structu
and contents

Towage vehicle 0.

Item

Static clinics

Mobile clinics

Towage vehÍcIe
(inc. operat. costs)

Estim. unit
annual cost ($)

Estimated Mean Annual Maintenance Cost for
Clinics and Towage Vehicle

3,606.35

No.

B, 500 .00

32,7L2,50

3,5)g ,o)
t),948,25

5,396.L2

524,56

Annual
cost ($)

6,9oo. oo

32O,OO

L,2BB.r3

r5
L5

17,000.00
)2,7L2,50

3o
r5

I
B

L3,27t,38
26,L52.96

3o
r5

4 20 ,2)5,t+5 r5

5.5

23 300.00

4 80.00

0.8 t r6Lo ,t6



Estimated ttean Annual Rate of capital Depreciationof the School of Dental Therapy and Aèsociated
Vehicles

Purchasing
cost ($)

Estimated
life (yrs. )

Appendix 5,4

Annual-
depreciation

rate ($)Item

Basic building
structure

Conversion cost
and contents

School bus
Vehiele

2,8)3,3)

L7,848.)2

844. 58

Total 2r,526.23

B 5
(
,000.00
estim. )

3o

267 ,?2t+.80 L5

5,5BB,go
2 )012,36

9

9



Cost Standards for Care Provided at the School of
Dental Tlrerapy - July to December, L972*

Fee standards ($) based on
tt fee-for-servicett schedule

Cost standards ($) based onttfee-for-servicett schedule

IÈem of care

+F.

No

46
L7

289
24

37r
24

733
4t

L0.92
11.13
14. 30
9.L7
6.00

1. 50
2.2L
2.92
3.63
4. 34
5.05

Schedule
one

Schedule
t\do

2.13
5. 17
5. 11
7.9s
8.46

11. 30
7 .97
5. 13

Schedule
three

3.90**
8. 30
7 .90
9. 90

12.30
14. 30
6.00
4 .00

2.70
4.40
6. 10

7 .80
9. 50

TL.20

Schedu]-e
one

109. 02
r3r.7 5

2,239 .75
262.08

4,I29.23
343.20

6,72L.6r
246.00

33.00
26.52
2.92

18. 15

8. 68
0.00

39.49
s3.80
t3.7 6

30. 36
8. 30
9.01

Schedule
tI^7o

87 .89
r,476.79

190.80
3,138.66

27 t.20
5,842.0r

2I0 .33

33.22
24.60

2 .59
15.65

7 .34
0.00

2r.67
30.40
9. 10

20.36
s. 63
6.17

Schedule
three

t79.40
14 1. I0

2,283.I0
237 .60

4 ,563.30
343.20

4,398.00
r64.00

37.40
40. 80

5. 10

34 .00
17.00

0 .00

29.70
44. 00
12.20
3t.20

9 .50
rt.20

Exams
+
+
+
+
+
+

7

5

5

2.3
7.7
7.7

97 .98
Ex
Ex
Ex
Ex
Ex
Pr
Pr

2Bl./T.

Pr.
Pr. * F.
2BI¡I. * Pr.
2Bhl. * Pr.
F.

X-rays
(i) (+Ex. + 2BI,ü. )

one
'thro
three
four
five
síx

o
Ê.
F.
x
(Jl

lJl

1. 70
3.40
5.10
6. 80
8. 50

10 .20

97
04
55

1

3
4

5

5

6

22
t2

1

5
2

0

11
10

2

4

1

I

1.51
2.O5
2.59
3. 13
3 .67
t+:21

(ií) (+Ex. )
one

' two
Èhree
four
five

. six

3.59
5. 38
6. 88

7 .59
8. 30
9.01

.09

.63

.L7



(iii) (loose)
one
Èwo
three
four
fíve
six
seven
eight
nine
ten
eleven
twelve
thírÈeen
fourteen

D.II.E. (15 nins.)
Analgan - Perm. Ëeeth

(1)

51
101

6

3
0
0
0
1

0
0
0
0
0
0

771

960
84

1

502
94

248
4

10
0
0
0

17I
2

0
I18

15. 31

4. 00
6.00
7 .50
8.2L
8.92
9.63

10. 34
11. 05
LT.76
12.47
13.18
13.89
14 .60

5.94

5 .80
6.70
7 .60
7 .60

11. 00
6.70
7 .60
9 .30

11.00
11.00
11.00
7.60
9.30
9 .30
9.30

3.39
5.22
6.73
7.27
7 .8r
8. 3s
8.89
9 .43
9.97

10 .51
11.05
11. 59
L2.L3
L2.67

3.97

.89

.61

.61

.37

.89

.61

.49

.37

.37

.37

.61

.49

.49

.49

2.70
4.40
6. 10

7. 80
9. 50

11.20
12.90
14.60
16.00
16.00
16.00
16.00
L6.00
16 .00

5.20
5.75
6. 30
6. 30
8. 20
5.75
6. 30
7 .25
8.20
8.20
I .20
6. 30
7 .25
7 .25
7.25

204.00
606.00
45.00
24.63

0 .00
0.00
0.00

11.05
0.00
0 .00
0. 00
0.00
0. 00
0 .00

L72.89
527.22
40. 38

.81

.00

.00

.00

.43

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

4,963.20
494 .7 6

6.6r
3,3r8 .22

786.78
r ,460 .7 2

26.44
74.90
0.00
0.00
0. 00

1, 130 . 31
14.98
0.00

883.82

r37.70
444.40
36. 60
23.40

4,992 .00
483.00

6. 30
3, 162.60

770.80
L,426.00

25.20
72.50

0 .00
0. 00
0.00

14.60
0.00
0. 00
0 .00
0.00
0.00
0.00

2T
0
0
0
9
0
0
0
0
0
0

l\)

4,579 .74 3, 060 . 87

I75

5
6

6

8
5
6

7

8

I
I
6

7

7

7

. (1.1)
(1.1.1)
(2)
(2.2)
(3)
(3.3)
(I-z'¡
(1.2.2)
(1.1.2)
(1.r.2.2)
( 1.3)
( 1. 1.3)
(1.3.3)
(2.3)

5,568.00
s62.80

7 .60
3,815.20
1, 0 34 .00
1,66 1. 60

30. 40
93.00

0 .00
0 .00
0. 00

1,299.60
18. 60
0. 00

r,097 .40

0.
0.
0.

r,077 .

14.
0.

8s5.

00
00
00
30Þ
5do
00Þ
5OÊx

(.¡l

L¡I



(2.2.3>
(2. 3.3)
(2 .2.3.3)
(1.2.3)
(1.2.2.3)
(1. 1.2.3)

Cusp(s)/Pin(s) - Perm.
teeth

Silicate - Perm. teeth
( 1) or (2)
(1.1) or (1.2)
(2.2)
(1.1.1) or (1.L.2)
(r.2.2)

Cornposite - Perm. Ëeeth
AnÈ. teeth

(1) or (2)
(1.1) or (1.2)

, (2.2)
(r.t.1) or (1.1.2)
(r.2,2)

Incis. edge/Pin(s)

Post. teeth
(1.2 .3)
(1.2.3.3)

' (2.2.3.3)
Gold - Perm. teeth
?

f, crown (excl. lab.)

2-surf. inlay (excl. lab.)
indirecË

T7

4
2

3
0
0

2L

88
0
0
0
0

11.00
11.00
11.00
11 .00
11 .00
11.00

14.80

7. 00
8. 09
8 .09
9.17
9 .17

7 .50
8.66
8.66
9. 83
9. 83

L2.00

11. 00
11.00
11. 00

45.55

8.37
8.37
8.37
8.37
8. 37
8.37

L3.29

5.92
6.74

.20

.20

.20

.20

.20

139 .40
32.80
16.40
24.60

0 .00
0.00

208
8

8
8
8
8

425.
78.
13.
0.
0.

0
0

0

18 7 .00
44.00
22.00
33.00
0.00
0.00

310.80

6 16 .00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0. 00

r42.29
33.48
16.74
25.tr

0. 00
0.00

279.O9

0. 00

430.30
45.24
1s. 08
0. 00
0.00

5s .00

0. 00
0.00
0 .00

90.69

279.09

40
00
00
00
00

75
60
10
00
00

Þ€
!
o
Þ-
P.
X

ul
L¡

00
00
00

.5268

58

0
0
0

3

3

11.00

8.37
8.37
8.37

30.23

13.29

5. 80
11.60

5 .80
17.40
11.60

6.55
13.10

6 .5s
19 .65
13. 10

11 .00

8. 20
I .20
8.20

22.84

487.s0
51.96
t7.32
0. 00
0.00

60 .00

0. 00
0.00
0.00

136. 65

96
00
00
00

520.
0.
0.
0.

10
0
0
0
0

5

65
6

2

0
0

5

6.74
7.57
7 .57

6.
7.
7.
8.
8.

62
54
54
46
46

55. 00

41. 00 25.8r 19 .50 12 3. 00 71 .43 50



3-surf. inlay (excl. lab.)
indirect
bridge*** (excl. lab.)
Arnalgan - Prim. teeËh

L73
5
0

840
216
47
I

L6

1

1

0
18

1

54
20

2

3
4
0

62

4 1.00

75 .00

11.
11.
7.
9.
9.

11.
11.
11.
11.
11.

I4

1

1

25.8L

48. 13

4. 15
4.s3
4.90
4.90
5.62
4.53
4.90
5.26
5.62
5.62
5.62
4.90
5.26
5.26
5.62
5 .62
5.62
5.62
5.62

9 .68

4.3r
4.70
5 .09

19 .50

48. 13

.20

.75

.30

.30

.20

.75

.30

.25

.20

.20

.20

.30

.25

.25

.20

.20

T3.29

5.80
11. 60
17.40

41. 00

75. 00

1,003. 40
33.50
0.00

6,384.00
2,37 6 .00

314.90
7 .60

14 8. 80
11 .00
11. 00
0.00

136.80
9.30

502.20
220.00
22.00
33.00
44.00
0. 00

917.60

25.8L

48. 13

717.95
22.65

0. 00
4, 1 16. 00
r,2I3.92

2I2.9 t
4.90

84.16
5.62
5.62
0.00

88.20
5.26

284.04
trz.40
1I.24
16. 86
22.48
0. 00

600. 16

4. 31
0. 00
0. 00

19 .50

48. t3

899 . 60
28.75
0.00

5,292.00
L,77r.20

270.25
6. 30

I 16. 00
8.20
8.20
0.00

1 13.40
7 .25

39 1.50
164. 00

16 .40
24 .60
32.80
0.00

I
!.

I
2

2

3

3
I
1

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

1)

)
.1)
.1.
)
.2)
)
.3)

20

5
5
6

6

8
5
6

7

8
8

8
6

7

7

I
8
8
I
8

80
70
60
60
00
70
60
30
00
00
00
60
30
30
00
00
00
00
00

80

00
09
T7

5.
6.
7.
7.

11.
6.
7.
9.

11.
L.1.2)
L. L.2.2)
1. 3)
1. 1.3)

2)
2.2)

1)
l.

.3

.2

.3

.2

2

2

2

2

)
.3)
.3)
.3.3)

1.2.3)
r.2.2.3)

20
20

8000
00
001)

7

0
0

7

I
9

I
0
0

Cusp(s) /Pin(s) /s. S. C. -
Prim. teeth

- Prím. Ëeeth
ox (2)

823.98

ate
( 1)
(r.
(1.

l-csi1

0G
O€

o
p,
ts.
X

v
(Jl

5

0
0



Composite - Prim. teeth
Ant. Ëeeth

(1) or (2)

PosÈ. teeEh
(2.3.3)

Extractions - Prim. teeth
one
two
three
four
five
six
seven
eight
nine
twelve

ExtracÈions - Perm. teeth
one

, two
three
four
five
six
seven
eight

, twenty-three

Extractions - Perm. /Prin.
teeÈh

I perm./1 prim.
I perm. /2 prim.' 1 perm./3 prin.
1 perm. /4 prim.

L67
37

5
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

7.50

11.00

5. 00
7.00
9.00

11 .00
13. 00
15.00
17 .00
19.00
2 1.00
23.75

5 .00
7.00
9.00

11.00
13.00
15 .00
17.00
19 .00
35 .50

9.00
11.00
13.00

0

0

3
3

0
0

4.82

5.62

3.71
5. 12

6.53
7.94
9.3s

10. 76
T2. L7
13.58
13. 78
13.78

4.50
6.33
8. 16
9.99

LT.82
13.65
15.48
L7.37
27.L2

s.54
6.95
8. 36
9.77

4 .65

6 .55

8. 20

7.25
9.85

t2.45
15.05
16.70
L6.70
L6.70
16.70
L6.70

4.65
7.25
9.85

12.45
15.05
16.70
16.70
t6.70
29.25

7.25
9.85

12.45
15 .05

0 .00

0. 00

835. 00
259.O0
45. 00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

21.00
27.00
0.00
0.00

79.05
50.75
19.70

0.00

0. 00

619.57
t89.44

32.65
00
00
00

76.50
44.3r
16.32
19.98
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0. 00

16.62
20.85
0.00
0.00

0. 00

0. 00

776.55
268.25

49.25
0.00
0. 00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.

24
0
0
0
0
0

7

7

2

2

0
0
0
0
0

ÞE
!
o
o.
F.
x
(Jl

(-tl

7 .00

00
00
00
00

U

I 85.00
49 .00
18.00
22.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0. 00

90
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

2I.7 5
29.55

0 .00
0. 00



2 perm. lL prím.
2 perm. 12 prím.

Endodontícs

(i) RooË canal therapy

Ant. teeth

Premolars
( 1 ca¡ral)

Premolars
(2 canals)

Molars

(ii) Pulpotomy

PrÍn. teeth
Perm. teeth

Prosthodontics
Full dent. (1)
(exc1. lab.)
Fu1l dent. (2)
(excl. lab. )

Part. dent. ( 1)

Part. denË. (2)
(excl. lab.)
Repairs
(ínc. lab. )
(no 1ab.)

Mouth guards

0
0

9

11.

35 .00

39 .00

47 .50

7r.25

3.96

3.96

47 .50

71. 00

61. 50

75.30

7.37
8. 78

9

12.

22.50

27.04

31. 89

40.92

4.45

4.4s

38.48

76.00

38.30

28.90

0.00
0 .00

70.00

0.00

0. 00

0.00

37 6.20

0.00

0.00

00
00

85
4s

0
0

00
00

0

0

0
0

0

00
00

00

0
0

0

00
00

2

0

0

0

24.50

27.04

31 .89

40.92

3.55

3.55

37.65

65.t2

51. 19

54.68

0. 00

0.00

49 .00

0.00

0.00

0. 00

337 .25

0.00

0. 00

0. 00

0.00

45. 00

0.00

0. 00

0. 00

422.7 5

0.00

0.00

0. 00

0. 00

0. 00

95 o\

0

0

0.000

0

0

7.
3.

0
0

0

0.00

0.00
0.00

0. 00

6

3

9

80
75

39
I4

64

6.39
3. T4

9 .64

ooÞ
008

oo0å
ts.
X

l¡

;

L0.74



Orthodont ics
(Rernov. appl. or space

naint. )
Temporary dressings

one
Èúro

three
four
five
six
seven
eigþt

Misc. 0p.

T2

531
53

6

4
3
0
1

I
28

18.38

3. 50
4.90
6.30
7 .70
9.10

10.50
11.90
13. 30

1.98

16.50

3.74
4.42
5.70
6.98
8.26
9.54

L0.82
12. 10

r.78

16. 50

2.35
4.70
7.05
9.40

LT.75
14. 10
t6.45
18. 80

r.78

220.56

1,858.50
259.70

37.80
30.80
27.30

0. 00
11.90
13. 30

55 .44

198.00

r,667.34
234.26

34.20
27 .92
24.7I
0.00

10. 82
12. 10

49.84

19 8.00

1,247 .85
249 . rO
42.30
37 .60
35.25
0.00

t6 .45
18. 80

49.84

!

*...Interpretation of treatment codes - see Appendix 5.8

**. ..Includes dental health education

***...Bridge included one t\,üo-surface inlay, tr^Io three-surface inlays and one pontic

Þ

o
È
ts.
X
(Jl

Lrl



Cost SËandards for Care Provided Through Teams of Dentists
and Therapists - July to December, 1972x

Fee standards ($) based on
ttfee-for-servicett schedule

Cost standards ($) based on
"fee-for-servicet' schedule

Exan^s

Item of care

.+F.
t{. * Pr.

2Bl¡.+Pr.*F.
F.

No

5,820
7L2

2,58L
348

0
r,492
6,L75

0

11
15

I
I
0
0

Schedule
one

2.37
7.7s
7.7s

10.92
11. 13
14. 30
9 .L7
6.00

1. 50
2.2I
2.92
3.63
4.34
5. 05

3. 59
5. 38
6. 88
7 .59
8.30
9.01

Schedule
two

2. 13
5.L7
5.11
7 .95
8.46

11. 30
7.97
5. 13

Schedule
three

3 .90**
8. 30
7 .90
9.90

12.30
14. 30
6.00
4. 00

1.70
3.40
5. 10
6 .80
8.50

10 .20

2.70
4.40
6. 10
7.80
9.50

IL.20

Schedule
one

L3 ,79 3.40
5,5 18. 00

20,0o2.75
3,800.16

0.00
2 1, 335. 60
56 ,624 .7 5

0.00

16.50
33.15
2.92
3.63
0.00
0. 00

193.86
274.38
r30.72
53. 13

0 .00
0. 00

Schedule
f\^/o

t2,396.60
3,681.04

13, 188 .9 1

2,766.60
0 .00

16,859 . 60
49,2r4.75

0.00

16 .6I
30.75
2.59
3.13
0. 00
0. 00

106.38
155. 04

86 .45
3s.63
0. 00
0.00

Schedule
three

22 ,698.00
5,909 . 60

20, 389 .9 0

3,445.20
0. 00

21,335.60
37,050.00

0. 00

18. 70
51.00
5. 10

6. 80
0.00
0 .00

14s .80
224.40
I 15 .90
54.60
0. 00
0. 00

2BT.I+
+
+
+
+
+

Ex
Ex
Ex
Ex
Ex

Pr
Pr

Pr
Pr
2B

X-rays
( i) (+Ex. + 2BI^I. )

one
' two

three
four
five
síx

1.51
2.05
2.59
3. 13
3.67
4.2r

( ii) (+Ex. )
one

' tI,ì7o

three
four
five
six

54
51
19

7

0
0

t.97
3.04
4.55
5 .09
5.63
6. t7

Þ!.o
o

H.
X

L¡

o\



(iíi) (1oose)
one
trdo
three
four
five
six
seven
eigþË
nine
ten
eleven
twelve
thirteen
fourteen

D.H.E. (15 nins. )
Analgan - Pern. teeth

(1)

444
564

74
92

9
15

2

3
0

L2
0
0
1

I
10,953

8,362
62L

15
2,L82

23I
3,792

82
83

1, 011
88
49

4.00
6.00
7 .50
8.2r
8.92
9.63

10.34
11.05
LL.76
12.47
13. 18
13.89
14. 60
15.31

5.94

5. 80
6.70
7.60
7.60

11.00
6.70
7.60
9 .30

11.00
11. 00
11.00
7.60
9.30
9 .30
9 .30

11. 00
11.00

3.39
5.22
6.73
7.27
7. 81
8. 3s
8. 89
9.43
9.97

10 .51
11.05
11.59
12.T3
t2.67

3.97

.89

.61

.61

.37

.89

.61

.49

.37

.37

.37

.6L

.49

.49

.49

.37

.37

2.70
4.40
6. 10
7. 80
9 .50

LL.2O
L2.90
14.60
16. 00
16.00
16 .00
16 .00
16.00
16 .00

5.20
.15
.30
.30
.20
.75
.30

.20

.20

.20

.30

.25

.25

.25

.20

.20

L,776.00
3,384.00

555.00
755.32
80.28

r44.45

48,499.60
4,L60.7O

I 14.00
16,583.20
2,541.00

25,406.40
623.20
77r.90
66.00
11.00
11.00

2,O29.20
65. 10
27.90

9 ,402.30
9 68. 00
539 .00

1,505.16
2,944.08

498.02
668.84
70.29

L25.25
L7.78
28.29
0.00

126.12
0. 00
0. 00

t2. t3
L2.67

43,483.4r

43,23r.54
3,657 .69

99.ls
14,423.O2
r,933.47

22,334.88
542.02
62t.67

50.22
8. 37
8.37

r,764.87
52.43
22.47

7,572.39
736.s6
4r0. r3

1,198.80
2,48L.60

45r.40
717 .60
85.50

168
25

43,482.40
3,57O.75

94.50
L3 ,7 46 .60
L,894.20

2 1, 804. 00
516.60
60r.75
49.20
8.20
8.20

1,682. 10
50. 75
2I.75

7,329 .75
72r.60
40 1 .80

00
80
80
00
00
00
00
00
00

Þ€E
o
o.
ts.
x
(Jl

o\

25

5
6
6

I
5
6

7

I
8

I
6

7

7

7
8

8

L75
5
6
6

I
5
6

7

8
I
8
6

7

7
7
8
I

43
0

192
0
0

l6
16

20.68
33. 15

0 .00
r49.64

0.00
0.00

L4.60
15.31

65, 060.82
N

(r
(1
(2
(2
(¡
(g
(1
(t
(1
(1
(1
(1
(1
(2
(2
(2

)
1)

3)
3)

1)
1.

2)

3)
.2
.2
.1
.1
.3
.1
.3
.3
.2
.3

)
.2)
.2)
.2.2)
)
.3)
.3)
)

6

1

I
267

7
3



(
(
(

592.2.3.3)
1.2.3)
L.2 .2.3)

7 .57

47
1.4

1, 166
60

5.92
6.74
6.74
7.s7

6,902.72
404.40
316.78

7.57
30.28

2,628.t4
263.90
263.90

33. 84
25.38

I, 650 .00

0 .00

0 .00

s7 .40
180.40
16.40

8 .20

6,033.66

6,762.80
696.00
272.60

17 .40
46.40

2,600 .35
45 8.50
229.25

78.60
39.30

I, 650 .00

0

0

7

22
2

1

11.00
11.00
11. 00
11.00

8. 37
8.37
8.37
8.37

13.29

8 .20
8.20
8 .20
8.20

13.29

5. 80
11 .60
5. 80

L7.40
11.60

6.55
13. 10
6.55

19.65
13. 10

11 .00

8.20
8.20
8.20

22.84

19.50

77.00
242.00

22.O0
11.00

8, 162 .00
485.40
380. 2 3

9.L7
36.68

2,977.50
303. 10

303.10
39.32

1,800.00

11 .00
11 .00
22.00

0.00

0.00

14. 80

7 .50
8.66
8.66
9. 83
9. 83

L2.OO

4s .55

41.00

58
184

16
8

.t4

.74

.37(1.r.2.3)
Cusp(s)/Pi-n(s) - Perm.

teeËh

Silicate - Perm
(1) or (2
(1.1) or
(2.2)

eeth

( 1. 1. 1) or ( I .I.2)
(r.2.2)

Composite - Perm. teeth
Ant. teeth

(1) or (2)
(1'1) ot (I.2)
(2.2)
(1.1.1) or (1.1.2)

,(L.2.2)
Incis. edge/Pin(s)

Post. teeth
( 1.2 .3)
(1.2.3.3)
(2.2.3.3)

Gold - Per-m. teeth
?

f, crown (excl. lab.)

2-surf. inlay (excl. lab.)
índirect
3-surf. inlay (excl. lab.)
indírecÈ

4s4 6,7r9 .20 6,033.66

.t
)
(1. 2)

00
09
09
L7
T7

7

I
8
9

9

(¡

29.49

397
35
35

4
3

150

"õ

o
Ê.
H.
X
(Jt

o\

00

00

0.00

0

0

0

I
I
2

11.
11.

8.37
8.37
8.37

8.37
8.37

16.74

8.20
8. 20

16.40

00
00
00

11.

6.62
7 .54
7 .54
8.46
8.46

11. 00

30.23

25.8L

41 .00 25.81 19 .50 0 00 0 .00



bridge (exc1. lab.)
Amalgaur - Prim. teeth

2 ,197
119

2

7 ,498
1,118

897
23

103
I7
I
2

70
I

970
208

42
20
t7

5

495

5 .80
6.70
7.60
7 .60

11 .00
6.70

9. 30
11 .00
11 .00
11.00

7 .60
9.30
9.30

11.00
11.00
1r. 00
11. 00
11.00

14 .80

7

5.20
5.75
6.30
6 .30
8. 20
5.75
6. 30
7 .25
8.20
8.20
8.20
6. 30
7 .25
7 .25
8. 20
8.20
8.20
8.20
8.20

t3.29

6.55

0. 00

12,742 .60
797.30

15.20
56,984.80
12,298.00
6,009.90

174.80
957.90
18 7 .00

11.00
22.00

532.00
9 .30

9 ,02 1 .00
2,288 .00

462.00
220.00
187.00
55 .00

0 .00

9,rr7.55
539.07

9. 80
36,740.20
6,283.16
4,063.41

rr2.70
54r.78
95.54
5.62

tr.24
343.00

5.26
5,LO2.2O
1, 168 . 96

236.04
rlz.40
95.54
28. 10

0 .00

Lr,424 .40
684.25

12,60
47 ,237 .40
9,t67 .60
5,r57.75

ltr4.90
7 46 .75
r39.40

8.20
16.40

44r.00
7 .25

7 ,032.50
1, 705 . 60

344.40
164. 00
139.40

4 1.00

6,578.55

L7.40
23.20
34.80

0.00

0

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

,(
(

1)
f .i)
1. 1. 1)

4. 15

4 .53
4.90
4.90
5.62
4 .53
4.90
5.26
5.62
5.62
5.62
4.90
5.26
5.26
5.62
5.62
5.62
5.62
5.62

9.68

4.82

2)
2.2
3)
3.3
L.2
1.2
1.1

)

)
)
.2)

7 .60

2)
L. | .2 .2)
1.3)
1. 1.3)
2.3)
2.2.3)
2.3.3)
2.2.3.3)
1.2.3)
r.2.2.3)

Cusp(s) /Pin(s) /s. s. c. -
Prim. teeth

silicate - Prim. teeËh
(1) or (2)
( 1. 1)

' ( t. 1 . 1)

Composite - Prim. teeth
Ant. teeth

( 1) or (2)

Post. teeth
(2.3.3)

7

8

9

3
2

2

00
09
I7

50

4.3L
4.70
5.09

s.80
11.60
L7.40

12.93
9.40

10. 18

7 ,326.00 4 ,79 r.60

21.00
16. 18

18. 34

0. 00 0 .00

Þ
Þ
o
o.
H.
x
Ln11.00

0

1 5 .62 8.20 11. 00 5 .62 8 .20



Extractions - Prim. teeth
one
tr^lo
three
four
five
six
seven
eigþt
níne
turelve

2,500
466

49
8
2
I
4
2

1

2

5. 00
7 .00
9.00

11.00
13. 00
15 .00
17.00
19 .00
21.00
23.75

5 .00
7.00
9 .00

11 .00
13 .00
15.00
17.00
19.00
35.50

7. 00
9 .00

11 .00
13.00

9 .00
11 .00

4 .65
7 .25
9 .85

12.45
15 .05
16.70
16.70
76.70
16.70
16.70

4.65
7 .25
9.85

12.45
15 .05
16.70
16.70
t6.70
29.25

t2,500.00
3,262 .00

441.00
88.00
26.00
15. 00
68.00
38.00
21 .00
47.50

4,325.00
385 .00
36.00
11. 00
13 .00
15 .00

0 .00
19.00
35. 50

9 ,275.00
2,385 .92

3r9.97
63.52
18.70
r0.76
48 .68
27.16
r3.78
27 .56

3,892. 50
348 . 15

32.64
9.99

11.82
13. 65

0 .00
T7 .3I
27.12

1 1, 625 .00
3, 378. 50

482.65
99 .60
30. 10
16 .70
66 .80
33.40
16.70
33.40

4,022.25
398.75

39.40
L2.45
15.05
16.70
0.00

16.70
29.25

1 J\
78 .80
24.90
15.05
39 .40
37 .35

3.7 r
5.12
6.53
1.94
9.3s

r0.76
t2. L7
13.58
13.78
13.78

4 .50
6. 33
8.16
9.99

11.82
13. 65
15 .48
T7.3L
27.12

5.54
6.95
8. 36
9.77
7 .37
B. 78

9.85
12 .45

Extractions - Perm. teeth
one
È\'üo

three
four
fíve
six
seven

, eight
twenty-Èhree

Extractions - Pern. lYrím.
teeth

1 perm./1 prírn.
1 perm. l2 prim.
I perm./3 prirn.

. 1 perm. 14 prLm.
2 perm. /1 prim.
2 perm. /2 prim.

7.00
72.00
22.O0
r3.00
36.00
33. 00

s .54
55.60
16.72
o 11

29.48
26 .34

865
55

4

1

1

1

0

1

I

U

1

8
2

I
4
3

25
85
45
05

7.
9.

12.
15.

Þ
r-
o
Ê-
H.
x
Ln



Endodontics

(í) Root canal therapy

Ant. teeth
Premolars
(1 canal)

Premolars
(2 canals)

l"lolars

(ii) Pulpotomy

Prím. teeth
Perm. teeth

Pros thodontics
Ful1 dent. ( 1)
(excl. lab. )

Full dent. (2)
(excl.1ab.)
Part. dent. (1)

Part. dent. (2)

Repairs
(inc. rab.)
(no lab. )

Mouth guards

Orthodontics
(Remov. appl. or space

maint. )

39

L,472

L7

3

23

5

11
3

4

35 .00

39 .00

47 .50

7r.25

3.96

3.96

47 .sO

71.00

61.50

75.30

I0.74

24.50

27.04

31. 89

40.92

3.55

3. 55

37 .6s

65.12

51. 19

54.68

9 .64

22.50

27 .04

31. 89

40.92

4.4s

4 .4s

38.48

76.00

38. 30

28.90

1, 365 .00

39 .00

47.50

570.00

5,829 .12

67 .32

t42.50

1 , 633.00

307.50

150. 60

85.80
r1.25

42.96

955 .50

27.04

31.89

327 .36

5,225.60

60 .35

t12.95

r,497.76

255.95

109. 36

70.29
9.42

38. s6

877 .50

27.04

3r.89

327.36

6,550.40

75.65

rr5 .44

I
8

c

2

1, 748 . oo

19i.s0

57.80

39
r4

6

3
7.
3.

80
75

6

3

9

39
T4

64

-Þ

o
IÀ
H.
X
tJr

o\

16 .50

70.29
9 .42

38.56

2 ,977 .56 2 ,67 3.OO 2,673 .oOr62 18. 38 16 .50



Temporary dressings
one
two
three
four
fíve
six

, seven
eight

Op.

L,965
370
58
18
4
I
0
1

10.50
11 .90
13.30

8.26
9.54

10.82
T2.TO

2.35
4.70
7 .05
9 .40

TL.75
14.10
L6.45
18.80

r.78

6,877.50
1,813.00

365.40
I 38. 60
36.40
10. 50

0 .00
13. 30

I,522.62

6,170.10
I, 635.40

330.60
r25.64
33.04
9.54
0.00

12. 10

r,368.82

4,6t7 .75
1, 739 . 00

408 .90
t69.20
47 .00
14. 10
0.00

1, 368 . 82

3.50
4.90
6. 30
7 .70
9.10

3
4
5

6

L4
42

.70

.98

.8018

MÍsc 769 1. 98 7.78

*...Interpretation of treatmenÈ codes - see Appendix 5.8

**... Includes dental health education

!
o
a.
F.
x

v
o\



Cost SÈandards for Care Provided Through Solo
Dentists - July to December, 1972x

Fee standards ($) based on
ttf ee-for-servicett schedule

CosÈ standards ($) based on
ttfee-for-servicett schedule

It.em of care

Exams
Ex. + 2BI^I.

X-rays
(í) (+Ex. + 2Bw.)

9ne
thTo

three
four
f ive
six

. f Pr.

.*Pr.*F.

.+28I,ù.tPr.

.+2BI,tr.+Pr.*F.

.+F.

No
Schedule

one

2 .37
7.75
7.75

r0.92
11...13
14. 30
9.17
6 .00

1.50
2.2L
2.92
3.63
4.34
5 .05

3.59
5 .38
6.88
7 .59
8. 30
9.01

Schedule
t!üo

2.13
5.17
5. 11
7.9s
8.46

11. 30
7.97
5. 13

1.51
2.05
2.59
3. 13

3.67
4.2I

.04

.55

.09

.63

.t7

Schedule
three

3. 90**
8. 30
7 .90
9 .90

t2.30
14.30

6 .00
4 .00

r.70
3.40
5.10
6. 80
8. 50

L0.20

2.70
4 .40
6.10
7. 80
9. 50

IT.20

Schedule
one

r,407.78
t47.25

I , 999 .50
677 .04

0 .00
700.70

4,860.10
0 .00

r07.70
t6.14
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Schedule
ÈInIo

r,265.22
98.23

I, 318. 38
492.90

0.00
5s3.70

4 ,224 . lO
0 .00

59.10
9.12
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Schedule
three

2,3t6.60
r57 .70

2,038.20
6 i3. 80

0.00
700 .70

3, 180.00
0.00

0.00
0 .00
0.00
0.00
0 .00
0.00

81 .00
13.20

Ex
Ex
Ex
Ex
Pr
Pr

594
T9

258
62

0
49

530
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

30
3
0
0
0
0

00
00
00
00
00
00

00
00
00
00
00
00

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

( ii) (+Ex. )
. one

tr^7o

three
four
five
six

1

3

4

5

5

6

97

0
0
0
0

00 Þ
!
o
È
F.
x
t .¡t

!

.00

.00

.00



(iii) (1oose)
one
t\'ro
Èhree
four
five
six
seven
eigþË
nine
ten
eleven
twelve
thírteen
fourteen

D.H.E. (fS mins.)

Analgaur - Perm. teeËh
(1)

.00
0
0
0
0
0

35
19

3
1

0
0
0
0
0
1

0
0
0
0

4. 00
6.00
7 .50
8.2r
8.92
9.63

10.34
11 .05
IT.7 6

12.47
13. 18
13. 89
14.60
15. 31

5.94

5.80

11 .00
7 .60
9.30
9. 30
9. 30

11.00
11 .00

3.39
5.22
6.73
7 .27
7 .8L
8.35
8.89
9.43
9.97

10 .51
11 .05
11.59
12. L3
t2.67

3.97

5.17
89

.89

.6r

.49

.37

.37

.37

.61

.49

.49

.49

.37

.37

2.70
4 .40
6. 10

7. 80
9. 50

tr.20
12.90
L4.60
16 .00
16. 00
16.00
16.00
16.00
16.00

5.20
5.7s
6. 30
6. 30
8.20
s.7s
6. 30
7 .25
8.20
8.20
8.20
6. 30
7 .25
7 .25
7 .25
8.20
8.20

.00

.00

.00

140. 00
114.00
22.50
8.2t

00

118 . 65
99.18
20.19

7 .27
0.00
0.00
0. 00
0.00
0.00

10 .51
0. 00
0.00
0. 00
0.00

3,89 8. 54

3, 008 . 94
418.19

0.00
918.79
t25.55

1,501.95
13.22
29.96
0.00
0.00
0 .00

429.65
29.96

7 .49
396.97
83.70

0. 00

94.50
83. 60
18 .30

7. 80
0. 00
0 .00
0.00
0.00
0 .00

16. 00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0 .00

12.47
0.00
0.00
0. 00
0. 00

5 , 833. 08

3,375 .60
475.70

0.00
I,056 .40

165 .00
1, 708. 50

15.20
37 .20

0 .00
0.00
0.00

494.O0
37 .20
9.30

492.90
110.00

0.00

N

1. 1)
1.1.1)
2)
2.2)
3)
3, 3)
r.2)
r.2.2)

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

982

582
7T

0
139

15
255

70
60
60
00
70
60
30
00
00

6.
7.
7.

11.
6.
7.
9.

11.
11.

.6t

.61

.37

5

6
6

8

5

6

7

8
8
I
6
7

7

7
8
I

3,026.40
408.25

0.00
875.70
12 3.00

|,466 .25
12.60
29.00

0. 00

r.r.2)
t. r.2.2)
1.3)
f . i.3)
1.3. 3)
2 .3)
2.2.3).
2.3.3)

2
4
0
0
0

65
4

1

.00

.00

.50 Þ

.00 E

.2s E
-25 Ê
.00 x

'00 ï

0
0

409
29

7

384
82

0

53
10
0



.3.3)

Cusp(s)/Pin(s) - Perm.
teeth

Silicate - Perm. teeth
( 1) or (2)

or (1.L.2)

Composite - Perm. teeth
Ant. Èeeth

(1) or (2)
(1.1) or (1.2)
(2.2)
( 1. 1. 1) or ( 1 .1.2)
.(r.2.2)

Incis. edge/Pin(s)

Post. ÈeeËh
( r.2.3)
(1.2.3.3)
(2.2 .3 .3)

C'old - Perm. teeth
?

f, crorøn (excl. lab . )

2-surf. inlay (exc1. 1ab.)
indirect
3-surf. inlay (excl. lab.)
indirect

8.37
B. 37
8.37
8.37

8.20
B .20
8. 20
8.20

(2.2
(t.2
(r.2
(1.1

(1.1) o
(2.2)
( 1. 1. 1)
(r.2.2)

3)

00
20
20
00

.2.3)

.2.3)

00
00
00

0
8
B

0

0
1

I
0

11.00
11 .00
11 .00
1r .00

14 .80

l2 .00

11 .00
11. 00
11 .00

45 .55

4 1.00

13.29

11.00

30.23

25 .81

0 .00
11. 00
11. 00
0 .00

429.20

497.00
80.90
0.00
0.00
0. 00

255 .00
25.98
17 .32

0 .00
0.00

96.00

0 .00

0 .00

0 .00
8 .37
8.37
0.00

385.41

420.32
67 .40
0.00

13.29

5. 80
11. 60
5. 80

17 .40
11. 60

6.55
13. 10

6 .55
19 .65
13. 10

1r .00

22.84

19.50

385.41

411. B0
I 16 .00

0.00
0.00
0.00

88.00

r (1.2)

29

7I
10
0
0
0

7. 00
8.09
8 .09
9. r7
9.17

5.92
6.74
6.74
7 .57
7 .57

7 .50
B. 66
8. 66
9 .83
9 .83

6.62
7 .54
7 .54
8.46
8.46

0.00

222.70
39.30
13. i0

0 .00
0.00

00

08
62
08
00
00

0

t

4
3
2

0
0

8

0
0
0

3

0.00

0

0

0

225.
') ')

00
00
00

r5.
0.
0.

0
0
0

0 .00
0.00
0.00

88.00

8. 37
8 .37
I .37

8.20
8.20
8.20

0
0

0

0 .00

0.00

0 .00

o
c-
ts.
X
(.'l

-{41 .00 25.8I 19.50 0.00 0. 00 0 00



bridge (excl. lab.)
Amalgam - Prim. ËeeÈh

(1)
(1.1)
(1.1.1)
(2)
(z.z)

0

5.20
5.75
6. 30
6. 30
8.20
5.75
6. 30
7 .25
8.20
8.20
8.20
6.30
7.25
7.2s
8.20
8.20
8.20
8.20
8.20

13.29

0 .00

L,502.20
234.50

15.20
5, 510 .

737.

260.
44.
11.
0.

167.
0.

669.
99.
33.
0.

99.
11.00

799.20

22.50

0.00

r,074.85
15 8. 55

9. 80
3,552.50

376.54
416.76

4 .90
L47.28
22.48
5.62
0 .00

107.80
0.00

378.72
50.58
16. 86
0.00

50.58
s.62

522.72

It+.46

0.00

I, 346. 80
20L.25

L2.60
4,567 .50

549 .40
529.00

6. 30
203.00

32. 80
8.20
0.00

138.60
0.00

522.00
73 .80
24.60

0 .00
73. 80
8.20

7 t7 .66

19.65

259
35

2

725
67
92

1

28
4
I
0

22

7.60
7 .60

11. 00
6.70
7 .60
9 .30

11 .00
11 .00
11 .00

7 .60
9 .30
9 .30

11.00
11.00
11. 00
11 .00
11 .00

14.80

7 .50

805
6.70

4. 15

4. s3
4.90
4. 90
5.62
4.53
4.90
5.26
5.62
5.62
5.62
4.90
5.26
5.26
5.62
5.62
5.62
5.62
5.62

9 .68

4.3r
4.70
5.09

4.82

5.80
11.60
L7.40

(3)
(¡.
(t.

0
72

9
3
0
9

I

2)
2)
2.2)

3)

3)
3)
3.3)
3)
2.3)

3)
2)
2.
1.
1.
3)
1.
3)
2.
3.

6L6.
7.

2t.
0.
0.

00
00
00

00
09
t7

00
00
40
60
40
00
00
00
20
00
60
00
00
00
00

( 1.
(t.
(1.
(1.
(1.
(2.
(2.
(2.
(2.
(1.
(1.

2.
2.
2.

Cusp(s) /Pin(s) /s. s.c. -
Prím. teeÈh

SilicaËe - Prim. Èeeth
(1) or (2)
( 1. 1)' (1.1.1)

Composite - Prim. teeth
Ant. Èeeth

(1) or (2)

Post. teeth
(2.3.3) .

54

3
0
0

7
8

9

12.93
0 .00
0 .00

17.40
0.00
0.00

ÞE
o
r)
o.
H.
X

L¡t

!

0.00

3

0

6 .55

11 .00 5.62 8.20 0.00 0 .00



ExtracËions - Prim. teeËh
one
t\do
three
four
five
six
seven
eight
nine
twelve

158
27

7

2

0
0
0
0
0
0

57
10

2

0
0
0
0
0
0

5.00
7. 00
9.00

11 .00
13.00
15 .00
17.00
19 .00
21 .00
23.7 5

5.00
7.00
9 .00

11.00
13. 00
15 .00
17.00
19 .00
35 .50

7. 00
9.00

11 .00
13. 00

9 .00

3.7 |
5.L2
6.53
7.94
9 .35

t0.76
L2. t7
13.58
13. 78
L3.7 8

4. s0
6.33
8.16
9.99

IL.82
13.65
15 .48
17.31
27.12

0.00

4.
7.
o

12.
15.
L6.
16.
16.
16.
16.

65
25
85
4s
05
70
70
70
70
70

00
00

28
0
0
0
0
0

54
6.95
5

790 .00
189 .00
63.00
22.00

0 .00
0.00
0.00
0 .00
0.00
0 .00

285.00
70.00
18 .00
0.00
0.00
0 .00
0 .00
0.00
0.00

00
00
00
00

s86.18
r38.24
45.7L
15.88
0.00
0 .00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

256.50
63. 30
t6. 32
0. 00
0 .00
0.00
0.00
0 .00
0.00

734.70
r95.75
68.95
24.90
0.00
0.00
0 .00
0.00
0.00

265.05
72.50
19.70
0 .00
0.00
0 .00
0 .00
0.00
0.00

29.00
00

.00

.00

Extractions - Perm. teeth
one
two
three
four
five
síx
seven
Fieht
twenty-three

Extractions - Perrn. /frÍn.
teeth

prim.
prim.
priu.

16.70

4.6s
7.25
9 .85

t2.45
15 .05

L6.70
16.70
29.25

7 .25
9 .85

t2.45
15 .05
9. 85

12.45

I pern. / I
I perm. /2
1 pern./3
I perm.14
2 perm. /l
2 perm. /2 11 .00

prr_m
prim
prim

4
0
0
0
0
0

8. 36
9.77
7.37
8.78

22.t6
0.00
0 .00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0
0
0

0
0

.00

.00 Þ
E
o
J
o.

X

L¡t

{



Endodontics

(i) Root canal therapy

Ant. Eeeth

Premolars
( 1 canal)

Premolars
(2 canals)

Molars

(ii) Pulpotomy

Prim. teeth
Perm. teeth

ProsthodonËics
Full dent. (1)
(excl. 1ab. )

FulI dent. (2)
(exc1'. lab. )
Part. dent. (1)

Part. denÈ. (2)
(exc1. 1ab.)

Repaírs
(inc.lab.)
(no lab. )

Mouth guards

Orthodontics
(Renov. appl. or space

uraínt. )

3 35.00

39 .00

47 .50

7 t.25

24.50

27.04

31.89

40.92

3.55

3.55

37.6s

22.50

27.04

31.89

40.92

4.4s

4 .45

38.48

76 .00

38. 30

28.90

105 .00

0.00

0 .00

0 .00

360.36

23.76

0.00

0.00

0

73.50

0.00

0 .00

0.00

323.05

2I.30

0 .00

67 .50

0 .00

0

0

0

6

0.00

0 .00

91

0

3.96

3.96

47 .50

71 .00

61.50

75.30

7. 80
3.75

t0.74

65.12

51.19

0 .00

0 .00

404.95

26.70

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0 .00
0 .00

o\

6

3

9

0

0

0

0
0

1

54.68

00

00

00
00

0

9.64 Þ

o
J
o-

33.00 ['
v
\¡

ro.7 4

0.00

0 .00
0.00

9.64

39
T4

64

6.39
3.14

9 .64

0
0

16. 502 18. 38 16 .50 36.76 33 .00



Temporary dressings
one
tr¡ro
three
four
five
six
seven
eigþt

Misc. Op.

45
11

3
4
0
0
0
0

.30

.70

.10

.50

.90
3
4
6

7

9

3. 14
4.42
5 .70
6 .98
8.26
9.54

10 .82
12.LO

2.35
4 .70
7.05
9 .40

IL.7 5

14.10
16.45
18.80

r.78

157.s0
53.90
18.90
30. 80
0.00
0 .00
0 .00
0.00

188. 10

141.30
48.62
17.10
27.92
0.00
0.00
0.00
0. 00

169. 10

105.75
51. 70
2L. 15

37 .60
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

169. 10

10.50
11 .90
13.30

95 1.98 t.78

*...InterpretaÈion of treaÈment codes - see Appenclix 5.8

**... Includes dental health educaüion

Þ
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Treatment Code

Ex.

B. W.

Pr.

F.

D.H.E.

Descriptions of
restorations per tooth:
(i) surface(s) covered

and complexity of
restoration ( s )

(ii) cusp(s),/Pin(s)

(rr1)

ivlisc.

s.s.c.
oP.

Appendix 5.8

Interpretation
Examination

Bite-wing x-ray

Prophylaxie

Topical application of fluoride
Dental health education

See Appendix 5,1

Cuspal restoration or one

supported by at least one pin.

Stainless steel erown.

Miscellaneous operation. For
example, treatment of ulcers,
removal of sutures, frenectomy
and treatment of hypersensitive
ereas.

Interpretation of 'Ireatment Code



Apperrdix 5,9

Care Provided at the School. of Dental 'l'herapy - L9? 5

Patients treated : 5,492
Patients new to the School Dental- Programme: 4,58O (83.4

per cent )

Patients receiving at least one complete
course of treatment:

Patients reeeiving at least two complete
courses of treatmertt: 111 (2.0

per cent)
lìumbers of individual services

),484 (63.4
per cent )

x-rays:
prophylaxes:
topical fluoride applications ¡

teeth restored
primary:
permanent:

PuJ-pof omie s
primary teeth¡
permanent teeth:

root canal therapies:
extractiorrs (primary teeth)

reason 

- lürr:,
extractions (permanent teeth)

reason - 33tl;:, tttt
teeth restored with temporary restorations 26049

general anaesthetics: 0

orthodontic services (appliances): 54
mouth guards:
prosthetics:
miscellaneous operations :

dental health education/consuÌtation
children

individually:
in smal-l- groups:
in cl-assrooms:

adul-ts (inc . parents )
individually:
in groups:

9,996
LO,5)B
4,9)9

6,g7g
6,??L

ó18
I

5L

9,062
5t
78

g82
3

2\5
565
319

7

0

?L2



Care Provided Through F'ietd Staff

Patients treateci ¡ )6,5L4
Patients new to the School ìlental
Programme:

Patierits receiving at least one
complete course of treatment:
Patients receiving at least two
complete courses of treatment:
I'lumbers of indiv i dual serviees
x-rays:
prophylaxes:
topical fluoride applications:
teeth restored primary i

permanent:
pulpotomies - primary teeth:

- permanent teeth:
root cana.I therapies:
extractions (primary teeth)

reason - foose:
path.:
ortho, ¡

extractions (permanent teeth)
reason - path.:

ortlto. :

teeth restored with temporary restorations:
general anaesthetics:
orthorlorr'ti-c services (appliances) :

mouth guards:
one fu1l denture !

two ful-l- dentrrres:
one partial denture:
two partial dentures:
one full- denture and one partial denture:
modifications and repairs of dentures ¡

miscellaneous operations :

dental heal-th etlucati on/consul,tation
chi r dren - 

ii':iä:iiÈli:1"'
ad'lts 

":"i$*irl:ì',,1rì groups:

Appendix 5.10

L9? 5

L4,585 (39.9 per cent )

28,408 (??.8 per cent)

3,619 (9.9 per cent)

L6,tJ7
34,54r
29,469
)g ,60?
4t, oJo

5,500
101

25)

t,372
r,953
g ,668

)
L,O)u

225

BO

B)

0

1

180

L,976

t,?65
4,)t7
4,t+ 56

)o , B?-L

?64
825

8,708
?6



Appendix 5.It

Annual Salaries of School Dental Staff ,Iune L97 5

1 Dental therapists
$5, 802

"Ï6,216
t'6 ,6)0
;\6,96?

I'? ')o4
'$7,64t
:l)? '9?7

Ye ar
f irst
sec ond

third
fourth
fifth
sixth
seventh and

subsequent
Year

first
second
third and

subsequent
Year

first
second
third
fourth
fifth
sixth
seventh and

subsequent
Year

first
second
third
fourth
fifth and

subsequent

2, Reeional Dentists
$rþ, 504

l:t5,ozz
$1 5, 540

). FieId ntists
$ 9,7)8
f$10,464

$11,189
fitt,gLu
ttZ '639
fit3,)64
:l,t),986

l+, chai rside assistants (o ualified
$4, 86g

$5,180
'.þ5,49t

$5,802
#6,t],.a

)



iìegional Feedback
Region
Patients treated

Patients receiving atr
least one compJ-ete
course of treatment
Patients receiving
two complete courses
of treatment
Se rvrces
X-rays
Cleanings
Fluoride
Filling (prim. )

Filling (perm. )

Pulpot. (prim. )

Pulpot. (perm. )

R . C.T.
Ext. (prim. )

loose
Path.
ortho.

Ext, (perm. )

path.
ortho.

Temp.

G. A.
Ortho.
[4th. Guards
r4isc. 0p.
Sealant
1 F.D.*i
2 F,D.*I
1 P . D.'r+
? P.D.*t

Services Provided
breakdown: children -

adults
Emergenc ie s

F.D. /p,o!*
Pros. Repairs

Consult,/D.H.E.
child

individ.
sm. g,p .

class
Parent

individ.
group

Adult
indivi cl.

Appendix 6,1

J'lew
F'atients

+

+

*,.. Refers to the number of teeth restored

Full denture
Partial denture

F.D. ¡

P.D. ¡

Est mated cost o regionaÌ
servlee !

t¡ ,,

Fee-for-service cost
standard:

**
a



Region
Time period Regional Feedback Summary

Region Standard Regional
perforn-

Standard
perform-

t t g* t t gn
Accep ance ra e
Continuation rate

t enr t
ma eost

Patients treated
Patients completed once

eted t e
Uiean tee WI reated

deeay
t'lew patients
Patients of .(3 yrs.

duration
Patients of )3 yrs.

dur tion
I{e

New patients
Fatients of .( I yrs.

duration
Patients of )3 yrs.

I,[ean
-.New patients

patients of .( 3 yrs o

duration
Patients of )3 yrs.

duration
'r ... Percentage performance in brackets, where the standard equals 100 per eent and superior

behaviour is ) 100 oer cent.

.tj
U
o
0,
P.
x
o.
lv

New patients
Patients of .( 3 yrs.duration

Patients of .( 3 yrs.duration

irew patients
Patients of () yrs.duration

lilew patients
Patients of .( 3 yrs.Curation

ext, because of decay
New patients
Patients of .( 3 yrs. duration

because of deeay
Ìiew patients
Patients of .( J yrs. duration

ents oftP durationrS

onS td
resaoresece

ontd
no.o esom

. ext, or toir,lean perm. t

tients of ) onduratS

. to be extÍt. ttan pr

durationS

e

fa
I

t
eet

r

l{ean or s score

sease scoreMean gingival- d
I,iew patients

Fati

Patients of ¡



y (turnoverå)

N.B .
Ixy

m=

Appendix 7,I

Linear Regression Model L6? .205

(recal.I percentage) + c

.....¡¡oll ! iîo. Of fegions

c (tx)(Ixy)-(Ev)(Ex 2

2 ?(rx) n(l x

=mXX

2lx

+ ... mean number of

. .. mean numbef clf

patients treated per year per operator

patients receiving a complete
treatment per year per

course of
operator

aaa

aaa

mean number of courses of treatment provided
per

per year
operator

mean number of courses of treatment completed per
year per operator



Mean ilumbers of Patients Treated, Patients "Complet€d", Courses of Care,
and CompJ-eted Courses of Care per Year per Operator by Region, P.ecal-l-

Percentage and Calendar Years*
l{e ber of

Calendar

L9?2-197)

197 4-L9? 5

Re on

t9
20
2L
22
23
24
25
26

Ful-Ì-time RecaIl
e or e ent

65.0
53,L
5e.?
77 .6
59,4
B?.4
36,2
66,9

9
6
5
6
0
7

B

a

a

a

4
7
5I
6
1
6
4

5t1.0
3L6,1
483. I
443.0
51.8.?
542,9
)28.O
542.L

294
2Lg
396
352
451
462
254
323

9
1

7
9
5
6
¿
1

o
J
a,
P.
x
-{
N)

3
6
7
9
5
4
4
2

527 .
669.
)10.
)89.

56C .8
322,2
584.A
4T2.4
587.5
718. I
355,4
628.3

)24.
242.
480,
3? 5.

r99 ,5
2L2.0
305.5
L8? .3
25t.4
)46.6
465,?
)66,3
507,5
342.7
?70,9
545.2
338.4
408.0
538.0
380.0
480.4
38I.3

coursescomplete
of treatmentttmtre

courses

290.
300.
388.
489.
40? ,
628,
+51,
396,
59L.
403.
515,
620,
4oo.
57 8.
4)6.

5
7
0
o
c)

?
2
7
7
6
9
1

9
6
9
0
7
3
?

?84.
27 6.
399.

tt
Se

leted"
pa
c

L7 2,
2t2.
288.
t6).
250,
3)0,
404,
3)0,
377 .
266,
??0.
394.
3t5.

7
0
1
B

5
0
7
8
0
9
)
4
0
9
1

0
9
6

3
+
3
)
) 62.

23,
65.
80.
32.

aenpa
treated
25? .7
2? 6.?
37? .B
264,8
295.4
37t,2
405, j
366,0
404.9
323.L
)86.1
4)4,t+
384.2
39L.L
528,8
4oo,?
405.4
404. o

10
L?
?4
2?
5L+

54
55
75
75
79
L+L

57
59
6t
72
74
78
78

2
v
?
5
l+

6
3
1
6
8
?
4
0
5
5
7
3
3

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

4
5
6
l+

B
6
3
9
5
2
6
8

5
?
4
3
2
8

4
1

9
8
?
7
0
1

7
6
4
9
0
0

9
0
4
8

t

a

a

I

a

a

a

a

t

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
0
1
2
)
4
5
6
?

1
1
1
1
1
t
1
1
L



¡\)
a

t96.6
408.6
I+33.8
37 6,9
4?9 ,5
535.4
49t.8
362.?
5L4,8
250 .5

B

6
?

t
6
3
5
7
B

9

538.
469,
5)L.
659.
? oB.
472.
643.
360.

6
I
I
7
2
6
?
7
4
9

3?9.8
445.9
t+96. s
42t+.5
47 5.0
607.8
702.4
4?2.?
L+46.7

3oo. o

35, 5
70,4
? 3.4
7L.3
56.8
7 8.O
5L,B
5.9

8?.4
LO,3

9
6
?
4
4
6
4
2
1
2

a

a

a

a

t

I

a

o

a

8
6
7
6
4
l+

)
2
2
2

)o
3o
3I
32
3)
3t+
35
36

Þ
ì5

ox
ø
ts.
x
\l

N)

329.
5t+5,

t92.
3LL,
400.
329.
l+25.
502,
4?9,
)62.
352.
Lgs.

?7
?8

* percentages were provi.ded directly by the regional dentists
be interpreted as approximate only

reeall
should

The
and



Appendix 8.1

Paired t-test

(.paired t-test, as applied when comparing differences of

treatment plans for staff dentists and therapists from

those for regional denti"t"167 )

Difference between therapist's and regional dentist's
treatment Pla.n = x
Difference between staff dentist's and regional dentist's
treatment Plan = Y

fl=x-y

d for n patients = xd

f,= ã for (n-1 ) degrees of freedom
standard
error of d

Standard error of d

ntd

n

n (n-1)



Appendix 8,2

IVicl\¡emar Test

(McNemar test for comparing dichotomous correlated data

in two sampre tr67 )

I\umber
i!umber
sample

l\umber
sample

of correl"ated pairs = rr

of correlated pairs with a positive
one and a negative score for samPle

of correlated pairs with a negative
one and a positive score for samP1e

score for
two=c
score for
two=d

2
}IX for one degree of freedom

In this study, â continuity correction was included
by reducing the difference between c and d in the
numerator by one ' to obtain a corrected numerator
prior to squaring.



(V¡ilcoxon' s matched-pairs signed-ranks test for comparing

ordinal correlated data in two sample 116T )

Appendix B.J

\{il-c oxon' s Te st

Differences between scores for pairs are ranked without
regard for sign and by ignoring pairs with zero

differences.

Subsequently, the signsÍ'or specific differences are

assigned to the corresponding ranks.

'l'he sum of the negative ranks is T-.
Tlhe sum of the positive ranks is 'I*.
The number of ranks equals I\.

Mean T n( n+1 )/4

( f - i/tean T- )
?

N(N+1) (Zlir+r)/24 for one degree of freedom

In this study, a continuity correction was ineLuded by

reducing the difference between 'I- and Mean T- by 0.50,
to obtain a corrected numerator prior to squaring.

xlr



Appendix 8.4

A. Friedman'lest
(tne Friedman two-way analysis of variance on ranks,

a.s a.pplied for comparing ordinal- correl-ated data in
the three sample ,L6? )

The scores for each chi ld were ranked and a two-vr4y

analysis of variance was performed on the rank r,16?

B. Cochran Q Te stl6?
A positive characteristic was assigned the value of
one and absence of this characteristic was treated
as zeto.

A two-way analysis of variance then was performed
on the data .L67

C. Chi-square Test of HomogeneitY L67

X
2

for degrees of freedom = df
T

nb. 0 - observed value
rf = theoretical val-ue

df = (rows 1) x (columns 1)

When there is one degree of freedom, a continuity
correction is included by reducing the difference
between 0 and T by 0.50, to obtain a corrected
numerator prior to squaring,

4

?



Appendix 9.1

Questionnaire for Regional Dental Officers
(elace rrxrr in the appropriate box, where relevant)

1 Do you consider that the level of government
re-i-mbursement for official travel (for dental
personnel) is adequa.te? If not, why? If not,
specify adequate levels (if possible).

?, Salaries: How do you consider the foll-owing salary
scales? If inappropriate, indicate
appropriate levels with reasons (if
possible ) .

Salaries For

R.D.0.

Therapist

Chairside Asst.

Tutor Dent.

Tutor Ther.

Sefr. Def¡t.
0f f',

Field Dent.
(mobile )

Instrument
Technic.

DentaL
Technic.

), Staff :

Approp. Inapprop. Reasons

A ro a

Indieate how many therapists you feel normally
could be directed effectively by one regional
dentist in a densely popuJ-ated area with all
but first-grade children on recall. Make
separate estimates for a non-fluoridated and
fLuorided community. Place "?" ¡ if no idea.

Fluoridated

Don't
l(now

Level- s
Considered

Number of Therapists

Non-fluoridated



4. cÌinic:

Feature

0veral1
Design

Equipment

ivlaterials

Position
In School

5. Leave ¡

Leave

! Approp.
I changes

I Reasons

¡Rea sons
I
I

2, Appendix 9.1

How do you consider the fol-lowing features of
the clinic? If not ideal, indicate
appropriate changes and give reasons (if
possible ) .

Don't
Know

fdeal I'¡ot
Ideal-

How do you consider the following types of
leave? If inappropriate, indicate appropriate
level-s with reasons (if possible ) .

Don't
I(now tnapprop. 

la
Leve1sApprop. onsidered
Approp.

Recreation

Sick

Long Service

t{aternity
( accouchement )

Without Pay

Special

6. How would you describe the role of a R.D.O.?
Qua1ify, if possiblei

QuaLification
lilost interesting l:]
Interesting

Somewhat int ere stingl_]

Uninteresting



3. Appendix 9.1

?. Training: you rate your training with respect
following responsibilities of a

? Where not ideal, indicate
riate changes and give reasons ( if

R.D.
appr
poss I

lApprop.
Ideal Feasons

Treatment
( inc. orth)

Dent. Hlth. Ed.

Admini strat .

Communi,ty Relat.

Pub. HIth, Dent.
( inc. evaluat. )

Patient iVlanagement

Clinic
Maintenance

B. Do you consider that therapists should be employed i.n
the following branches of dentistry? Qualify your
answerr if desired.

Branch of Dentistry Yes No Qualification

School Dent. Service

Hospital Dent. Service

Industrial Clirrics

Private Practice

do
he
0.
op
ib

How
tot

Re sponsibility
).
Don't
Know

Not
ldeal Changes

Don' t
Know



9. Therapv Training:

Responsibility

Dent. Hlth. Ed.

Proph. & Top. F.

Chart 8L Treat. Plan
For lncipient Decay

Infiltrat. Anaesth.

lnf , Dent, l.tlock
Anaesthetic

Intra-Oral- X-ray

AmaJ-gam Rest.
(no cusp)

Amalgam Rest.
( cusp )

Composite Rest.

Ext. Prim. Tth.

Pulpotomies
(prim. tth. )

Impress. For
Study Models And
Orthodontic i{odels

Adninistration

Community Relat.

Equipment Maintenance

l+, Appendix 9, L

How do you rate therapy training
with respect to the following
responsibilities of a dentaL
therapist? Where not ideal, indicate
appropriate changes and give
reasons ( if possible ) .

Don't
Know Ideal Not

Ideal
Approp.
Changes

Patient Management

Reasons



5 a

l,êSS'l'han
Ideal

Appendix 9.1

Areas Where
Improvement

lnd ic ate d

10. How woul-d you rate the apparent performance o
fol-lowing staff? Where apparently less than
state specific areas where improvement is ind
(if possibl-e ) .

f the
icleal,
icated

Staff Don't
Know

Ideal

Profe s sional
Administration
At Head-Office

Research Dentist

Field Dentists
(mobile )

Iìe gi onal-
Dentists

Tutor
Therapists

Tutor Dentists

Therapists

Chairside Assts.

Storeroom Staff

Staff ilor Repair
And lVlaintenance
0f Dent.
Equipment

Prosthetic
Technicians*
* Place "Not applicab1e", if you do not provide prosthetic

services.
11. Do you regard therapists as competent to treat the

foll-owing age groups? Qualify your answer, if
appr:opriate.

Age Groups Don't
linow

Yes t\o Qualificat ion

Pre-schoolers

Primary Schoolers

Secondary School
e+

Adults



6,

12. Do you consider that
responsibilities? I
appropriate.

Appendix 9.I
R . D. O. ' s should assume additiona I

f so, specify those which are

I). Do you consider that R.D.0.'s
certain responsibilities? If
shoulrl be relinquished.

shoul,d relinquish
so r spec if y thc.¡se vrhich

14. Do you consider that therapists should assunte
additional- responsibilities? If so, specify those
which are appropriate.

15. Do you consider tha.t therapists shoultl relinquish
certain responsibilities? If so, specify those which
shoutd be retinquished.

L6.' Do you consider that chairside assistants should
assume additionaL responsibilities? If sor specify
those which are appropriate.

l?. Do you consider that the School Dental Service
adequate incentives for the following staff to
tain enthusiasm? If not, indicate appropriate
changes and give reasons (if possible).
Staff Don't Adequate Inadequate llpprop. !

ES

Reg. Dentists

Therapists

Chairside Asst.

Field Dent.
( mobile )

offers
main-

Reasons



7 , Appendix 9.1
18. Do you consider that the Sehool Dental Service should

provide additional- in-service training to selected
therapists and chairside assistants so that they can
assume additional responsil¡ilities? If so, specify
appropriate areas of training and give reasons ( if
possible ) .

Staff Don't No Yes Appropriate I Reasonss

Therapists

Chairside
Assistants

t9. Indicate areas of extended education (Ín-service or
external-) that shoul-d be available to sel-ected staff ,
apart from those areas Listed in the previous section.
State reasons why, if possible. Place "?", if no
idea.
Staff Educat ion Reasons

Administration (I'rof . )

iìesearch Dentist

Regional Dentists

Tutor Dentists

Tutor 'lherapists

Therapists

Chairside Assistants

Field Dentists (mobile)

20. Rank the following features from 1 to L2, commencing
with the most interesting and finishing with the
least so. Rank equally, where appropriate.
(No. 1 = most interesting: I'{o. L2 = Ieast interesting).
Oral surgery Orthodontic tl

care
Exodonture
Proph. &
top. f1.
Examinations

Endodontic s

Dent. hlth.
edue.
Community
re l-ati ons

Rest. of fract.
inc i sors
Âdministration
Routine
rest. câfê
X-rays

tl
T
tl



2T,

22.

Inferior to thab of a dentist within
Ì'rer scope of responsibility

Similar to that of a dentist within
her scope of' responsibifity

Superior to that of a dentist within
her scope of responsibility

I don't know

ìVhich do you consider'lo
chairside assistants to
possible.

I ic tion

[J

be the appropriate ratio of
therapists? Qualify, if

L) ¡

Which staternent ì.resi
therapist? Quaì ify,

describes Lhe
if possible.

three therapists

two therapists

one therapist
ratio, if these
assistant(s) to

Appendix 9,L

performance of 
^

ual- f t
One assistant

One assistant

One assistant

PIease state
i.e., ..rr...

to

to

to

what
! a

do not apply,
........ therapist(s).

2). How would you rate the satisfaction that
from treating the following? eualify, if

vou receive
possible. *

IVery
Satis.

J{ot
Satis. Sat i sfying !Qualif y

¡

fnfant School- Students

Primary School Students

Pre - sc hoole r s

The ÐmotionaÌì-y 0r
Physically Handicappe ct

Pensi oners

+ Place "Not appÌicab]-e", if you do not treat these
groups.



2l+, How would you rate the relationship between the
folÌowing groups? If somewhat unsatisfactory or most
unsatisfactorlr indicate in what w^y and suggest
remedies (if possible).

on'
now

9.

atis

Appendix p.1

|lanner Inl

Groups

I
I

Somewhatllnsat i s .Lrnsarrs rl
Which

Unsatis.
0r

omewhat

ossible
emedies

I
P

h
I
I
I
Iti

R.D.0.-Ther.

R.I).0,-Ch.Ass.

Ther.-Ch,Ass.

Prof. Admin.
( tíind. squ. )

FieLd Staff

Tutors (Hind.
Squ. ) -Fiel-d
Staff

S . D. S. -Communit

S. D. S.
School Teachers

Field Dent.-
Ch. A.sst.

25, Do you consider that your direction of therapists
should extend into the foll-owing areas? rt¡here "yes",
indicate to what extent and why ( if possible ).

Don't
Lnow

What Children Are To
.tse Treated .uy
llherapists And When

Clinical- Care Within
A Therapist's Scope

The 'Iherapist's
Behaviour In 'lhe
Community Outside
Working Hours

l\o Yes I extent And '¡ihy
I
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26. äow wouLd you rate the i-mpacb of existing dental
health education? Suggest changes which coul,d
increase the impact.

D.l{.E. Suggested Changes

F{iehly Effective

Fairly Effective

Ineffect ive

Don't Know

Do
on

lime

you feel- too much or too little time is spent
D. F{.ïi . ?

(D.H.ll. )

Indicate Proportion 0f
Therapist's 'Iime lhat
lle Á.ssigned To D.H.E.
Normal Circumstanees.
(assume al-l- but f irst
children on recal1 )

Too jirrch

Ideal-

Too Little

DOn,t ì_¡OW

How would you rate existing visual aids?
additions or changes ( if appropriate )

Should
LInder

grade

Sugge st

Don't
i(now Adeq uate Inadequate Change s/¡,aaitions

Vis. Aids

27 , How would you rate the level- of the community's
awareness of the Schoo1 Dental Frogramme? lf
inadequate, specify in what way and suggest remedies,
if possible.

Adequ. Inadequ.
I

l{ature of 
I RemediesInadequ.

Communitv
Awarene s s
Of School
Dent. Prog.

Don't
l(now
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?.8, How would ,you rate the co-operation provided by most
school s'baf f (teachers : headmasters ) to the school-
dental prog,ramme'? Qua.l-ify, if possibLe.

ual-if'
i/ery (ìood l]

Good l_]

Poo¡' f_]

I don't fnowÜ

29, How r^¡ould you describe the general attitude of South
Australian private practi'bioners to the School
Denta1 Serviee':

10. i{ow would .you
practitioners
Se rvice ?

describe the general attitude of private
in your area, to the School Dental-

3L. How would you
to the School

describe the general attitude of parents
Dental- Service'/ Qualif y, if possibJ-e.

if
Interest only sufficient to

enro.l- children
A slightly greater interest

A much greater interest

I don't know

32. Do you think the School- Dental Service will be able to
attract sufficient dentists to meet future needs?
Answgr "yes", "no", "don't know" or "yes with certain
ehanges". Indicate those changes that would have to
be made to attract suf f icient dentists (if possilrJ-e ) .

33. What do you consider to be the
disadvantages of employment as
to entering private practice 3

major advantagæ and
à R.l).0., as opposed

DI SADVAhJT'A ES
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)+. Do you consider there is a need for additional
laboratory or other technical services to be
provi-ded f or the Fielcl? If so, spec if y.

35. Do you find it difficult to arrange treatment for
children after schooÌ hours (holidays excluded)? If
So, indicate what acti-on seems appropriate ( if
possible ).

Ilo Appropriate Action

Yes 'lo Some Degree

Yes

36, Do you find it difficult to arrange treatment for
children during school holidays? Tf so, indicate
what action seems appropriate ( if possible ).

i{o Appropriate Action

Yes 'lo Some Degree

Yes

)?, How woul-d you rate the level of knowledge
by parents with respect to the nature of
dental care? If inadequate, state where
and remedies (if possible),

possessed
school
inadequate

Don't l(now

Adeq uate

F'airly Adequ.

Inadequ.

)8, Iiow would you rate the
experienced by parents
If not high, indicate w

remedies ( if possible ) .

Don't Know

High

lvlo de rate

Inadequac ie s P eme die s

level of satisfaction
concerning schooL dentaL care?
hy not and appropriate

Reasons Why
IrJot lìigh

Low

Reme die s



L3.

39. Do you think it an advantage
attend the clinic with their
reasons

Don't Know

No

Sonewhat Of An
Àdvantage

An Advantage

Don't Know

0

Appendix P.1

for most parents to
children? Indicate

Reasons

Remedial Steps

40.

41.

What proportion of chiLdren have at least one parelt
who hãs visited your clinic? If you are dissatisfied'
indieate possiblê remedial steps (if possible).

Do you feel that field conferences are of maxj.num
value in their present forn? If they should be
changed to provide naxinrum value' indicate what
ehanges are indicatedi If field conferences would
be valueless in any form' indicate!

L+2. Do you feel that R.D.O.'s have sufficíent say i4
decÍ.ding the general policy of the School Dental
Service? Qualify your answerl

l+3, How would you
when corrpared
(if possible).

Statue As Perceived
By The Following

You

R.D.0,'s

Public

Private Dentists

Therapists
rs e Ass

onal
f

Lower omparable Reasons

rate the professional status of R.D.0.'s,
with private dentísts. Gj.ve reasons

Don'
Know

gher

a

He
es

e



Il+.

44. How ma.ny primary school- children do
be maintained annually by one therap
circumstances? Assume (i) alÌ but f
children on recaLl (ii¡ a non-fluori

Appendix 9.1

you consider could
ist under normal
irst-grade
dated area.

I+5. ivhat do you consider to be the ideal interval between
recalls in your area (for the average child)' €.9.¡
9 monttrs, 12 months?? What is the existing interval?

46. Do you feel that appropriate types o
being recruited to dental- therapy?
relevant changes (if possible).

f
If

individuals are
not, indicate

4?, Do you consider that one-chair static clinics woul-d
be desirable for some areas? If not, indicate why
not.

48. Do you consider that
or one-chair mobile

many regions should have
clinics for therapists?

two-chair
Qualify

your answer, if possibl-e.

49, Do you consider that a government car should be
al-l-ocated to some regions? If so, indicate why (if
possible ) .

50. Indicate any matter of significance to the
administration of the S.D.S. that has not beeo
mentioned yet.
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Questionnaire for FieId DentaI Officers
(place IXil in the appropriate box, where relevant)

1. Do you consider that the level of government
re-imbursement for official travel (for dental
personnel ) is adequate'l If not , why? l-f not 'specify adequate levels (if possible).

2, Salaries :

Salaries For

R.D.O

therapi st

Chairside Asst.

Tutor Dent.

Tutor Ther.

Sen. Dent.
Off.

FieLd Dent.
( mobile )

Instrument
lechnic.

DentaI
ilechnic.

) Staff:

llow do you consider the following sal-ary
scales? If inapproPriate, indicate
appropriate LeveIs with reasons ( if
possible ) .

Don't
Know

Approp. Inapprop. L,evels lR easons
Considered

ro

Indicate how many therapists you feel normally
could be directed effectively by one regional
dentist in a densely populated area with all
but first-grade children on recal-L. Iake
separate estimates for a non-fluoridated and
fluoridated community. Place "?", if no idea.

FIuor idate d Non-fluoridated

Number of therapists
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How do you consider the following features of
your clinic? If not irleaf indi.cate appropri-
ate changes a¡rd give reasons (if possible).

Feature Don' t Ideal- Not Reasons
o de

Overal1
Design

Equipment

Materials

5 a leave: How do you consirter the following types of
leave? If inappropriate, indicate appropriate
l-evel-s with reasons (if possibLe ).

Leave Don't
Know

Approp. Inapprop. Levels
Consider

o I

Recreati on

Sick

Long Service

Maternity
( accouchement )

r¿lithout Pay

Special-

4. Clinig.:

6. How woul-d
Qual-if y,

prop rAp

ons!neas
ed¡

I

vif
ou describe the role of a F.D.0.+?
possible i

Qualification
Most interesting !
Interesting tl
Somewhat interestingil
Uninteresting ¡

r___Field Dental Officer (mobile).



Responsibility

).
How do you rat
with respect t
ities of a F. D

indicate appro
reasons (if possible).

Appendix 9,2
our University training
he folLowing responsibil-
? Where not ideal,
ate changes and give

ey
ot
.O.
pri

Don't
Know

hot
IdeaL

a

s
propAp

ch
ReasonsIdeaL

Treatment
(inc. orth. )

Dent. HIth. Ed.

Admini strat .

Community Relat.

Pub. Hlth. Dent.
( inc. evaLuat. )

Patient lvlanagement

Clinic
I\laintenance

B, Do you consider that F.D.O.'s should assume additionaL
responsibilities? If so, specify thoee which are
appropriate.

9, Do you consider that therapists should be employed in
the following branches of dentistry? Quatify your
answer, if desired.

Branch of Dentistry Yes No Qual-if ication

School Dent. Service

Hospital Dent. Service

Industrial CIinÍcs

Private Practice

Don't
Know
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10. How woul-d you rate the apparent performance of the

following staff? Where apparently less than ideal,
state specific areas where improvement is indicated
(if possible) a

Staff

Professional
Admini stration
At Head-Office

Research Dentist

Field Dentists
( mobile )

Chairside Assts.

Storeroom Staff

Staff For Repair
And Maintenance
Of Dent.
Equipment

Prosthetic
Technicians*

Ideal Less Than
IdeaI

Areas Where
Improvement
Indicated

Don't
Know

* Pl-ace " l'lot applicable " ,---prosthetic services.
if you do not provide

11. Do you consider that F. D.0. 's shouLd relinquish
certain responsibilities? If sor specify those
which shoul-d be relinquished.

12, Do you consider that chairside assistants should
assume additional responsibilities? If so,
specify those which are appropriate.
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t3, Do you consider that the School Dental Service offers

adequate incentives for the fol-Iowing staff to main-
tain enthusiasm? If not ' indicate appropriate changes
and give reasons (if possible).

Staff Don't Adequate Inadequate lApp"op.
!Reasonsow S

Reg. Dentists

Therap i st s

Chairside Asst.

Fi el-d Dent.
( mobite )

14. Do you consider that the School Dental-
provide additionaL in-service training
therapists and chairside assistants so
assume additional responsibitities? If

Appropriate

Service should'to seLected
that they can
sor specify

reasons (if

Reasons

a
p
ppropriate areas of training and give
os sible ) .

Staff Don't Irlo Yes i
A as

Therapi sts

Chairside
Assistants

L5, Indicate areas of extended education (in-service or
external-) that should be available to selected staff,
apart from those areas listed in the previous seetion.
State rea.son why, if pos sibl-e . Irl ace " ? " , if no idea.

J aff Edu ation iìe

Administration (Prof . )

Research Dentist

Regional Dentists

Tutor Dentists

Tutor Therapists

'Iherap i s ts

Chairside Assistants

Fiel-d Dentists (mobile)
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Rank the following features from 1 to L2' commencing
with the most interesting and finishing with the
least so¡ Rank equally, where appropriate
(No.1 = most interestingr No.12 = least interesting).

Oral surgery Orthodontic care l-_l

Exodonture E
Proph. & top. f1.[
Examinations E
Adminístration t]

x-rays tl

Endodontics I
Dent. hlth. educ. f-l
Community relations-
Rest. of fract
inc isors

Routine rest. care n

I?. How would you rate the satisfaction that you receive
from treating the following? Quallfy' if possible.*

Very
Satis. Satis.

Not
Satisfying

I

lQualiry
I

Infant Schoo1 Students

Primary School
Student s

Pre-schoolers

The Emotionally 0r
Physically i{andicappe d

Pensioners

---Pl,ace "l{ot applicable", if you do not treat thesex

L a How wou you rate the re at ionship between the fol-Iow-
somewhat unsatisfactory or most unsat-

cate in what way and suggest remedies
ing groups? If
isfactory' indi
(if possible ).

Groups

Prof . Admin.
(riina. Squ. )t f
u o16 n

squ. )-r'iet¿
Staff
S.D.S.-Co
S. D. S.

h
eI Den

I
Manner Iuñgâtr].8 rt which

In þossible
o$emedies

I
I

Don' Satis Somewha
Unsatisnow

nsatis.
what
tis

I
¡

I
I
I

v

F
h. t

a

he
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L9. How would you rate the impact of existing dental
health education? Suggest changes which could
increase the impact.
D.H.D. Suggested Changes

Highly Effective

l.'airly Effective

Inef'f ective

Don't Know

Do you feel too much or too little time is spent
on D.H.E.?

Too Much

Ideal

Too Little
Don't Know

How would you rate existing visual aids?
additions or changes (if appropriate).

Indicate The Proportion 0f
Your Time That Should tse
Assigned To D.H.E. Under
llormal Circumstances
(assume all but first grade
children on recall).

Suggeet

Inadequate Change e/n¿ait i onsDon't
Know Adequate

Vis. Aids

20, How would you describe the general attitude of South
Australian prlvate practitioners to the School Dental
Service?

2t, How would
awarene sa
inadequat
remedies,

you r
of th

ê¡ spe
if po

ate the level of the community's
e School Dental Programne? If
cify in what way and suggest
s sible .

Adequ. Inadequ. Nature 0f
fnadequ.

Don't
Know Remedies

Community
Awarene ss
0f School
Dent. Prog.
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22, How would you rate the co-operation provided by most
school staff (teachers: headmasters) to the school
dental programme? Qualify, if poseible.

Qualify

Very Good

Good

Poor
I don't know

23. How would you describe the general attitude of South
Australian private practitioners to the Schoo1 Dental
Service?

2L+. How would you describe the general attitude of
parents to the SchooL Dental Service? Qualify,
if possible.

if

'"t:':;:"ï"liltïåÏi"ient E
A slightty greater interestfl
A much greater interest f]
I don't know E

25, Do you think the School Dental Service will be able
to attract sufficient dentists to meet future needs?
Answgr "yeÊ", t'not', ttdontt knowt' or "yes with
certaj-n changgs". Indicate those changes that would
have to be made to attract sufficient dentists (if
possible ) .

26, What do you consider to be the major advantages a¡rd
disadvantages of employment as a F.D.0.r âB opposed
to entering private practice 3

ADVANTAGES DISADVANTAGES

tl
E
E
E
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2?. iVhat do you consider to be the major advantages and
disadvantages of employment as à R.D.0.r as opposed
to entering private practice 3

ADVANTAGES DISAD\/AI'¡TAGES

28. Do you consider there is a need for additional
laboratory or other technical services to be
provided for the Fiel-d? If so, specify.

29. Do you find it difficult to arrange treatment for
children after school- hours (holidays excluded)?
If sor indicate what action seems appropriate (if
possible ).

No Appropriate Action

Yes To Some Degree

Yes

30. How would you rate the Jevel, of knowledge possessed
by parents with respect to the nature of school-
dental- care? If inadequate, state where inadequate
and remedies ( if possible ) .

Don't Know

Adequate Inadequacies Remedies

FairJ-y Adequ.

Inadequ.

)L, How would you rate the level of satisfaction
experienced by parents concerning school rlental care?
If not high' indicate why not and appropriate
remedies ( if possible ) .

Don't Know

High Reasons Why
Reme die st,lot lli

Moderate

Low
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)2, Do you feel that fiel-d conferences are of maximum
value in their past form? If they should be changed
to provide maximum va1ue, indicate what changes are
indicated3 If field conferences would be valueless
in any form' indicatel

)3. Do you think it an advantage for most parents to
attend the clinic with their children? Indicate
rea8ons.

Don't Know Reasons

l'io

Somewhat 0f An
Advantage

An Advantage

34. What proportion of children have
who has visited your clinic? If
indicate possible remedial steps

Don't Know

o 25/"

?5 - 50'/"

50 7 5/"

35. Do you feeÌ that F.D.O.'s have
deciding the general policy of
Service? Qualify your answerl

least one parent
u are dissatisfied,
f possible ).

RemediaL Steps

sufficient say in
the School DentaL

at
yo
(i

)6, How many primary school children do you consider
could be maintained annually by one F.D.0. under
normal circumstances? Asaume ( i ) alt but first-
grade chil-dren on recall (ii) a non-fluoridated a?ea.
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i{ow would you rate the professional status of F.D.0.'s¡
when compared with private dentists? Give reasons
( if possible ) .

Status As Percei,ved Don' Highe Lower Comparabl Reasons
e ow w

You

R.D.0.',s

Public

Private Dentists

Therapists

Chairside Àssistant
) D S

Professional Admin.
Head Office

38. Vlhat do you consider to be the ideal- interval between
recalls in your aîea (f or the average chiJ-d)' ê.9. ¡

9 months, LZ months? ¡/hat is the existing interval?

)9. Do you consider that many regions should have two-
chair or one-chair mobile clinics? Qualify your
answer' if possible.

40. Do you consider that a government car should be
allocated to some regions? If so r indicate why
( if possible ) .

41. Do you consider that one-chair static clinics would
be desirable for some areas? If not, indieate why
not.

l+2, Indicate any matter of significance to the
administration of the S.D.S. that has not been
mentioned yet,
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Questionnaire for Dental Therapists
(place rrxrr in the appropriate box, where relevant)

1 Personal Information:
(i) Time as a therapist

in the field:
less than one year
one to two years
over two years fl

(ii¡ Previous occupation: only school
dental assistan
other
Single

rf
s if

(11r)
(iv)

Married
Locality (of clinic): Adelaide L_l r Countryfl

2. How many years (estimated in full years) do you
consj.der that you will probably work as a therapist
(exclude years as a student)?

). Rank the following features from 1 to L? (rank equally,
where appropriate), commencing with the most interest-
ing and finishing with the least soo (N.8. No.l =
most interestÍng ¡ No.L2 = least interesting)

Dental health education[] Inpressions E
Amalgams (non-cuspal) [ Proph. & topical fl.f]
Amalgams (cusp)
Primary tooth

extractions

Adninistratlon n

Composlte fillinge
Pulpotomies

[l Community relations l-l

X-rays
Examinations

4. How would you describe the general attitude of prívate
dentists to dental therapists? If negative, indlcate
how this could be rectlfied (if possible).

5 Do you particlpate in any connunity progranmes in
town? êogo' sport' adult education, clubs etc.
specify.

yo
If

ur
8or

6. Are you happy with
prefer another loc
possible ) .

eurrent placement, or would
If unhappy, indicate why (

your
ality?

you
if



2.

Do you consider that the level of government
re-inbursement for official- travel (for dental
personnel) is adequate? If not, why? If not'
specify adequate levels (if possible).

Appendix 9.3

?.

8. Staff:

I{umber of Therapists

9. Sal-aries:

Salaries For

R . D.0.

Therapi st

Chairside Asst.

Tutor Dent.

Tutor Ther.

Sen. Dent. Off.

Field Dent.
( mobile )

Instrument
Technic.

Dental
Technic.

fndieate how many therapists you feel normally
could be direeted effectively by one regional
dentist in a densely populated area with all
but first-grade children on recall. llake
separate estimates for a non-fluoridated and
fluoridated community. Place "?", if no idea.

Fluoridated Non-fluoridated

How do you consider the following salary
scales? If inappropriate, indicate
appropriate Level-s with reasons ( if
possible),

Don' levels l^
considered lKeasonsKnow Approp. Inapprop.

Approp.

I
I
I
I

10. How would you describe the role of a Therapist?
Qual-if y, if possible i

I'lost interesting E
Interesting E
Somewhat interestinef-l
Uninteresting

ualification



11 . l,eave :

Feature Not !Approp.
IdeaI iChanges

). Appendix 9.3

How do you consider the following types of
]eave? Tî inapproPriate, indicate
appropriate levels with reasons (if possible).

Leave Approp. Inapprop.

Recreation

Sick

l,ong Service

t/laternity
( accouchement )

lVithout Pay

Special

!2. Clinic: How do you consider the fol-lowing-features
of the clinic? If not ideal, indicate
appropriate ehanges and give reasons (if
possible ) .

Don't
Know

I

lco
I

LeveIs
nsidered
Approp.

Reasons

I
lReasons
¡

Don't
Know Ideal

Overall Design

Equipment

ir'late rial s

Position In School

I). Do you consider that therapists shoutd be employed in
the- following branches of dentistry? Qualify your
answer, if desired.

Branch of DentistrY Don't
Know

Yes I'io Qualification

School Dent. Service

l{ospital Dent. Service

Industrial Clinics

Private Practice
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14. i{ow would you rate the apparent performance of the
following staff? Where apparently less than ideal'
state specific areas where improvement is indicated
( if possible ).

Areas Where
Improvement
Indicated

Professional
Administration At
Head-0ff ce

Research Dentist

Regional Dentists

Tutor Therapists

'lutor Dentists

Therapists

Chairside Assts.

Storeroom Staff
Staff l¡or Repair And
Maintenance 0f Dent.

ui me

L5. Therapy Training:
with respect to the
dentaL therapist?
appropriate changes

Don't
Know Ide I'Jot tApprop. ¡Reasons

deal
De

Staff

R esponsibility
d

Don't
Know

Ideal- I,ess 'Ihan
Ideal

How do you rate therapy training
following responsibilities of a

Where not ideal, indicate
and give reasons ( if possible ).

s

P ,ec o

Chart &. Treat. Plan
For
nf It t ô th

Inf. Dent. Block
ES

r -r
I Rest. 110 cus

Amal

Co o t Re t
Ext Fri Tth.
Pul otomi

For Study ,'lodel
o

ommun

Impre ss .
And Ortho

onr
-at.

Patient l\îanagement



L6. Do yôu regard
following age
appropriate.

Age Groups

Pre- sc hoolers

Primary Schoolers

lligh School Students

Adults

L7, Do you consider that R.D.0. 's
additional responsibilities?
which are appropriate.

Appendix 9,3

shouLd assume
If sor specify those

5 a

therapists as competent to treat the
groups? Qualify your answer, if

Don't
Know

Yes t\¡o Qualification

18. Do.you consider that R.D.0.'s
certain responsibilities? Tf
which should be relinquished.

should relinquish
sor specify those

L9. Do you consider that therapists
artditional responsibilities? I
which are appropriate,

should assume
f so, specify those

20. Do you consider that therapists should relinquish
certain responsibil-ities? If so, specify those which
should be reJ.inquished.

2L, Do you consider that chairside assistants should
assume additional responsibilities? If so, specify
those which are appropriate.

22. Do you consider that the SchooL Dental Service offers
adequate incentives for the following staff to main-
tain enthusiasm? If not, indicate appropriate changes
and give reasons ( if possible ) .

Staff
e Dent i st s

Thera

I
Inadequate tDon't

Know
ApproP. lReasonsesl

Cha

ist s

S t

Adequate han
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23. Do you consider that the School Dental Service should
provide additional in-service training to sel'ected
therapists and chairside assistants so that they can
aBsurne additional responsibilities? If 8o, specify
appropriate areas of training and give reasons (if
possible ) .

Staff Don't i,lo Àppropriate I Reasons
I

Therapists

Chairside
Àssi st t
24, fVhich do you consider to be the appropriate ratio of

chairside assistants to therapists? Qualify' if
possible.

Qualification
One assistant to three therapists l_l

One assistant to two therapists E
One assistant to one therapist n

Yes

I
I

Please statc what ratio, if
....r....r'. assistant(s) to

these do not apply¡ i.€. ¡

therapist(s).

25. Indicate areas of extended education (in-service or
external) that should be availabl-e to selected staff'
apart from those areas Listed in the previous
section. State reasons why' if possible. PLace "?"t
if no idea.

Staff Education Reasons

Administration (Prof . )

Research Dentist

Regional Dentists

Tutor Dentists

Tutor Therapists

Therapists

Chairside Assistants

26, How would you rate the satisfaction that you receive
from treatlng the following? Qualify' if poss5-ble.t

Very Satis Not Qualify

School Students

Pre-gc
9m ona y0r

sicall ed

oo

P
ace l\¡ app ca e you ono rea s group.
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2?, Which statement best describes the performance of a'therapist? Qualify' if possible.
Qualif icat ion

Inferior to that of a dentist within
her scope of responsibility

Similar to that of a dentist within
her scope of responsibility

Superior to that of a dentist within
her scope of responsibility

I don't know

28. How would you rate the relationship between the
following groups? If somewhat unsatisfactory or most
unsatisfactoryr indicate in what way and suggest
remedies (if possible),

Groups tis Somew Unsatis
Manner In

Which
Unsatis,

0r
Somewhat
Unsatis.

Unsatis

R.D.O. The

R.D.0.-Ch.Às

Ther. -Ch. Ass .

Prof. Admin.
(Hino.squ. )

Field Staf
'Iutors ( Hind.
Squ. )-Fielct

f
S.D.S.

;o

S.D. S.
School-
teac

n

I
lp
¡R
I
I

ossible
emedies

ovJ

29, Do you consider that an R.D.0
therapists shouLd extend into
Where "yes", indicate to what
possible ).

l{hat Children Ar
Treated By Thera

c ca1 Care l'J h nA
t' Sc

T erapist's Behav
The Community Outside

.'s direction of
the following areas?
extent and why ( if

Don't I\O Yes lExtent And ltlhy

BeeTo
pists

a

a

Wo ours

our In



B.

Don'
Know

Appendix 9,)

30. How would you rate the levet of the community's
awareness ôf the School Dental Programme? If
inadequate, specify in what way and suggest
remedies, íf possible.

llature Ofhemedies
InaoeqU. I

dequ Inadeq I
u¿

Community Awareness
0f SchooL Dent. Prog.

)I, How would you rate the co-operation provided by most
school sta.ff (teachersr headmasters) to the school
dentaÌ programme?

Very good

Goo d

Poor
I don't know

)2. How would you describe the general attitude of South
Australian private practitioners to the School Dental
Serviee ?

33, How would you rate the impact of existing dental
health education? Suggest changes which could
increase the impact.
D.H.E. Suggested Changes

Highly Effective
Fairly Effective

Ineffective

Don't Know

Do you feel too much or too little time is spent on
D.H.E.?
I

oo

Indicate Proportion 0f
Therapist's Time That Should
Be Assigned to D.Fi.E. Ilnder
I'lormal Circumstance s .
(assume all but first-grade
children on recall )Do ow

How wouLd you rate existing visuaL aids? Suggest
additions or changes ( if appropriate ) .

Don't

n
D
n
E

To

Vi ids
ow

Adequate Inadeq uat Change s/naai.t ions
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ould you describe the general attitude of parents
e Schôol Denta1 Service? Qualify' if possible.

Qual ifv
Interest only sufficient iI

to enrol children
A slightly greater interestl]
A much greater interest Ü
I don't know L]

35, Do you think the School Dental Service will be able
to retain sufficient therapists to meet future needs?
Ansvrer "yes", 'rnorr, "don't know" or "yes with certain
changes". Indica.te those changes that would have to
be máde to retain sufficient therapists (if possible).

)6. Do you consider there is a need for additional
J-aboratory or other technicaL services to be
provided f or the Field? If so,speci-fy.

3?, Do you find it difficult to arrange treatment for
children after school hours (holidays excluded)? If
sor indicate what action seema appropriate (if
possible ) .

o t on

Yes To Some Degree

Yes

38, Do .you find it difficutt to arrange treatment for
children during school hoJ-idays? If sor indicate
what action seems appropriate (if possibl-e).

o ro riate Act
Yes To Some Degree

Yes

39. How would you rate the level of knowledge possessed
by parents with respect to the nature of school
dental eare? If inadequate, state where inadequate
and remedies ( if possibÌe ) .

o 't w

de

r
uate

e u

R med
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l{ow woul-d you rate the level of satisfaction
experS-enced by parents concerning school dental care?
If not high, indicate why not and appropriate
remedies (if possible).
Dcln't
äi h r,lot

derate
l-ow

41. Do you think it an advantage
attend the clinic with their

Reasons Why
Remed ES

for most parents to
children? Indieate

reasons.
Don't Re aso

No

Somewhat Lìf An
Ad t

t
\Vhat proportion of your patients do you estimate
at least one parent who has visited your clinic?
you are dissatisfied, indicate possible remediaL
steps (if possible).

have
If

42.

Don't Kno Remedi I Ste s

2

2 0

50 ? 57"

4), Do you feel that fiel-d eonferences are of maximum
value in their present form? If they should be
changed to provide maximum value, indicate what
changes are indicatedi If field conferenees would be
valueless in any form, indicatei

Do you feel that therapists have sufficient say in
deciding the general policy of the School Dental
Service? Qualify your answerl

44 a



11.

Status As Perceived Don'

l+5. How would you rate the Profe
regional dentists, when gomp
¿eñtists? Give reasons (if

ssional status of
ared with private
ossible ) .

Appendix t.l

Higher Lower Comparable Reasons

ou

R

ts
ists

Chairside Assistants

Professional
Adurinistration

Lt6. How many prinary school children do you consíder
could be maintained annually by one therapist under
normal cj.rcumstances? ,{ssume (i) atl but first-
grade children on recall (ii) a non-fluoridated area.

4?. ltrhat do you consider to be the ideal j.nterval between
recalls in yorrr area (for the average child)r ê¡B.r
p nonths, L2 months? What is the existing intenral?

49. Do you feel that appropriate types of individuals are
being recruited to dental therapy? If not' indicate
relevant changes (if possible).

49. consider that one-chair static clinics would
irable for some areas? ff not, indicate why not.

50, Do you consider that many regions should have two-chair
or one-chair nobile clinics for therapists? Qualify
your answer, if possible.

5L, Do you consider that a government car should be
allocated to so¡ne regions? If sor indicate why (if
possÍ.ble ) .

52. How would you deseríbe the style of teaching at the
School of DentâI Therapy?

53, Indicate any matter of significance to the
administration of the S.D.S. that has not been
mentioned yet.

Do you
be des
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Questionnaire for Dental Chaireide Assistants

(place rrx, in the appropriate box, where relevant)

1 Personal Information:
(i) Time as a dental chairside

assistant in the School
Dental Service ¡

(ii¡ Previous occupation:

less than one year
one to two years
over two years

only school
dental chairside
aesistant

Specify

Country []

¡¡o lI

f_i
tr
fi
f
tl

other l---l

(iii) Married l-l : Singl" l-l
(iv) Locality (of clinic) ¡ naelaide Ll
(v) Possess D.A.A. or

E.D.N. Certificate : Yes

2. How many years (estimated in full years) do you
conslder that you will probably work as a dental
chairside assistant in the School Dental Service?
(i.e., total years, including past years).

3, How would you describe the general attitude of private
dental practitioners to the School Dental Service? If
negative, indicate how this could be rectified (if
possible ) .

4. Do you participate in any community programnes in your
town? ê.g., sportr adult education, clube etc. If sor
specify.

5, Are you happy with
you prefer another
(if possible ).

our current placement, or would
ocality? If unhappy, indicate why

vI

6, Do you consider that the
imbursement for official
ig adequate? If not, why
levels ( ff possible ).

Ievel of government re-
travel (for dental personnel)
? If not, specify adequate
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?, How wouLd you describe the role of a chairside
assistant j.n thc School Dental Scrvice? Quallfy'
if possible!

Qualification
Most interesting E
Interesting n
Sonewhat interestingl
Uninteresting E

How do you considcr the following salary
scales? If inappropriate, indicate

ate leveLs with reasong (ir
a Levels

onsideredSalarles For Don't Approp Inapprop. asons

e

r
f

Fie1d Dent.

Instrunent

IÞntal

9. IÞ you consider that R.D.0.'8 should assume additional
resþonsibiütlee? If 8or specify those whlch are
appropriate.

)

10. .L4.¡

LeaVe

How do you conElder the following t¡rpes of
leave? If lnapproprlatcr lndicate appropriate
levels wlth reasons (if possible).

!Rcasons
I
I

Don'
Know

a Levels
dered

v

I

IIIIIIIIIIII
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Branch 0f Dentistry

Responsibitlty

Dent. HIth. Ed.

Adninlstration
Equlpnent Maintenancc

Patient Management

Not lApprop.
Ideal lChanges

3. Appendix p.4

How do you consider the following featuree
of the clinlc? If not ideal, indj.cate
approprlate changes and glve reasons (if
possible ) .

Feature Ideal

overall D,asign

Equlpnent

Materíals

Positlon In School

12, Do you consider that theraplsts ehould be enployed 1n
the followÍng branches of dentistry? Qualify your
answer, if desi.red.

Don't
Know Yes NO Qualification

School Dcnt. Serrrice

Hoepital Dcnt. Service

Industrial Clinicg
Private Practlce

How do you rate therapy tralnlng
with respeet to the followÍng
responsibilities of a dental
therapist? t{hcre not ideal,
indlcate approprlate changes and
give reaaons (if possibJ.e).

Don't
Know

Reasong
I

Don't
Know Ideal

Not
Ideal

lApprop. !
þha¡rges iReasons

I
I

I
I

IIIII
I



1l+. How would you
following staf
state specific
(if possible ).

Staff

t+, Appendix 9.4

rate the apparent performance of the
f? Where apparently less than ideaf'
areas where improvement is indicated

Don't
Know

Ideal
Less
Than
Ide

Areas Where
Improvement
Indicated

Prof essional Administration
t f e

Research Dentist

Regional- Dentists

Tutor Therapists

Tutor Dentists

Therapists

Chairside Assts.

Storeroom Staff
Staff For Repair And
Maintenance 0f Dent.

u1

L5. Do you consider that R.D.O.'s should relinquish
certain responsibilities? If sor specify those which
shouLd be relinquished.

t6. Do you consider that therapists should assume
additional responsibilities? If sor specify those
which are appropriate.

L?. Do you consider that therapists should relinquish
certain responsibilíties? If so, specify those which
should be relinquished.

18. Do you consider that chairside assistants should
assume additional responsibilities? If sor specify
those which are appropriate.

L9. Do you consider that chairside assistants should
relinquish certain responsibilities? If sor specify
thoee which should be relinquished.
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20. Do you consider there is a need for additional
laboratory or other technical services to be
provided for the Field? If sor specify.

2L. Do you consider that the School Dental Service
te j,ncentives for the following staff to

offers
main-

easons

adequa
tain e
change

nthusiasm? If not, indicate ropriate
s and eive reasons ( if possib

app
Ie)

I Approp.Adequat Inadequate ! Changes

a

Don'tStaff

Staff

i{now lR

Reg, Dentists

Therapists

Chairside Asst.

22. Do you consider that the School Dental Service should
provide additional in-service training to selected
therapiste and chairside assistants so that they can
assume additional responsibilities? If 8or specify
appropriate areas of training and give reasons (if
possible ) .

Don't
Know

Yes ! App ropriate
Areas ReasonsNo

therapists

Chairside Assistants

2), Which do you consider to be the appropriate ratio of
chalrside assistante to therapists? Qualify, if
possible,

One assistant to three therapists
One assistant to two therapists
One assistant to one theraPist

Qualification

f-]
ll

P1ease state what ratio' if these do not apply¡ i.ê. ¡
therapist(s)........)... assistant(s) to

24, Indicate areas of education (in-service or external)
that should be available to selected etaffr apart from
those areas listed in the previous section. State
reasons why, if possible. Place "?n. if no i.dea'

Staff Education Reasons

Regional Dentists

Therapists

Chairside Aesistants
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Not
Satisfyi

Appendix 9.4

ou receive
lowing?

ualify

25, How would you rate the satisfactÍon !h"! y- from partióipati.on in treatment of the fo1
Quatify, if Possible.*

Very
Satis tis

Infant School Students

Primary School Students

Pre-schoolers

The Emotionally 0r
Physically Handicapped

* Plac---treae "Not applicable",
tment of this group.

if you are not associated with

26, Which statement best describes the performance of à
therapist? QualifY' if Possible.

Qualification
Inferior to that of a dentist t- 1

within her scope of responsibility'--
Similar to that of a dentist , -within her scope of responsibilityL--J
Superior to that of a dentist t--iirittrin ner scope of responsibilityl-J
I don't know l-]

Do you consider that an R.D.O.'s direction of
thelapists should extend into the following areas?
Where "yes", indicate to what extent and why (if
possible ) .

2?.

n't
No Yes Extent And Why

What Children Are To Be
Treated By Therapists And

Clinical Care Within A
Therapist's ScoPe

The Therapist's Behaviour In
The Comnunlty Outeide
Working Hourg



28,

sugge
Groups

R D 0.

29.

How would you rate the reÌationship between the
following groups? If somewhat unsatisfactory or
most unsatisfactory, indicate in what way and

7,

st remedies (if possibt
Don' atis omewha

Appendix t.4

satis
nÞossibre

femediestl
I

e).
Unsatis ¡Manner I

lt/hich
Unsatis

0r
Somewhat !t

.l
Know

R. h ss

8s¡

Prof. Admin.
(Hind.squ. )t f
Tutors (Hind.

u. )-Field

S.D.S.-

S.D.S.-
School

rs

Do you feel that chairside assistants should have a
significant say in deciding the general policy of the
Schoo} Dental Service? Qualify your answerl

J0. How would you rate the leveL of the communi.ty's
awareness of the School DentaL Progranme? If
inadequate, specify in what way and suggest
remedies, if ossible.

Nature 0f,
Adequ. Inadequ. fnadeq l,l¡ | Remedies

)L, How would you rate the co-operation provided
school staff (teachersrheadmasters) to the sc
dentat programme. Qualify' if possible.

QuaLif.Y

Community Awarene
0f School Dent.
Prog.

Very good

Good

Poor
I don't know

by
hoo

most
I

s



32. How would You
parents to the
if possible.

Too IVIuch

IdeaI

Too Little

8.

describe the general attitude of
School Dental Service? Qualify'

Appendix p.4

Interest only sufficient to
enrol children

À slightly greater interest
À much greater interest
I don't know

3), How would you rate the impact of existing dental
health education? Suggest changes whlch could
increase the impact.

D.H.E. Suggested Changes

Highly Effective

Fairly Effective

Ineffective
Don't Know

Do you feel too much or too Littl-e time is
spent on D. H.E . ?

fJ
r-_l

r_l

rl

Don't Know

How would you rate existing visual aids?
additions or changes (if appropriate).

Indicate Proportion 0f
Therapist's Time That Should
Be Assigned To D.H.E. Under
Normal Circumstances (assume
all but first-grade children
on recall).

Suggest

dequate Inadequat Change s/.A,aaitionsDon'
Know

Vis. Aíds

34, Do you think the School Dental Service witl be able
to retain sufficient therapiets to meet future needs?
Ànswer 'yes", "no'¡ "don't know" or "yes with certain
changes". Indicate those changes that would have to
be made to retain sufficient therapists (if posetble)



g, Appendix P.4

)5, Do you find it difficult to arrange treatment for
cnildren after school hours (holidays excluded)?
If sor indicate what action seems appropriate
( if possible ) .

No Appropriate Àction

Yes To Some Degree

Yes

36. Do you find it difficult to arrange treatment for
chitdren during sehool holidays? If sor indicate
what aetion seems appropriate (if possible).

No Appropriate Action

Yes To Some Degree

Yes

)?, Do you feel that field conferences would be
¡enéficial for chairside asei.stants? If sor indicate
appropriate forrn of conference.

38.

)9,

How would you rate the l-evel of knowledge possessed
by parents with respect to the nature of school
dental care? If inadequate, state where inadequate
and remedies (if possible).
Don't Know

Adequate Inadequac ies Remedies

Fair1y Adequ.

Inadequ.

Don't Know
ltlhy Remedies

High

Moderate

Low

Do you feel that approoriate t¡pes of individuals are
being recruited to dental therapy? If not, indicate
relevant changes (if possible).

How would you rate the level of satisfactÍon
experienced by parents concerning echool dental care?
If not high, indicate why not and appropriate
remedies ( lf possibLe ) .

Reasons
Not High

40.
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41. Do you think it an advantage f9T_most^parents to
atténd the clinic with their chiLdren? Indicate
f€âSOflS ¡

Don't Know
Reasons

o

Somewhat 0f An

An Advantase

t+2, What proport
al least one
you are diss
steps ( if po

ion of your patients
parent who has visit

atisfied' indicate Po
ssible ) .

do you eetimate have
ed your clinic? If
ssible remedial

Remedial Steps
w

2

2

4), Do you feel that appropriate types of-dentists are
beiäg recruited to the School Dental Service? If not'
indiõate relevant changes (if possible).

t+4. How would you rate the professional status of
regional dãntists, when eompared to prlvate dentists?
Give reasons (if Possible).

Status As Perceived
By The Following

Don'
Know igher Lower Comparable Reasons

u
ts

v t
The

rS

ess o
dministratl

t+5.

t
P
A

t

s s-

on
e

Do you feel that appropriate typgs of individuals are
beiirg recruited as ehairside aseistants in the School
pentá1 Service? If not, indicate relevant changes
( if pos sible).
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l+6. What do you consider to be the major advantages
and disadvantages of employment in the School
Dental Service r â6 opposed to entering a private
practice?

Advantages Disadvantages

4?, Indicate any matter of significance to the
administration of the S.D.S. that has not
been mentioned yet.



Regional
school dental

programme

x-rays
per 100

examinations

7 5,t+

50.2
72,0
5L.2
4t,6
10.9
16. B

69 ,5
4.9

24.5

Regional
school dental

programme

11

t2
L)
14

L5

t6
t?
1B

L9

20

Appendix 10

x-rays
per 100

examinations

18.0
)0.5
59,8
)9,)
?O,L

19. B

6.3
J5.g
L5.0

t46.5

X- RAYS

The number of x-rays exposed per 100 examinations
in regional school dental programmes in the South
Australian School Dental Service.*

1

2

)
4

5

6

?

I
9

10

*
aaa For the first quarter, t976



Appendix 11

SCHOOL CANTEENS

'lhe University of Adelaide and the School Dental
Service have been studying the rel,ation between the sale
of sweets in canteens and dental health and profit.

To dater rêsults suggest that¡
a) canteens selling and not selling sweets attract

equivalent takings and Profit.
b) students in schools, where canteens selL sweets'

experience more decay.
c ) regular users of canteens selling decay-causing

confectionery experience more decay than irregular
users.
The removal of sweets and other decay-causing

confectionery from canteens is recommended by a large
number of health authorities, includingr
a) The National Health and iUedical Research Council of

AustraLia.
b) The South Australian Branches of

( i ) The Australian túledical As soc iation.
(ii¡ The AustraÌian Dental Association.

c ) The South Australian
School Health Service.
School Dental S€rviee.

Overseas authorities recommending the removal of
these items i,nclude ¡

a) The American Dental- Association.
b) The American Medical Àssociation.
c ) The British Dental Association.
d) the british Medical Association.

The South Australian Association of State School-
Organizalîons' Inc.¡ have expressed their support.

We real-ize that the removal of sweets presents
problems to some schools.

Canteens in Adelaide schools appear to be of 4 types,
namely : -

a) canteens selling sweets and other cariogenic foods.
b) canteens that have removed sweets and sweet

biscuit s.
c ) canteens that have removed sweets, sweet biscuits t

cakes, and heavì J-y iced or sugared buns. These
canteens selI plain yeast and fruit buns and
those with minimal icing. Fruit pies are also
sold.

d) canteens that have removed sweets, sweet
biscuits, cakes, iced or sugared bunsr ârrd
soft drinks.

(i
(11
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r¡/hile an ideal menu would
category, any change from the f
an improvement.

ertain to the last
rst group would be

Appendix lt
p
t

Enquiries may be direeted to¡

'lhe Sehool Dental Service,
49 Hlndmarsh Square,
ADELAIDE. s.A. 5000 a

Phone ¿ 22) 3080
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3o?Spcarnan's Rank Correlation Coeffieient (r)

6 tozr=1
2n(n 1)

tr r n-2

1-r 2

, where r

þ = difference between ranks

n = no. of correlated palrs

for (n - 2) degreee of freedon
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Standard Error for l,inear Regression Coeffieient

of Y on x1ó7 
,n

Y (estim,) = mx + c (APPendix 7.1)

Standard deviation of y on x (sy'x)

gy. x l t estim
n-?

nb..¡ rt = nor of subjects

syr x
Standard error = [(x - l)

Re gress j- on c oeff ic ient
Standard errornb... t = for (n-2) degrees

of freedom

* ChiLton'e simptified version of the employed formulae
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