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SUMMARY

fa

Background

In 1973 the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation announced a program for improving

and expanding dental education concerning treatmenr of the handicapped. ,Selected

dental schools would receive funding during the years 1974 to 1478. Of the

forty dental schools submitting proposals, eleven were selected by a committee

of the American Fund for Dental Health to receive the funding.

Educational'Teoting Service was aoked to undertake an evaluation of the

program, to determine ito effectiveneoo in achieving the stated goals. Various

kindo of evaluative meaoureo were employed, including meaoures of the appropriate

technical knowledge for handicapped care, and attitudinal reports about treatment

of handicapped peroono in actual practice. Theoe meaoures were, applied to dental

otudento who graduated before the funding became effective, and then again to

otudento in the yearo 1975 through 1978, while the program was in operation.

A second part of the evaluation effort wao a follow-up survey of the

graduateo of the eleven target schoolo in the years 1974, 1976, and 1978, in

each case two yearo after graduation, in order to determine the nature and

extent of the handicapped patients in their practice.

Data from theoe pourceo were oupplemented by oboervationo made during cite

vioits to the ochoolo. In addi ion, graduateo of ten ochoolo which had not

been funded were surveyed in 1978 and 1980.

Separate oectiono of thin report detail reoulto from the data gathered on

otudento in ochool ao well as that from the follow-up ourveyo. Thio section io

intendvd to nerve ao an introduction, to oummarize the concluoiono, to add come

information derived from the cite vioito, to voice caution about interpretation

of the data, and finally, to offer ouggentiono thai may prove tioeful to future

programn of a similar nature.

a
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Findings

1. The schools did provide increased instruction concerning handicapped

-

care, both didactic and clinical, during the course of the programa,

than had been provided to the students who graduated in 1974. They

also provided more such instruction than did a group of schools which

did not receive funding.

2. During the course of the program, the students reported increased

confidence in their ability to treat handicapped patients with

moderately complex dental problems.

3. There was a measurable increase in knowledge of dentistry for the

handicapped during the course of the project.

4.. The 1976 and 1978 graNates of funded schools reported seeing more

typeo of handicapped patients in their practices than had the 1974

graduateig._ However, the 1976 and 1978,graduates of non-funded pchools

had.pr4q4 profiles very similar to'those from the funded schools.

5. Thei-e in oome evidence that "hands on" experience is particularly

important. Thowe students v(14.o reported that they had treated 2 or

more patients with a particular handicap were somewhat more likely

to report in their later practice office treatment of patients with

that handicap.

6. Site vidits in 1979 to the 9 schools whose funded programa.were con°

cluUed in 1978 ohowed that each of the schools were honoring their

commitment to continue the program with their own resources. In

oeveral ochoolo the auxiliary staff had been reduced somewhat, but

the eooentialo of the program were continued. (
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7. Measured knowledge of dental treatment of the handicapped showed little

relationship to actual deciaiona--such as amount and extent--in the

dentiatc' practice after graduation.

Diacussion

There are ceveral points that should be kept in mind both in reviewing

the finding() from thic study, and'in concidering future programa of thic'type.

Each of the dental achoolc were required to include in ito propocal to the

Robert Wood Johncon Foundation an agreement to cooperate with an evaluation

ctudy. The evaluation, however, wac not deaigned until after the cchools'

propocalc had been submitted. Several of the achoolc could not impoce require-

merttc on the ctudentc which had not been included in their catalog at the time

they enrolled. Thuc, the ctudentc could only be aoked to)articipate,'not

required. If thia had been forepeen, it-might have been poccible to require

that propocala include a pledge of cooperation by current atudenta. In any

event, it ic decirable that evaluation plena for future project() be developed

before propocalc are colicitbd from the cchoolc.

In evaluating the data from thic project, particularly compariconc between

funded and non-funded schools, there (Mould be explicit recognition that the,

project had an impact on onfunded ac well ac funded cchoolc. The more than 40

cchoblo which bubmitted propooalo had to make an extencive review of their
A

activitiec in the area, ao well cm concider what changeo they would like to

make. This review procesc in itself quite pocaibly caused come aubctantive

changer), even though no'foundation fund() were provided.

Further, the projett had high vicibility throughout itc exictence and

oodoubtedly affected other cchoolo through informal exchange of information.



Thus, while fiscal constraints undoubtedly kept the non-funded,schools from

doing as much as the funded schools, the existence of the program very likely

created some beneficial changes beyond the eleven locations.

During the 1979 site visits, several project directors voiced the opinion

that four years was too short a period for a program to become established in

.a school. -They felt-it would have been better to 'have the oame total amount

of funds distributed over a five year period.

There were in fact some schools which experienced some difficulty in

getting the program under way during the first year. This was due to loss of

key faculty in some instances,
t
and..inadequate time allotted for planning in

others. A longer lead time between the decision to award funding and the

initiation of the program might be helpful in these latter instances.

.-Despite the cautions and reservations, however, the data support the

conclusion that overall the program accomplished the goal of .increasing the

availability of dental care for handixapped individuals. Further, it is the

cane that in any such funding effort there are more subtle or very long range

effectT; that cannot be documented than there are effects whicy can. Judging

from those that were documentable, there appear to have been many such additional

offectn an well.



SECTION I: DATA GATHERED qN STUDENTS. IN SCHOOL

Procedure

Plans for evaluation of the Robert Wood Johnson progrpm for training

dentists in the care of the handicgpped called for gathering data on students

in the schools shortly before graduation and ngraduates two years after

graduation. This section covers data gathered on students before graduation.

,Three different measures for obtaining information from students about to

graduate were developed and pyrinted in a single booklet. These included:

(1) A test of knowledge of dentistry for the handicapped.

(2) An inquiry about clinical experience with a variety of handicapping

conditions.
,15

(3) An inquiry on expressed confidence in treating a number of combina-

tions of 41:17-al problems and handicapping condktions.

Several background questions were also'included. A new form of the

knowledge test was developed each year frRm 1974 throUlh 1978, following

the name tent content outline and including sufficient items from the previous

year's form so that scores could be meaningfully equated. The schools included

in the program were asked to administer the three instruments to graduating

seniors at a convenient time during the spring of each year. In order to

secure solid base-line information, data were gathered on the class graduating

in 1974, before funding for the project became effective, and on thexlasses

graduating in 1975 through 1978, the years when the schools received financial

support from the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation.

The schools had agreed to cooperate in an evaluation, but this agreement

wan malt before the specific evaluation plan was developed. Some schools felt

-1-
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that they could not require or pressure students to participate. Participation

rateo varied widely from oChool to ochool, particularly for 1974, as will be

oeen in the next oection.

Knowledge Test
4

Table 1 ohowo, by year and by ochool, meano and otandard deviationo for

the knowledge teot ocoreo, together with the number of caoeo and the approximatle

percentage of graduating'otudento who participated'. ,Although a different form

-ftoLhe0 tent wao given each year, the ocoreo, were equated Notatiotically oh that

year to year comparioono may be made. It io cle-ar from thio talle that at oocle

ochoolo in oome yearo the participation rate wao very low. Thio complicateo
;

interpretation of the data. However, it iop000ible to draw ood6 meaningful

infer ncen. For all participating students the 1978 mean test score, 102.7,

wan significantly higher than either the 1974 mean, 100.0, or the 1975 inean

99.6, well beyond the .001 level of oign'ipcance. The differenceo are not
ce:

large, amounting to correct reoponoeo to about three teot itemo, but they are

beyond the chance level,

For individual ochoolo, comparioono were made between mean ocoreo for 1978

and thooe for either 1974 or 1975, whichever had the better participation

percentage. Of the nine ochoolo for which thio comparioon wao p000ible, tbree

reoulto did not reach the .05 oignificancv level, two were nignificant at the

.05 level, and four were oignificant beyond the .001 level of mnfidence.

(Schoolo are referred to throughout thin report by number in order to ma.intain

anobymity.)

For Schoolo 01, 07, 08, 09, and 10 1974 appeared to be the moot appropriate

booe year. The gains were oignifieant beyond the .001 level for Scho6lo 01 and

09, significant at the .05 level for School 10, and not oignificqnt for Schoolo

2
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TABLE 1

l'ilowledge Test Score Means and atandard Deviations by
Schools and Approximate Percent of Students Participating_

School

1974 1975 1976

M SD N SD N % M SD

01 96.9 8.7, 53 95 104.6 8.0 64 96 106.7 5.9

02 104.1 8.8 62 104.3 7.9 86 75 105.5 7.6

03 07.9 7.7 35 64 96.7 4 8.0 37 69

04 107.1 7.5 23 18 97.9 8.7 106 89 99.1 7.1

05 103.8 9.8 89 72 103.4 8.3 125 89 101.7 8.7

.06 100.4 8.4 73 59 97.2 8.8 113 93 99.9 7:5

07 97.3 8.4 54 93 93.1 ,12.4 47 81 91.8 10.91-

08 100%5 10.2 34 81' 99.4 11.4 31 72 101.8 6.6

09 94:01 9.6 142 79 102.7 8.4

10 93.6 11.5 40 53 92.82 8.3 32 43 97.2 9.5

101.83 7.8 30 93

11 98.4 8.5 63 77 97.4 8.2 81 94 99.7 8.0

Total 100 ,10.0 668 99.6 9.4 722 100.9 9.6

11975 graduates tested in Fall 1974

2Class graduating Spring 1975

3Class graduating Winter 1975 it

1 ,)

N

69

98

112

118

130

53

39

133

70

88

910

1977

%

99

94

SD N

102.0

106.7

7.1

8.7

65

93

96 99:3 7.2 113

87 102.2 7.2 98

87 103.8 5.6 84

'84 94.3 5.8 38

.(
98 D C14.5 8.3 45

67 92.9 12.2, 122

88 97.1 8.2 74

97 100.0. .8.4 72

100.1 9.4 804

1978

% M. SD N

93

99

96

65

56

59

90

58

87

76

105.4 7.7 62 100

106.5 6.7 84 82

101.4 7.3 122' 90

105.4 6.8 114 76

99.3 6.6 41 63

104.2 6.1 38 76

101.5 6.5 169 85

78.1 8.4 75 88

,)

102.5 6.7 90 99

102.7 7.4 795



Base year mean

N = 721

98.5

e

Table 2

Base year knowledge test
mean tompared with final

year mean

"ks

Final year mean Difference

N 795

102.7 4.2

-4-

1';



07 and 08. For School's 02, 043 05, and 113 1975 appeared to be the appropriate

base year. The gains were significant beyond the .001 leveLfor.Schools 04

and 11significant at the .05 level for School 053 and not significant for

School 02.

Perhaps more important than the significance tests is the fact that the

mean gain scores between the base year and 1978 are positive iii, every instance.

These gain scores are not random fluctuations. Table 2 compares the overall

base year mean with the final year mean, with a mean gain of 4.2.

Table 3 shows the percehtage of questions ih the various 'areas of the

knowledge test answered correctly for each participating gchool and year. In

reviewing this table the reader should bear in mind that it differs in imPortant

ways from Table 1. Table 1 reports standard scores, which have been equated

from year to year, so that a particular score has approximately the same

meaning, regardless of the'year concerned. It is not feasible to do year-
,. J

to-year equating on small groups of items, such,as we are involved with here,

other than by an elaborate and expensive process involving.prior experimental

administration of large numbers of items, analysis of item characteristics, and
,?0

Selection for final use in each form of only those items with appropriate item 0

characteristics. For the tests admini-stered, the only control on item difficulty

was the advisory committee's judgment that the item was appropriate for students

about to graduate from dental school. Accordingly, year to year differences in

'Table 3 will not be considered, but school-to-sthool differences for each year

are quite meaningful.

The reader should also bear in mind that subscores are almost necessarily

less stable than scores on the total test. However, while care must be taken

overinterpreting small differences in the table, either from ope



TABLE 3

Percentage of Questions Answered Correctly, 1975-78,
by Subject Area and by School

Total

School

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11

(1) Mental retardation
1975 58 72 66 60 84 60 48 51 45 46 62

1976 59 72 62 57 55 65 47 58 57 .54 57

1977 52 55 59 50 56 63 48 55 42 47 47

1978 63 73 6,9 56°66 54 65 6556 62

.

(2) Cerebral palsy
o

1975
1976

43
40

44

44

52

50

77 45 44

36 37

38

42

34

31

51

41 42
35

34

42

. 34

1977 36 33 50 31 33 46 29 43 28 29 35

1978 41 51 46 37 43 38 40 40 33 41

(3) Miscellaneous motor.problems
1975 56 54 55 48 47 53 48 37 48 0 50

1976 54 58 60 50 52 58 39 54 56 48 55

1977 48 46 60 42, 48 60 38 55 -40 43 50

1978 40 44 48 36 42 34 45 37 36 45

(4) Other neuromuscular problems
1975 58 61 64 54 58 63 56 50 59 48 53

1976 50 53 52 47 53 50 42 50 52 47 50

1977 50 51 58 51 49 56 43 70 39 46 '54

1978 56 52 65 56 58 50 57 54 50 59

(5) Congenital and genetic
anomalies

1975 42 55 44 33 34 45 48 '40 40 35 36

1976 43 62 52 40 39 35 27 43 50 36 43

1977 40 45 45 37 43 42 36 46 35 41 33

1978 45 57 44 45 52 44 46 40 38 45

(6) Metabolic-systemic problems
1975 48 52 50 47 45 53 45 43 48 43 45

197,6 53 58 57 53 55 50 47 57 53 50 49

1977 60 68 62 63 64 62 49 62 50 60 58

1978 54 53 57 55 59 50, 58 53 49 51

(7) Psychological problems
1975 48 49 53 42 49 53 46 32 50 41 50-

1976 50 53 52 48 56 48 32 53 54 47 51

1977 49 51 59 47 52 48 41 57 41 40 59

.1978 ' 50 54 50 51 54 48 51 48 44 49

(8) Neoplasia
4 1975 56 61 57 50 54 62 54 47 59 46 49

1976 42 46 51 43 46 29 35 42 45 36 41

1977 38 40 47 38 46 35 36 46 32 35 36

1978. 46 50 53 43 50 40 49 46 43 40

-6-



school to another in the same year or-for the same school from year to year, it

, is possible to observe areas where individual schools show a particular strength

0.

or a particular weakness.

School 01 can be seen to have somewhat higher ocores than the total

in the areas of mental retardation, congenital and genetic anomalies, metabolic-

systemic problems, and neoplasia. In other areas it is generally in line with

the total average.

School 02 is above th average for all of the areas. In one year, for

congenital and genetic anomalies, it fell one percentage point below the total

and was, usually substantially above the total average.

School 03 was represented only in 1975. In that year it was subotantially

above the total average in one area, cerebral palsy, and substantially below'

the total average in one area, congenital and genetic anomalies.

School 04 had one unusually high score on the mental retardaeion area in

1975 and one somewhat low score in congenital and genetic wiomalieo the same

year. Otherwise, its scores were about in line with the total.

School 05 was consistently above Ow total average in three areas,

metabolic-systemic problems, psychological ftoblems, and neoplasia and variouoly

slightly above or slightly below the total average in the other areao.

School 06 was repreoented in 1975 through 1977. Ito pattern war) extremely

variable, with departures from the total average as much as 12 percent above

and as low as 13 percent below the total average.

School 07 was consistently below the total average in all areas in all

years, the departures ranging from one percent to as much as 18 percent.

School 08 wao usually on the plus side of the total group by a few per-

centage points. The major exception wao in the area of mental retardation,

wh,,re there were minus figurer; in three-out of the four yearo.

-7-



School 09 was represented in 1976, 1977, and 1978. In 1977 all departures

from the total group mean were on the minus _side, by from 5 to 15 points. In

the other two years the departures were small pluses or minuses. School 10 had

one departure on the plus side, with the others ranging from zero to minus 10.

School 11 had a number of small plus departures from the total. average and a

.somewhat larger number of small minus departures.

It should be noted that Schools 07 and 11 originally structured their

program primarily to change students',attitudes toward treating the handicapped,

rather than emphasizing a didactic program, although both later put more

emphasis on direct teaching of knowledge. 1t is perhaps worth repeating that

on an equated score basis, all of the schools showed a rising total °score

pattern over the course of the program.

Clinical Experience with leandicapped Patients

From 1975 through 1978 one Section of the booklet which was administeied

asked students to report their clinical experiences with each of a list of-

handicapping conditions. For each condition, the student was asked whether he

on she had seen a presentation of ouch a case assisted someone else in treating
4,

such a case, and treated one patient or twyor more patients with ouch a con-

dition. Table 4 shows the percentage of students at all schools who reported

each year that they had treated one or more patients with each of a number of

conditions'. Year-to-year comparisons are complicated because not all schools

participated in all four years and because participation varied from year to

year in several schools. It can be seen, howbVrer, that whefeas in 1975 slightly

fewer th n one-fourth of the participating students had treated at least one

patient wi h mental retardation, in 1978 more than half had treated at least

one.

-8-



It is clear from Table 4 that there was a conSiderable increase in student

exposure to a wide variety of,handicapping conditions over the years. Between

1975 and 1978, the pfoportion of students who had treated at least one handi-

capped patient incr,eased for 34 of 37 handicapping conditions and remained the

same or decreased for only three. About 17 percent had treated one or more

cases of cerebral palny in 1975, while 30 percent had done so in 1978. In 1975

only three percent had treated a patient with multiple sclerosis, while 12

percent had done so in 1978.

There was not, of course, an even rate of increase year to year for all

handicapping conditionn, but it is quite clear Chat by the end of the grant

period more studenen were peeing patients with handicapping conditions than did

the ntudents at the beginning of the grant period.

Similar patterns c,an be seen in the tables for most of the individual

schools. At School 01, shown im Table 4-1, the percentage of students who had

treated one or more canes of mental retardation increased from just under 30 to

lover 50, while those who had treated at leant one Cerebral palsy case increased

from 5 to nearly 40 percent. There were increases for 36 of the. 37 handicapping

conditions.

At School 02, there were increanen in student exposure to only 24 out of

the 37 handicapping conditionn, an can be peen in Table 4-2. The areas Of mattal

retardation and cerebral palsy, which had very subntantial increases in ntudent.

involvement in moat schools, actually had a decrease here. This phenomenon can

be accounted for in terms nf the school's effortn to chunge its handicapped

program from a largely pediatric focus to one encompansihg a range of adult

problemn.



TABLE 4

The Percentage of Graduates of All Schools
WhO Treated One or More Patients with

Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation

Description of handicap 1975 1976 1977 1978

N = 791 N rz. 910 N ° 690 N = 796

Mental retardation 24.0 34.4 34.6 52.1

Cerebral palsy 16.7 24.5 22.2 30.1

Blindness 4.5 9.3 10.1 16.2

Deafness 10.6 12.9 12.7 20.6

Epilepsy 24.6 27.2 26.2 42.2

Stroke 12.0 12.9 12.9 21.5

Parkinsonism 4.8 6.7 6.7 9.2

Arthritis 29.5. 27.5 33.5 46.0

Poliomyelitis 3.0 4.6 ' 3.5 6.9

Spinal cord injuries 5.4 7.6 10.4 12.6

Multiple sclerosis 3.0 6.7 6.8 12.4

Muscular dystrophy 3.0 8.6 5.2 10.5

Facial trauma from accidents 12.6 14.0 14.1 '18.6

Multiply handicapped 11.1 17.4 18.8 27.1

The homebound patient 6.8 4.2 5.1 8.0

The nursing-home patient 8.5 9.9 10.4 15.1

Cleft palate or lip 8.3 9.9 9.9 12.9

Other craniofacial anomalies 3.0 4.9 5.1 6.8

Spina bifida 1.3 3.0 1.9 2.0

Thalidomide-induced deformities
and similar malformations 0.8 0.3 0.4 - 1.4

Diabetes and other endocrine
disturbances 42.7 38.7 46.2 63.1

Hemophilia- 5.3 4.8 6.7 7.3'

Cardiopulmonary disease 33.4 31.5 37.1 53.5

Asthma 33.2 31.4 31.3 41.3

Atherosclerosis 16.7 17.4 18.7 27.4

Emphysema 11.1 10.1 13.0 17.2

Cystic fibrosis 0.9 1.4 1.7 4.4

Allergic reactions to drugs .

. used in dental treatment 36.8 31.0 34.2 45.3

Autism 1.1 2.5 . 2.2 4.9

Hyperactivity 23.0 21,5 19.1 23.0

Other behavior problems 26.5 22.0 22.9 30.9

Leukemia 1.8 2.1 1.4 3.8

Other blood dyscrasias 7.1 6.6 5.5 5.8

urain tumors 2.5 2.2 1.7 3.9

:;arcomas 1.9 2.3 2.0 1.9

'oqualaous cell carcinoma 4.4 4.9 3.0 5.3

Otner neoplasms 5.4 6.1 6.5 9.5

-10-



TABLE 4-1.

The Percentage of School One Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation
-

Description of handicap 1975 1976 1977 1978
N 64 N ==, 69 N 65 N ° 62

Aental retardation 29:7 39.1 56.9 53.2
Cerebral palsy 4.7 17.4 36.9 38.7
Blindness 4.7 5.8 23.1 30,.6
Deafness 3.1 13.0 23.1 21.0
Epilepsy 21.9 33.3 47.7 54.8
Stroke 10.9 21.7 23.1 213
Parkinsonism 3.1 5.8 6.2
Arthritis 28.1 33.3 33.8 53.2
Poliomyelitis 7.2 6.2 16.1
Spinal cord- injuries 4.7 23.2 27.7 19.4
Multiple sclerosis 1.4 6.2 9.7
Muscular dystrophy 2.9 7.7 21.0.
Facial trauma from accidents 4.7 17.4 20.0 32.3
Multiply handicapped1 7.8 23.2 36.9 30.6
The homebound patient 25.0 1.4 6.2 16.1
The nursing7home gatient 15.6 10.1 13.8 24.2
Cleft palate or lip 9.4 15.9 23.1 38.7
Other craniofacial anomalies 0 4.7 7.2 6.2 16.1
Spina bifida 3.1 10.1 1.5 6.4
Thalidomide-induced deformities

and similar malformations 3.2
Diabetes and other endocrine

disturbances 57.8 53.6 66.1 77.4
Hemophilia - 5.8 10.8 19.3
Cardiopulmonary disease 43.5 55.4 67.7
Asthma 31.2 43.5 43.1 62.9
Atherosclerosis -35.9 18.8 32.3 45.2
Emphysema
Cystic fibrosis

14.1 18.8 23.1

1.5

40.3
9.7

Allergic reactions to drugs
used in dental treatment 32.8 43.5 47.7. 50.0

Autism 1.6 2.9 3.2
Hyperactivity. 14.1 30.4 29.2 27.4
Otheebehavior problems -43.7 29.0 40.0 29.0
Leukemia 1.6 4.3 1.5 8.1
Other blood dyscrapias 6.3 5.8 9.2 9.7
Brain tumors 1.6 /.2 3.1 12.9
Sarcomas 1.4 4.8
Squamous cell carcinoma 1.6 5.8 1.5

tI

8.1
Other neoplasms 3.1 10.1 7.7 21.0
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TABLE 4-2

The Percentage of School Two Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

.8pecified Handicaps by Year of Graduation

Description of handicap 1975 1976 1977

N 98 N 93

MentaLretardation 19.8 27.5 24.7

Cerebral palsy 20.9 25.5 12.9

Blindness 1.2 4.1 4.3
Deafness 3.5 6.1

Epilepsy 18.6 16 .3 27:4

Stroke -7.0 9.2 12.9

Parkinsonism 4.6 . 2.0 2.1

Arthritis 27.9 27.5 38.7

Phliomyelitis _ 1.0 2.1

Spinal cord injuries 2.3 4.1 8.6

ultiple sclerosis 3.5 4.1

Muscular dystrophy
Facial trauma from accidents

1.2

16.3
12.2
22.4 164.104

Multiply handicapped 7.0 11.2 14.0

The homebound patiene 5.8 3.1 5.4

The nursing-home patient 9.3 4.1 4.3
Cleft palate or lip 3.5 2.0 4.3

Other craniofacial anomalies 2.3 3.1 1.1

Spina bifida P
Thalidomide-induced deformities

1.2 - 1.1

and similar malformations - - 1.1

Diabetes Lind other endocrine

disturbances 34.9 357; 51.6

Hemophilia 4.7 4.1 2.1

Cardiopulmonary disease 36.0 33.8 44.1

Asthma .
34.9 28.6 32.3

Atherosclerosis 16 .3 ' 16.3 12.9

Emphysema 8.1 8.2 11.8

Cystic fibrosi9 - 1.1

Allergic, reactions to drugs
used in dental treatment 29.1 31.6 44.1

Autidm 1.2 2.0
13Hyperactivity 11.6 24.5 17:2

Othex behavior problems 24.4 17.3 23.6

Leukemia 2.3 1.0 -

Other blood dyscrasias 7.0 4.1 6.5

Drain tumors , 2.3 - -

S arcomas 2.3 3.1

Squamous cell carcinoma 7.0 5.1 5.4
.;

Other neoplasms 8.1 6.1 9.7

1978

N ' 84

14.3
13.1 1'
14.3
19.0
30.9
21.4

545:193

2.4
, 8.3

8.3

195:55

11.9

5.9
3.6
8.3
1.2

1.2

58.3

4(33:f63

34.5
20.2
14.3
1.2

41.7

113.

23.8
1.2
5.9

2.4

2<, 8.1
5.9



School 03, shTan in Table 4-3, was represented only in 1975 and thus no

-

trends can be observed. School 04, shown in Table 4-4, was represdnted in

1975, 1976, and 1978. Between 1975 and 1978, there were increases in student

experience for 25 out of 37 handicapping conditions. The Area of mental

retardation, which in 1975 was at a very high rate of 58 percent, advanced to

almost 79 percent.

Data. for School 05 are shown in Table 4-5. Between 1975 and 1978 there

was an increase in the percentage 'of students reporting having treated at least

one patient for 34 out of the 37 handicapping conditions. For one condition,

squamous cell carcinoma, there w$s a small decrease. *For thalidomide-induced

deformities there was no treatment reported in any year, and for sarcomas,

there wan no treatment reported by those who graduated in 1975 and 1978,

although small percentages of 1976 and 1977 graduates repOrted treating such'

patients.

Data are aVailable for School 06 for 1975, 1976, and 1977 only and are

shown in Table 4-6. The response pattern is drastically different from that

of other schools. For example, in 1975 only 6.2 percent of the students

reported having treated a patient with mental retardation. 'More did so in 1976

and 1.2 percent did io in 1977. In 1975, 3.5 percent of the students reported

having treated a patient with cerebral palsy, while more did so in 1976 and

1977. Forty-six percent of 1975 graduates reported having treated a patient,

with allergic reactions to drugs, comi3ared L) 7.7 percent in 1976 and 19.0

jiercent in 1977. .UnfortuLtely, it appears that many of the students were not

responding seriouoIy, at least in 1976 and 1977. Funding for this school was
0

terminated in 1977.



TAB LE 4-3

The Percentage of School Three Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

Specified Handicapstayear of Graduation

Description of handicap 1975

37

Mental retardation 5.4

Cerebral palsy -

Blindness 5.4

Deafness -

Epilepsy 16.2

Stroke 54
Parkinsonism -

Arthritis 21.6

Poliomyelitis 5.4

Spinal cord injuries -

Multiple sclerosis
Muscular dystrophy
Facial trauma from accidents '5.4

Aultiply handicapped
The homebound wient 2.7
The nursing=home patient
Cleft palate or lip 10.8
Other craniofacial anomalies 5.4

Spina bifida
Thalidomide-iilduced creformities

and similar malformations -

Diabetes and other endocrine
Aiscurbances 21.6

Hemophilia 5.4

Cardiopulmonary disease 16.2
Asthma 27.0
Atherosclerosis 5.4

Emphysema 1.4
Cystic fibrosis
Allergic reactions to drugs

used in dental treatment 24.3
Autism -

Hyperactivity A' 8.1
Other behavior problems ,2.7

Leukemia -

Other blood dyscranian
Brain tumors 2.7

Sarcomas 2.7

Squamous cell carcinoma 2.7

Other neoplasms 2.7

* Data not available for thin year-.
-14-



TABLE 4-4

The Percentage of School Four Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation

liDescription of hI dicap 14175

N c=3 106

1976
N ,d 112

1977*
N

1978

N ° 122

Mental retardaEion. 57.5 64.3 78.7
Cerebral palsy 54.7 51.8 45.9
Blindness 3.8. 8.9 18.0
Deafness 17.0 15.2 ,,, 26.2
Epilepsy 58.5

...

60.7 70.5
Stroke * 17.9 1.7.0 21.3
Parkinsonism 6.6 6.2 9.0
Arthritis 34.9 24.1 39.3
Poliomyelitis b p 1.9 7.1 6.6
Spinal cord injuries 6.6
Multiple sclerosis 8.5
Muscular dystrophy 15.1

10.7
12.5

....

17.0 a

22.9
18.8
18.8 IQ

Pacial,trauma from accidents 16.0 17.0 27.0
Multiply handicapped ,34.0 31.2 41.8
The homebound patient 16.0
The nursing-home patient 12.3

10.7
13.4

9.0
16.4

Cleft palate or lip e41/4/05.1

Other craniofacial anomalies 4.7
13.4

5.4

.

9.8
6:6

Spina bifida 0.9
. 4.5 0.8 1

Thalidomide-induced delformities V 41

and similar malformations 1.8 0.8
Diabetes and other endocrine

disturbances 59.4 47.3 66.4
Hemophilia 7.5 5.3 0.8
Cardiopulmonary disease 49.0 42.9 55.7
Asthma 54.7 47.3 45.1
Atherosclerosis 17.0 30.3 4a.1
Emphysema 13.2 13.4 12.3
Cystic fibrosis 0.9 3.6 U.
Allergic reactions to drugs

used in dental treatment 50.0 41.1 50.8
Autism 2.8

c.
7.1 10.7

Hyperactivity 49.1 42.0 377d
Other behavior problems 42.4 40.2 37.7
Leukemia 2.8
Other blood dyscraoiati--' 12.3

.3.6

11.6
3.3

7.4
brain tumors 6.6 4.5 0.8-
Sarcoma's 5.4 2.4/
Squamous cell cardinoma 6.6 6.2 5.7
Other neoplasms 6.6 8.9 11.5

*Data not available for this year.



TABLE 4-5

The percentage of School Five Students
Who Treated .0ne or More Patilpts with

Specified Handicaps by, Year orgraduation

Description of handicap 1975

Mental retardation

= 125

19.2

'Cerebral palsy 5.6
Blindness # 4.0
Deafness 8.0
Epilepsy 14.4
Stroke 8.0
Parkinsonism 3.2
Arthritis 260.4

Poliomyelitis 1.6
Spinal cord injuries 4.0
-Multiple sclerosis 1.6
Muscular dysttophy
Facial trauma froth accidents

-Multiply hand16apped .

,9.6

4.p
The homebound patient 0.8
The nursing-home patient, 4.0
Cleft palate or lip 8.8
Other craniofacial anomalies 4.0
Spina bifida 0.8
Thalidomide-induced deformities

and similarmalformations
Diabetea and othe; endodrine
'disturbances 32.0

Hemophilia 2.4

..Cardiopulmonary disease 25:6
Asthma 34.4

\Atherosclerosis 17.6

Emphysema 13.6

Cystic filYrosla 0.8

Allergic reactions to drugs ,?4

used in dental treatment 27.2

'Autism 1.6

Hyperactivity 20.0

Other behavior probleis 30.4

Leukemia 0.8

Other blood dysdrasiaa
Brain tumora ,0.8

Sarcomas -

Squamous cell carcinoma 2.4

Other neoplasms 2.4
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1976 '1977 1978

N = 118 N ' 98 N = 115

41.5 56.1 '75.7

22.9 31.6 30.4 6.

6.8 ) 10.2 9.6
13.6 14.3 20.9
27.1 22.4 41.7
5.1 8.2 10.4
2.5 4.14 7.0

28.8 34.7 36.5

1.4 2.0 7.0

7.6 7.1 10.4
2.5 4.1 16.5
5.9 3.1 5.2

13.6 14.3 15.6
16.1 17.3 25.2
-' 2.0 5.2

9.3 6.1 . 12.2

11.9 9.2 13.9

,4.2 5.1 4.3
4.2 3.1 1.7

"e4col

44.9 44.9 64.3

5.9 3.1 6.1

20.3 29.6 43.5

31.4 39.8 46.1

13.6 )
20.4 26.9

14.4 10.2 16.5

0.8 1.0 2.6

33.0 23.5 47.0

-
,

,2.0
113.6 31.6 (21.5

21.2 26.5 35.6
2.5 2.0 7.0

4.2 4.1 9.6

- - 1.7

0.8 1.1 -

3.4 1.0 1.7

4.2 4.1 7.8

27

v



TABLE 4-6
4

The Percentage of School Six ,Students
who Treated One or More.Patients with

SPecified Handicaps by Year of Graduation

Description of handicap 1975
N = 113

Mental retardation 6.2
Cerebral palsy 3.5
Blindness 2.6
Deafness 8.8

*
Epilepsy 16.8
Stroke ,e 7.1
Parkinsonism 4.4
Arthritis 18.6
Poliomyelitis 1.8.
Spinal cord injuries 3.5 e
Multiple sclerosis 0.9

Muscular dystrophy \'''''.....,

Facial trauma from accidents 3.5

Multiply handicapped 2..6

The homebound patient 1.8

The nursing-home patient .2.6

Cleft palate or lip 2.6

Other craniofacial anomalies
Spina bifida 0.9

Thalidomide-induced deformities
and similar malformations

Di.abetes and other endocrine
disturbances 38.0

Hemophilia 0.9

Cardiopulmonary disease 36.3

Asthma 16.8

Atherosclerosis 9.7
Emphysema 7.1 -,.

Cystic fibrosis
Allet4ic reactions to drugs

used in dental treatment 46.0
Autism -

Hyperactivity 16.8

ptlier behavior problems
dlLeukemia

11.5

Other blood dyscrasias 6.2

Brain tumors 0.9

Sarcomas 1.8

Squamous cell carcinoma 2.6

Other neoplasms 4.4

*Data not available for this year.
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1976 1977 1978*
N = 130 N = 84 N =

- 1.2
- -

- -

0.8 4.8
- 2.4
-

- -

3.1 9.5
- -

- -

- -

4.8
0.8
- -

- 1.2
- 14

3.8 14.3
- -

3.8 10.7
3.8 10.7
0.8 2.4
0.8 2.4
- -

7.7 19.0
-

3.1 2.4
3.6
-

0.8 2.4

- -

.0.8
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School 07 shows a more "normal" pattern, as seen in Table 4-7. There were

increases in 34 of the 37 handicapping conditions treated between 1975, and

1978. In 1975 six percent (three students) reported having treated a patient

with thalidomide-induced deformities, whereas,five percent (two stildents) cliA

so in 1978. There was also a'clecline from 17 percent to 15 per cent in studtnts

who had treated a patient with hyperactivity and from 12 percent toero in

those who had,treated a patient with leukemia. In the opposite direction,

those who had treated a patient with mental retardation increased from 15

percent to 76 percent. Cerebral palsy cases seen increased from 9 percent to

32 percent and multiple sclerosis cases seen increased frbm zero to 17 percent.

School 08 had a more variable pattern, probably because of its smaller

number of students. Theseodata are shown in Table 4-8. There were decreases

for 21 of the 37 handicapping conditions treated between 1975 and 1978, but it

should be noted that these decreases generally/Still left a substantial number

of students who had had experience with those andicaps. The decreases probably

occurred because the 1975 percentAge was high, rather than because the 1978

percentage was low. For example, slieltly more than a third of the 1975

graduates reported that they had treated a patient with epilepsy, while 26

percent reported that they had done so in 1978. Ten percent of 1975 graduates

(three students) had treated a patient with spina hifida, while 5 percent (two

students) of 1978 graduates had done so.

Sixteen areas did show gains in the number of patients seen. Examples

0

of this are mental retardation, where 26 percent of 1975 graduates reported

treating such a patient, compared with 47 percent in 1978, and cerebral palsy,

where the comparable figures are 19 and 53 percent. Clearly School 08 gave its

students quite extensive exposure to patients with handicapping conditions in

earh of the four years reported here.

-18-



TABLE 4-7

The Percentage of School Seyen Students
Who Treated .0ne or _More Pattents with

Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation

Description of handicap 1975 1976 1977 1978

N = 47
,

N 7 53 N = 38 N. =. 41

Mental retardation 14.9 24.5 63.2 75.6

Cerebral palsy 8.5 26.4 39.5 31.7

Blindness 0 - 17.0 7.9 , 17.1

Deafness 10.6 13.2 18.4 24:4

Epilepsy 2.1 20.7 23.7 39.0

Stroke 2°.1 5.7 5.3 9.8

°Parkinsonism 2.1 5.7 5.3 7.3

Arthritis 17.0 18.9 42.1 53.7 ,

Poliomyelitis 4.3 1.9 7.9 12.2

Spinal cdrd injuries 4.3 1.9 10.5 9.8

Multiple sclerosis - 3.8 15.8 17:1

Muscular dystrophy 2.1 1.9 13.2 9.8

Facial trauma from accidents 2.1 3.8 5.3 9.8 '

Multiply handicapped 4.3 17.0 42.1 39.0,
The homebound patient - 1.9 10.5 4.9 ,

The nursing-home patient 4.3 5.7 10.5 14.6

Cleft palate or lip .- 1.9 5.3 7.3

Other craniofacial anomalies - 7.9 7.3

Spina bifida 2.1 3.8 - 2.4

Thalidomide-induced deformities
and similar malformations 6.4 - - 4.9

Diabetes and other endocrine
disturbances 34.0 28.3 34.2 48.8

Hemophilia 8.5 - - 9.8

Cardiopulmonary disease 17.0 20.8 18.4 41.5

Asthma 19.1 22.6 36.8 43.9

Atherosclerosis 12.8 9.4 7.9 22.13,

Emphysema 4.3 3.8 18.4 24.4

Cystic fibrosis
, 2.1 1.9 13.2 12.2

Allergic reactions to drugs
used in dental treatment 34.0 30.2 36.8 48.8'

Autism 3.8 - 4.9

Hyperactivity 17.0 20.7 15.8 14.6

Other behavior problems 21.3 13.2 26.3 29.3

Leukemia 2.1 .. - -

Other blood dyscrasias 1.9 7.3

Brain tumors 5.3 7.3

Sarcomas 1.9 2.6 2.4

Squamous cell carcinoma 2.1 1.9 - 4.9

Other neoplasms 10.6 1.9 5.3 17.1
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TABLE 4-8

The Percentage of School Eight Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation

Description of handicap 1975 1976 1977 1978
N .31 N =39 N =45 N = 38

Mental retardation 25.8 51.3 37.8
Cerebral palsy 19.4 59.0 44.4 52.6
Blindneas 3.2 10.3 28.9 26.3
Deafness 3.2 5%1 8.9 2.6
Epilepsy 35.5 33.3 40.0 26.3
Stroke 19.4 17.9 e 22.2 21.0

Parkinsonism - 6.5 28.2 24.4 21.6.

Arthritis 41.9 53.8 51.1 31.6
Poliomyelitis 6.5 5.1 4.4 7.9

Spinal cord injuries 19.4 12.8 13.3 7.9

Multiple sclerosis 6.5 5.1' 17.8 2.1%0

Muscular dystrophy 9.7 12.8 11.1 7.9

Facial trauma from accidents 25.8 23.1 76.7 18.4

Multiply handicapped 32.3 41.0 37.8 36.8
The homebopnd patient 16.1 7.7 8.9 7.9
The nursing-home patient 9:7 10.3 20.0 15.8
Cleft palate or lip 32.3 23.1 13.3 10.5

Other craqiofacial anomalies 9.7 20.5 20.0 10.5

Spina bifida 9.7 6.7 5.3,

Thalidomide-induced deformities
and similar malformations 3.2 2.2 2.6

Diabetes and other endocrine
disturbances 45.2 64.1 55.5 36.8

Hemophilia 29.0 20.5 31.1 26.3
Cardiopulmonary disease 35.5 56.4 46.9 (U.7
Asthma 51.6 46.2 28.9 28.9

Atherosclerosis 16.1 28.2 31.1 23.7

Emphysema 12.9 7,7 13.3 10.5

Cystic fibrosis 6.5 7.7 6.7 18.4

Allergic reactions to drugs
used in dental treatment 35.5 35.9 44.4 26.3

Adtism - 2.6 4.4 5.3

Hyperactivity 32.3 25.6 17.8 21.0

Other behavior problems 45.2 20.5 26.7 15.8

Leukemia 6.5 5.1 11.1 5.3

Other blood dyscrasias 16.1 25.6 17.8 5.3

Brain tumors 16.1 2.6 6:7 7.9

'Sarcomas 9.7 10.2 6.7 7.9

Squamous cell carcinoma 9.7 10.2 2.2 10.5

Other neoplasms 9.7 17.9 6.7 7.9



Data are available for School 09 for 1976, 1977, and 1978, as shown in
4

Table 4-9. Between 1976 and 1978, there were increases in number of patients

seen for 20 of the 37 handicapping conditiOns, despite the fact that School 09

reported quite substantial figures in 1976. For example, 34 percent of 16

graduates reported treating patients with mental retardation in 1976 and this

figure increased to 40 percent in 1978. Seventeen percent of the 1976 graduates

reported treating multiply handicapped patients, and this increased to almost 4

30 percent in 1978.

Examples of areas showing decreases in patients treated include Parkinsonism,

with 15 percent In 1976 compared to 13 percent in 1978, and muscular dybtrophy,

which went from 16 to 14 percent. School 09 appears to have provided its

students with considerable exposure /o,.a wide range of handicapping conditions.

School 10, as shown in Table 4-10, had increases in student experience with

patients for 25 of the 37 areas and decreases for 11. In the remaining area,

thalidomide-induced deformities, there were do cases reported in any of the four

years. Examples of increases include mental retardation, which went from 17

percent in 1975 to 29 percent in 1978; arthritis, with 35 percent in 1975 and

57 per cent in 1978; and allergic reactions to drugs, with 32 percent in 1975

and 51 percent in01978.

Examples of conditions which declined as to otuden experience are spinal

cord injuries, with 9 percent in 1975 and 3 percent in 78, and hyperactivity,

which declined from 15 percent in 1975 to 11 percent in 1978. School 10 also

provided substantial numbers of its students with experience in dealing with a

wide variety of handicapping conditions.

School 11 had increases in student experience only in 23 out of 37 areas,

despite quite'oubstantial percentages among the 1975 figures, an seen in



TABLE

The Percentage of'School Nine Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

- Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation

Description of handicap 1975k 1976 1977 1978

Nc N 0 133 N ° 121 N r3 169

Mental retardation 33.8 26.4 40.2

CerOral palsy 27.8 20.7 28.4

Blindness 19.5 9.1 14.8

Deafness 27.8 10.7 23.1

Epilepsy 29.3 28.1 37.9

Stroke 21.8 16.5 26.6

Parkinsonism 15.0 16.5 13.0

Arthritis 31.6 31.4 46.2

Poliomyelitis 6.8 3.3 6.5

Spinal cord injuries 8.3 14.0 8.9

Multiple sclerosis 15.0 6.6 8.9

Muscular dystrophy 15.8 7.4 13.6

Facial trauma from accidents 6.8 10.7 9.5

Multiply handicapped 17.3 19.0 29.6

The homebound patient 10.5 9.1 13.0

The nursing-home patient 11.3 5.8 7.7

Cleft palate or lip 19.5 16.5 9.5

Other craniofacial anomalies 6.0 5.0 6.5

Spina bifida 2.2 4.1 0.6

Thalidomide-induced deformities
and similar malformations 0.7 0.8 1.8

Diabeteb and other endocrine
disturbances 48.1 51.2 72.2

Hemophilia 3.0 7.4 4.7

Cardiopulmonary disease 36.1 41.3 59.8

Asthma 29.3 30.6 37.3

Atherosclerosis 21.8 28.1 31.9

Emphysema 8.3 14.0 13.6

Cystic fibrosis 1.5 0.6

Allergic reactions to drugs
used in dental treatment 33.8 3329 46.1

Autism 3.8 5.8 3.5

HyPractivity 21.8 17.4 18.94

Other behavior problems 27.1 24.0 34.3

Leukemia 2.2 0.8 3.0

Other blood dyscranias 5.3 5.8 1.8

Brain tumors 5.3 2.5 4.1

Sarcomas 2.2 1.6 -

Squamous cell carcinoma 6.0 3.3 3.0

other neoplasms 6.8 7.4 8.3

*Data not available for thin year.

-22-



TABLE 4-10

The Percentate of School Ten Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

S ecified Handica s b Year of Graduation

Deocription of handicap 1975 1976 /977 1978

N == 101 N 70 N 74 N 75

Menval retardation 16.8 32.9 25.7 29.3

Cerebral paloy 9.9 1.4 13.5 12.0

Blindneoo 4.0 5.7 13.5 5.3

Deafness 17.8 14.3 21.6 12.0

Epilepsy 21.8 21.4 24.3 22.7

Stroke 13.9 24.3 14.9 21.3

Parkinoonism 3.0 5.7 1.3 6.7

Artheitio 34.6 45.7 45.9 57.3

Poliomyelitis 5.9 4.3 2.7 6.7

Spinal cord injurieo 8.9 4.3 1.3 2.7

Multiple ocleroois 1.0 - 1.3 X.3

Muocular dyotrophy - 4.3 - 1.3

Facial trauma from accidento 17.8 21.4 12.2 17.3

Multiply handicapped 5.9 8.6 13.5 . 8.0

The homebound patient 5.9 2.9 -- 1.3

The nuroing-home patient 5.9 12.9 12.2 4.0

Cleft palate or lip 5.9 7.1 5.4 5.3

Other craniofacial anomalies 2.0 4.3, 5.4 6.7

Spina bifida -
,

- 1.3

Thalidomide-induced deformitieo
and oimilar malformations - -

Diabetes and other endocrine
dioturbanceo 47.5 45.7 58.1 66.7

Hemophilia 3.0 4.3 5.4 8.0

Cardiopulmonary disease 32.7 37.1 48.6 52.0

Aothma 32.7 45.7 31.1 38.7

Atherosclerosio 16.8 21.4 17.6 18.7

Emphysema 10.9 12.9 13.5 20.0

Cystic fibrooio - - 1.3 1.3

Allergic reactiono to drugo
used in dental treatment 31.7 38.6 36.5 50.7

Autiom - 1.4 1.3

Hyperactivity 14.8 14.3 16.2 10.7

Otner behavior problemo 17.8 14.3 16.2 13.3

Leukemia 1.0 - 2.7

Other blood dyocrasiao 3.0 5.7 1.3 1.3

Brain tumors
Sarcomas

-

4.0
-

1.4 1 4.0
2.7
1.3

Squamouo cell carcinoma 6.9 8.6 ' 5.4 9.3

Other neoplasms . 4.9 7.1 8.1 4.0
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TABLE 4-11

The Percentage of School Eleven Students
Who Treated One or More Patients with

Specified Handicaps.by Year of Graduation

,

Deocription of handicap 1975 1976 1977 1978

N 81

r.Y.-

N 88 N 72 N = 90

Mental retardation 34.6 42.0 43.1 53.3

Cerebral paloy 27.2 29.5 224 26.7

Blindneoo 16.0 5.6 21.1

Deafneoo 21.0 11.26 11.1 22.2
Epilepsy 32.1 35.2 33,3

;88.99Stroke
Parkinoonism 2172.23

13.6 15.3
7.9 2.8 4.4

Arthritio
Poliomyelitis

44.4
7.4

34.1 27.8
10.2 6.9

1-4J:jSpinal cord injurteo 6.2 9.1 15.3

Multiple oclerooio 7.4 17.0 9.7 14.4

Muscular dyotrophy
Facial trauma from accidento '

3.7

25.9
9.1

1K
4.24

26. INfili 23.6
3.3
267.

aultiply handicapped 18.5 =.14elk: 23.3

The homebound patient 1.2. AV -.gig\ 6.9 4.4

The nuroing-home patient 21.S c.O 1. 44.4

Cleft palate or lip 8.0 9.7 189
Other craniofacial anomalies 2.5 7.9 4.2 7.8

.Spina bifida 5.7 - 4.4

Thalidomide-induced deformitieo
and oimilar malformationo 2 - - 1.1

Diabetes and other endocrine
dioturbanceo 48.1 37.5 40.3 48.9

Hemophilia 9.9 9.1 9.7 7.8
Cardiopulmonary dioeaoe 40.7 39.8 36.1 56.7
Asthma 30.9 36.4 31.9 35.5
Atheroocleyooio 17.3 20.4 13.9 20.0
Emphyoema 17.3 14.8 16.7 15.6
Cyotic fibrouin 2.5 2.3 1.1
Allergic reactions to drugs

uoes1 in dental treatment 46.9 27.3 31.9 36.7
Autium 2.5 2.3 4.2 5.5
Hyperactivity 38.3 25.0 23.6 31.1
Other behavior problems 27.2 2t'.1 25.0 38.9
Leukemia 3.7 3.4 , 1.4 3.3
Other blood dyocraoias 9.9 12.5 , 5.6 6.7
Brain tumoro 2.5 2.3 2.8 3.3
Sarcomao 2.5 1.1 2.8 2.2
Squamouo cell carcipoma 3.7 6.8 6.9 3.3

Other geoplaoms 6.2 5.7 9.7 8.9
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Table 4-11. Thus, 35 percent of 1975 graduaes reported treating patients with

mental retardation, compared to 53 percent in 1,978, and 21 percent of 1975

zraduateo said they had treateenursing-home patients, while 44 percent of 1978

graduates had done so. Among areas showing declines were poliomyelitis, which

went from 7 percent to 3 percent, and allergic reactions to drugs, which went

from 47 percent to 37 percent.

The general picture which emerges from these data is that the schools

differed considerably on how much clinical exposure to handicapping conditions

they provided their students at the beginning of the funding period. They drew

in different mixes of handicapped patients as the project progressed, but they

did fulfill their obligation to provide this kind of experience. This confirms

the observationo.made on site visits.
C.

The overall pattern can be highlighted in Table 5, which shows, in percent,

the students who treated two or more patients with selected handicapping con-

ditions for the 'Years 1975 through 1978. While the numbers are small, overall,

there is a steady increase, the average doubling from three in1975 to six

percent in 1978. There in no doubt that clinical exposure to handicapping

conditions increased between 1975 and 1978.

Treatment PLanninp Alternatives

One section of the test booklet, treatment planning alternatives, asked

for judgments n to what disposition he student would make of patients with

different combinations of a handicap ing condition and a dental problem.

Alternatives were (a) treat in the 4fice; (b) treat after consultation with a

specialist; (c),treat in a hoopitaldor (d) refer to a dental specialist. At

the time this section wan developed in early 1974,,the advisory committee

4



Table 5

Percent of students who treated 2 or more
patients with selected handicapping conditions

Handicap

1975 through

1975

1978

1976 1977 1978

N r. 791 910 . 690 796
1...

Mental retardation 10 13 12 23

,
Cerebral palsy 5 5 6

Epilepsy 6 6 4 10

Stroke (including
facial paralysis)

2 2 2 2

Spinal cord injuries 1 1 2 2

Multiple sclerosis 0 1 2 2

Muscular dystrophy 1 1 1

Multiply-handicapped 4 8

The Nursing-home patient 3 4 4 7

Cleft palate (and cleft
lip)

2 2 3

Average 3 4 4 6

,)



members chose the alternatives they thought most likely to be appropriate for

a dentist newly out of dental school. These alternatives are marked with an

asterisk in Table 6, which also shows- t e perce tage of all students who chose

each alternative in each year.

From -1974 throUgh 1977, the proportion of students choosing "routine

office treatment" as the alternative increased rather steadily. Across all

25 items, the average percentage ch000ing that alternative was 32.0 in 1974,

34.9 in 1975, 36.7 in 1976, and 38.3 in 194r In 1978, hoyver, the average

percentage ch000ing that alternative droppeA to 34.8. The reason for this

decline may possibly be found in the number of capeo involved in 1978, 796,

compared with 690 capes in 1977. Nine schoolo were involved in each of

the two years, although not the Dame nine,. It appears that the project

directoro made oomewhat more effort to obtain maximum participation in 1978

than in the previous year, and it may well have been that theje additional

' studento were those leos concerned with the handicapped program or perhaps

even adveroe to it.

When the alternatives preferred by the advioory committee are considered,

there io again a drop-off from 1977 to 1978, but not the rising trend from

1974 to 1977. (For ten items, "routine office treatment" was the preterred

or one of two preferred alternativeo; thuo theoe categories are not completely

independent of one another.) From 196 to 197, the average percentage

remained about the oame, the figureo being 56.7 for 1974, 55.1 for 1975, 56.l

for 1976, and 56.1 for 1977. Then in 1978, it fell to 53.8.

It ohould be noted that the "preferred alternativee were chooen by the

advioory committee before the training program w%underway, although after

k,J
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TABLE 6

The Percenta'ge 91 Total Students who ch000 each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

A

Deperiptlon of Patient

1. A oeverely retarded 8-year-old girl with extenoive
carieo in the primary dentition, together with
gingival inflammation

. Alternative Treatment

routine office trcatcent

after consultation with npeOialint

only in a hospital"

refer to dental n mialiat°

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate
periodontal dioeaso,

routine office treatment°

after consultation with apecialist

only in a hospital

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis

routine office treatment°

after consultation with apecialint

main a haapital

rofer to dental n emialict

routine office trentoent

after conaultation with apecialiat"
4

only in a hospital

for t dental a mialint

4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deop cariouo
leoiono in oovoral maxillary teeth

5. A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down'o oyndromo,
carious' looiono in oeveral tooth, and severe gingivitis

-

routine office treatment*

after consultation with spccialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental npeninlint

6. A oovoroly hyportenoivo 58-year-o1d man in noed
of gingivectomies

rttutine office treatment

after conoultation with apcoiallat

only in a hospital° .

refer tridental nLemialist"

7. An 8-year-o1d girl with leukemia in remlooion who had
largo carious lesiono in three primary teeth

routine office treatment '

after consultation with speciallat

only in a hospital

refnr en dental n eoialint

routine office treatment"

after c9nsultation with apecialiat

only in a hospital

8. A moderately retarded, corebral-paloied 13-yoar-old
boy with a dentoalveo'1cir abscess

refer to dental n inlint

1974 1975 1976

N 91

2").

25.

19.2

28.5

1977

N m 690

27.2

23.9

16.5

30.6

.1978
N . 526

14.1

20.0

24.3

40.3

N 791

20.3

24.7

17.4

33.9

N m 796

14.8

22.1

24.9

34.2

85.4 0?.4 85.2
,..
84.8 83.7

13.5 11.6 11.6 12.0 11.3

0.4 0.1 4 01
0.8 2.4 1.8 1. 1.4

42.8 50.1 53.2 58.8 51.0

33.3 25.8 26.6 22.9 25.5

1.7 1.5 2.2 1.3 3.0

21.5 19.1 16.6 15.4 16.8

3.8 2.9 3.0 3.9 3.3

28.5 33.9 37.0 42.5 36.4

46.4 41.5 39.7 32.2 360

20.3 17.0 17.5 19.7 19 8

59.3 70.3 77.2 76.5 69.6

32.1 20.9 16.5 16.1 22.4

2.3 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.0

5.5 4.5 3.5 4.2 2.9
6

7.2 6.9 7.4 8.4 6.8

40.1 44.7 46.1 44.2 48.0

25.1 18.7 18.2 17.2 18.1

27.2 25.7 25.6 28.1 23.1

16.5 16.9 13.8 16.8 14.2,

62.7 59.7. 60.8 58.7 57.5-

10.1 011.5 12.0 8.8 12.3

9.9 8.6 10.9 12.7 1.1.4

39.7 51.1 56.8 53,0 47.2

31.0 23.8 23.6 22.0 27.0

6.1 4.3 4.5 4.6 5.0

22.) 17.4 13.2 18.5

n 1 I



Deocription of Patient Alternative Treatment
1'

routine office treatment
9. A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an unrepaired

afterjconsultation with sPecialistcomplete cleft of the hard and soft palates who
is in need of a prOsthesis only in a hospital

> refer to dental specialist*

. routine office treatment* 1--\

10. A 24-year-old-mdderately retarded man with contro1le4 after consultation With speCialist*
epilepsy and carious lesions in two molars

only in a hospital

11. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of gingivectomies

f

refer to dental specialist

routine officel.treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist*
0

ioutine office.treatment

after consultation with specialist*
0

12. A 48-year-old woman with a prosthetic caraiaerheart valve
in needreplacement who is of a pdlp extirpation

.. Only in a hospital
"

refer to dental speeialist
.z. .

na routine office treatAntMD .. .

wicialistth speafter ccnsultation13. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need ...E L apicoectomy
-onlyin a hosPital*,0

N 1 .- refer to dental specialist*
,

r routine office treatment*

with specialist14: An 8-year-old mitistic child with fraCtured anterior teeth
after consultation

only in a hespital
r

1
-

i

refer tO dental specialist /
;.

routine office .1.eatment*, ..

15. A 6-year-old mbderately retarded girl with a repaired after Oonsultatkon with specialist
cleft palate and dental 'caries

on/y in q hospita/

'.refer to dental specialist
...4

. .routine office treatment
,

16. A 56-yeax-old man w4h a history of two episodes of after consultation with specialist
stroke who is in need of multiple extractions

only in.v hosplial*

refer to dental Specialist*

routine office treetment

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly deayed after Consultation with specialist
s

.

molar that must be extracted,
cin

.
ly.in a hospital**

refer to dental specialist*

4 I
,3

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

6.8

12.0

1.1

79.3

8.8

14.4

0.5

74.0

6.8

14.4

1.3

75.6

6.8

12.9

1.3

77.4

6.7

14.4

1.5

6

71.4 74.8 ,78.7 77.8

23.9 19.6 17.5 .17.7 21.0

0.8 0.6 0.7
...

1.0 ' 1.1

2.3 - 2.9 1.3 2.6 2.3

10.3. 14.3 17.2 18.1 14.2
...

12:2 15.0 17.1 13.2 15.1
.

23.8 19.7 22.4 19.0 24.'1

53.0 47.5 40.3 ' 48,3 ,42.1

24.1 21.2 204 . 31.0 37.4.-

58.4 56.1 59.2 55.4 47.0'

9.9 10.4 7.6 5.2 5.5

7.0 8.81 9.9 7.1 6.0

.8.0 12.3 14.8 15.9 9.8 :

8..9 10.5 . 11,1 9.1 11.6.
21.5 18.7 19.0 16.4 20.5

.

61.0 .55:6 52.5 57.1 . 54.4

29.3 37.7 43:2 44.5. 3 .2

29.7 28.8 27.5 2 4.1 2 1.

4.7 3.8 5.8 5.4 6.8

32.7,, 25.4 20.3 24.2 25.7

72.0 ' 11.8 ' 74.3 73.9 65,3

18:1 16.4 14.8 12.2 19.$

0.8 1.0 .1.4 1.3 1.1

8.2 7.8 7.8 11.2 9.2

1.9 3.8 2.6 5.5 5.6
.

27.9 34.1
,

35.0 33.6 37.8

.35.0. 29.1 31.0 25.6 24.4

34.2 28.8 27.8 32.5 27.9

30.0 44.2 44.5 . 49.3 42.6

24.9 19.2 20.4 1/1.4 17.3 )

6..5 5.4 .6.7 6.1 6.2

37.6 27.8 25.7 25.2 ' 29.4$

44.0
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Description of Patient

18. A severely retarded 16-year-old in need of a pulp
extirpation

19. A 16-year-old boy with muscular dystrophy and Carious
lesions in several teeth

WI 20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded contrelled
epileptic with gingival hyperplasia

21. A 12-year-old.girl with a recent history of rheumatic
fever who is in need of an extraction

22. A 48-year-old woman with multiple sclerosis and
gingival inflammation

23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for a--
maxillary detect secondary to therapy for a squamous
cell carcinoma of the hard palate

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed
molar that must be extracted

25. An 18-year-old controlled diabetic in need of giagivbplasty

4

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment*

after consultition with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer tb dental specialist*

routine office treittment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental speciSlist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with SPecialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

20.0

17.9

12.5

49,0

28.3

15.7

12.5

40.8

32.5

15.6

13.7

. 36.3

33.9

15.1

10.3

39.7

26.3

16.1

.15.7

37.9

41.2 50.9 55.0 60.9 51.9

36.9 32.5 29.9 25.8 28.8

6.3 4.0 4.0
l

2.5 5.5

15.2 9.5 9.1 9.6 9.4

55.5 54.4 53.8 56.7 55.8

29.1 27.9 28.5 27.4 25.0

1.7 2.4 2,5 1.9 3.1

13.3 12.5 13.0 13.0 11.8

41.6 39.2 36.8 39.4 39.1

50.6 50.9 51.9 50.6 48.7

3.6 2.8 3.7 2.3 3.6

3.8 4.5 5.5 6.2 4.5

47.0 48.4 53.2 54.3 51.1

41.1 38.8 35.9 33.9 33.9

3.4 1.8 1.9 1.4 3.4

7.6 7.5 6.7 8.5 7.2

7.6 5.1 4.8 4.8

\9.9 12.3

.5.2

10.5 11.2 10.4

1.1 0.8 2.1 2.9 1.1

81.0
"
794 79.9 79.6 79.6

0.2 1.0 2.0 2.5 1.6

12.2 19.3 19.8 25.4 19.8

50.6 43.2 43.8 38.4 40.4

36.7 31.7 30.1 30.4 33.9

63.9 55.0 55.5 58.5 62.6

27.0 34.1 31.0 29.0 25.5

1.1 0.5 1.5 0.7 ' 0.6

7.6 8.0 9.4 10.4 7.7

* Alternatives selected by advisory committee. Total percentages may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding error.
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proposals had been reviewed and funding decisions made. It is possibl that

different alternatives might have been preferred by the advisory committee

after consideration of the programs as they actually developed.

Tables 6-1 through 6-11 show the corresponding data on treatment planning

alternative selection separately by schools. Since the number of cases is

smaller, obviously, for each school than for the total, one can expect these

figures to be affected more by random fluctuation.

For School 01, the average percentagdchoosing "roaine office treatment"

was 40.7 in 1974:34.4 in 1975, 36;1 in 1976, 40.5 in 197.7,.and.35.4 in 1978.

The average percentage choosing the preferred alternatives for the corresponding

years was 58.9, 54.6, 57.7, 58.0, and 51.9. Any trend here, if there is. one,

is more than overcome by random f1bçtuation.

a

At School 02, the average perce tage choosing "routine Offite treatment"

was 25.0 In 1974, 40.3,in 1975, 40 in 1976, 41.5 in 1977, and 33.6 ip 1978.

Here we have a repetition of the phenomenom found for the total group, an

increase through'1977 ana then a drop-off in 1976. The corresponding figures

for those choos4ng the preferred alternatives were 55.7, 52:1, 56-3, 57.5, and
I.

55.3, with no trend apparent.

School 03 was represented only in 1974 and 1975. The average percentage

choosing "routine office treatment" was 25.6 in 1974 and 24.5 in 1975.. The

average percentage chobsing the preferred alternatives was 57.8 inq974 and

51.4 in 1975.

School 04'was notT represented in 1977 but was included in each of the

other years. The average percentage choosing "routine office treatment" was

34.4 in 1974, 36.3 in 1975, 29.0 in 1976, and 29.7 in 1978. The corresponding

-31- 4 3
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Description of Patient

TABLE 6-1

The Percentage of School One Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

Alternative Treatment 4 1974

N 53

routine office treatment 20.7

after consultation with specialist 13.2

only in a hospital* 15.1

refer to dental tjalj mt* 50.9

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with extensive caries
in the primary dentition, together with gingival
inflammation

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate periodontal
disease

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitio

4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep cariouo leniono
in aeveral maxillary teeth

routine office treatment* 90..6

after consultatrion with specialist 9.4

only in hospital -

refer t dental a eialist

lir
routine of I ce treatment* 66.0

after consu ation with specialist* 15.1

only in a hospital

refer to dental cialint 18.9

routine office treatment 7.5

after consultation with specialist* 34.0

only 'in ovhospital 37.7

refer t dental s dalist 20.7

S. A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down's oyndrome,
carioun jesionn in oeveral teeth, and oevere gingivitis

6. A neverely hypertennive 58-year-old man in need
of gingivectomlen

7. An 8-year-gld girl with leukemia in reminoion who han
large catious lesions in three primary teeph

fl a

routine office treatment* 73.6

after consultation with specialist 11.3

only in a hospital

refer to dental speclalimt

routine office treatment

after consultation with speciAlist .45.3

only in hospital* 22.6

refer to dental spealmlimt* 18.9

roUttne offic reatmen

after consultation 'with specia2is!" 54

e tt
only in a hospital

refePt Aental sprcialist 18.9

routil Mice treatment* 49.1

13.2

13.2

1975 1976 1977

N e 65

20.0

21.5

21.5

36.9

1978
N e 64

12.5

23.14

20.3

42.2

N e 69

14.5

18.8

10.1

56.5

N 62

11.3

24.2

8.1

53.2

85.9 73.9 76.9 66.1

12.5 20.3 16.9 24.2

1.5 1.6

4.3 4.6 6.4

40.6 36.2 60.0 56.4

26.6 31.9 16.9 24.2

2.9 3.1 3.2

31.2 29.0 20.0 14.5

1.6 2.9 3.1 4.8

40.6 36.2 26.1 37.1

37.5 23.2 41.5 24.2

17.2 37.7 29.2 30.6

71.9 75.4 84.6 66.1

20.3 17.4 <, 12.3 24.2

1.6 - 1.5

4.7 7.2 1.5 6.4

4.7 4.3 3.1 4.8

54.7 40.6 38.5 51.6

14.1 8.7 18.5 11.3

25.0 46.4 40.0 30.6

23.4 23.2 29.2 22.6

.7 59.4 49.2 56.4

6.2 5.8 7.7 8.1

-12.5 11.6 12.3. _9,.7

46.9 59.4 50.8 51.6

17.2 17.4 18.5 22.6

1.6 4.3 7.7 6.4

29.7 1$4.8 21.5 16.1_

8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palnied 13-year-old
boy with a dentoalveolar abscess

after, sultation with specialist 22.6

only in hospital 3.8

refer t dental_, ,ti41irt 24.5

Note. Total percentages may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding error.



Dencriptiop of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an unrepaired
complete cleft of the hard and aoft palates who
is in need of a prosthesis

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a honpital

refer to dental rialirrt *

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with controlled
epilepsy and carious lesions in two molars

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental n nialist

., routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer tn Wrntal m 'emialist*

11. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of gingivectomies

12. A 48-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve
replacement who is in need of a pulp extirpation

routine office treatment

after conoultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

13. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of an apicoectomy

refer t dental rii1inf

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

14. An 8-year-old autiatic child with fractured anterior teeth

refer tn dental n oia/int*

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

1974 1975 1976

3.8

7.5

88.7

20.3

17.2

60.9

8.7

26.1

1.4

63.8

86.8 78.1 82.6

11.3 17.2 13.0

1.6 -

1.9 1.6 4.3,

20.7 10.9 13.0

7.5 12.5 8.7

11.3 28.1 7.2

60.4 46.9 71.0

26.4 17.2 24.6

58.5 65.6 58.0

9.4 3.1 2.9

5.7 12.5 13.b

11.3 9.4 13.0

9.4 10.9 7.2

5.7 17.2 8.7

73.6 60.9 69.6

41.5 . 34.4 47.8

28.3 28.1 27.8

1.9 6.2 1.4

. 1977 1978

13.8 14.5

9.2 19.3

1.6

76.9 62.9

83.1 69.3

13.8 22.6

1.5

1.5

3.2

1.6

10.8 14.5

6.1 14.5

33.8 12.9

49.2 51.6

32.3 41.9

46.1 43.5

7.7 3.2

13.8 9.7

4.6 8.1

6.1 19.3

21.5 11.3,

67.7 59.7

53.8 33.9

21.5 17.7

3.1 9.7

refer to dental s ecialiat 26.4 29.7 ° 23.2 21.5 37.1

routine office treatment* 79.2 65.6 82.6 78.5 69.3

15. A 6-year-o1d moderately retarded girl with a repaired after consultation with specialist 13.2 Z5.0 10.1 9.2 19.3

cleft palate and dental cariea

16. A 56-year-o1d man with a history of two eploodea of
stroke who ia in need of multiple extractions

--a

only in a hospital - 1.6

refer tn dental n eialist 7.5 7.8 7.2 12.3 8.1

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

rnfnr to dental nperialint*

routine office treatment

17. A blind and deaf 6-year7old boy with a badly decayed" after conaultation with specialist

molar that muat be extracted only in a hospital*

refer tn dental n ialint*

5.7 5.8 6.1 4.8

35.8 35.9 36.2 29.2 41.9

33.2 23.4 10.1 27.7 14.5

28.3 37. 46..4 36.9 35.5

52.8 40.6 46.4 58.5 50.0

9.4 23.4 15.9 144 11.3

1.9 1.6 1.4 6.1 .6.4

35.6 29.7 36.2 20.0 29.0

4 ti



-

P.cic_i_e_lt...D"eritioz Alternative Treatment 1974

routine office treatment 34.0

18. A severely retarded 16-par-old in need of a pulp after consultation with 5pe6ialist 3.8
extirpation

on/y ln aohospital* 1.9

refer to dental specialiat* 60.4

, routino office treatment* 50.9

19. A 16-year-old boy witt muscular dystrophy and carious after consultation with specialist 22.6
lesions in several te th

only in a hoSpital 1.9

refer to dental specialist 24.5

routine offiCe treatment 77.4

20. An 18-year-old mode attly retarded controlled after conSultation,with apecialist 9.4
epileptic with ging val hyperplasia

only in a hospital 1.9

refer to dental specialist* 11.3

routino office troatment 41.5

21. A 12-year-old gir] with' a recent hiotory of rheumatic after consultation with apecialialt*. 45.3
fever who io in nted of an extraction

only in a hospital 5.7

I refer to dental n ocialiat 7.5
(4
4>
I s

routino offico treatment 58:5

22. A 48-year-old wo on with multiple oclerooin and after conaultation with lecialist 26.4
gingival infla.. ation

only in a hospital 3.8

refer to dental n cialist 11.3

23. A 60-year-old
paxillary defe
cell carcinor

on in need of an obturator for a
t oecondary to therapy for a oquamoun
of the hard palate

24. A 16-yesr-o1 d hemophiliac with a badly decayed
molar that must be extracted

routine office treatment 5.7

aftor consultation with apecialiat* 7.5

on/y in a hoapital 3.8

refer to dental a ecialitit 83.0

routine office troatment

after consultation with apeCialist 13.2

only in a hospital* 54.7

refer t dental n eiallat 32.1

routine office treatment* 86.8

sp
25. An 18-year-old controlled diabetic in need of gingivoplasty

after consultation with ecialist* 9.4

onlylin a hospital 1.9

refer fo dental n ecialiat 1.9

1975 1976 1517 1978

17.2

9.4

;5.6

54.7

/1.7

5.8

8.7

63:8

.23.1

4.6

_15.4

56.9

427.4
.

21.0

8.1

419

45.3 52.2 72.3 50.0

35.9 ? 31.9 18.5 32.3

1.6 5.8 3.2

14.1 10.1 9.2 12.9

56.2 43.5 61%5 51.6

28.1 30.4 16.9 19.3

1.5 8.1

12 5 26.1 26.0 17.7

57.8 52.2 47.7 43.5

35.11t 37.7 38.5
. )

45.2

- 2.9 pa 3.2

3.1 7.2' 7.7 6.4

45.3 46.4 56.9 41.9

39.1 40.6 32.3 35.5

- 1.4 '.1 6.4

12.5 10.1 6.1 12:9

7.8 7.2 3.1 11.3

18.7 18.8 6.1 17.7

3.1 3.2

70.3 72.5 87.7 66.1

1.6 2.9 3.1 6.4

12.5
3
18.8 15.4- 21.0

37.5 30.4 33.8 24.2

40.6 44.9 46:1 45.2

65.6 62.3 75.4 62.9

26.6 11.6 12.3 17.7

- - 1.5 1.6

4.7 24.6 10.8 16.1

0

* Alternatives conoidered ao boot responoe to item for ncwly graduated dentist by advioory committee.



Description of Patient

TABLE 672

0

The Percentage of School Two Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients. by Year

Alternative Treatment 1974
N '62

routine office treatment. 8.1

after consultation with specialist 24.2

only in a hospital* 4.8

refer to dental specialist* 62:9

routine office treatment* 83.9

after consultation with specialist 16.1

only in hospital

refer to dental specialist

%

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with extensive
caries in the primary dentition, together with
gingival inflammation

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate
periodontal disease

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis

4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious
lesions in several maxillary teeth

routine office treatment* 32:3

after consultation with specialist* 38.7

only in a hoopital 1.6

refer to dental n cialiot 27.4

routine office treatment 1.6

-after consOtation with specialist* 38.7

only in a hospital 38.7

refer to dental a cialist 21.0

routine office treatment* 45.2

after consultation with specialist _50.0

only in a hospital

refer to dental n cialist 4.8

5. A cooperative 12-year-old boAwith Down's syndrome,
carious lesions in several teeth, and severe gingivitis

6. A severely hypertensive 58-year-old man in need
of gingivectomies

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

' 1.6

30.6

only in a hospital,: 30.6

refer to dental specialist* 37.1

7. An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remission who has
large carious lesions in three primary teeth

routine office treatment 17.7

after Consultation-with specialist* 62.9

only in a hospital 8.1

refer to dental ecialist 11.3

8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year-old
boy with dentoalveolar abscess

routine office treatment' 37.1

after consultation wit!, opecialist 33.9

only in a hospital 1.6

refer to dental n cialint 27.4

1975 1976 1977 1978
N 86

22.1

24.4

22.1

27.9

N 98

38.8

20.4

17.3

22.4

N 93

38.7

29.0

10.7

20.4

N 84

13.1

23.8

32.1

28.6

88.4 87.8 90.3 86.9

8.1 ' 8.2 7.5 11.9

1.0 . 1.1

3.5 3.1 1.1

54.71 53.1 71.0 61.9

24.4 23.5 18.3 10.7

3.5 i.0 2.1 2.4

16.3 22.4 6.6 16.7

5.8 3.1 2.1

31.4 26.5 46.2 44.0

40.7 49.0 31.2 29.8.

22.1 20.4 20.4 22.6

80.2 81.6 73.1 4.3

17.4 14.3 20.4 28.6

2.0 1.1 1.2

1.2 0 .4.3 2.4

5.8 5.1 5.4 8.3

38.4 32.6 40.9 33.3

24.4 27.5 22.6 26.2

30.2 32.6 30.1

10.5 11.2 14.0 10.7

66.3 61.2 65.6 65.5

10.5 14.3 6.4 10.7:

12.8 1 .3 14.0 11.9°

63.9 65.3 67.7 42.9

20.9 21.4 14.0 36.9

2.3 2.0 4.3 1.2

12.8 9.2 11.8 16.7



Description of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentnlo wo with an unrepaired
complete cleft of ard and soft palates who
is in need of a pro esis

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with controlled
epilepsy and carious lesions <in two molars

11. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need'of gingyectomies

*4.

12. A 48-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve
replacement who is in need,f a pulp extirpation

13. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of an apicoectomy

14. An 8-year-old autistic child with fractured anterior teeth

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with a repaired
cleft palate and dental caries

16. A 56-year-old man with a history of two episodes of
stroke who is in need of multiple extractions

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed
molar that must be extracted,

Alternative Tteatment 1974 1975 1976 1977 197

routine office treatment

after consultation with spe alist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist*

1.6

8.1

90.3

7.0

16.3

-
76.7

10.2

14.3

1.0

73.5

8.6

20.4

2.1

68.8

8.3

16.7

1.2
72.6

routine office treatment* 64.5 86.0 83.7 76.3 66.7

after consultation with specialist* 27.4 10.5 15AA 22.6 29.8

-only in a hospital 1.0 1.2

refer to d al s, cialist 8.1 3.5 1.2

routine pffice treatment 1.6 24.4 24.5 30.1 15.5

after consultation with specialist 16.1 .12.8 19.4 18.3 15.5

only in a hospital 12.9 16.3 17.3 11.8 30.9

refer to dental specialist* 69.3 43.0 36.7 39.8 35.7

routine office treatment 22.6 20.9_ 22.4 16.1 40.5

after consultation with specialist* 54.8 47.7 55.1 68.8 47.6

on/y in a hospital 9.7 17.4 8.2 9.7 5.9

refer to dental.specialist 12.9 11.6 14.3 5.4 3.6

routine office treatment 6.4 20.9 28.6 28.0 13.1

after consultation With specialist 11.6 8.2 10.7 9.5,

only in a hospital* 11.3 17.4 12.2 10:7 26.2

refer to dental specialist* 69.3 50.0 e 49.0 50.5 48.8

routine office treatment* 21.0 45.3 ,48.0 47.3 25.0

after consultation with specialist 21.0 31.4 26.5 28.0 29.8

only in a hospital 1.6 2.3 5.1 3.2 7.1

refer to dental specialist 56.4 18.d 18.4 21.5 35.7

routine office treatmênt* 58.1 74.4 76.5 84.9 71.4

after consultation with specialiat 27.4 13.9 14.3 8.6 20.2

only in 4 hospital . 1.2 2.0

refer to dental specialist 12.9 8.1 6.1 6.4' 5.9

routine office treatment 2.3 3.1 1.1 1.2

after consultation with specialist 21.0 26.7 22.4 26.9 44.4

only in a hospital* 30.6 32.6 39.8 29.0 26.2

refer to dental specialist* 48.4 37.2 33.7 43.0 26.2

.routine office treatment 17.7 50.0 49.0 59.1 44.0

after consultation with specialist 35.5 17.4 15.3 23.7 4607
only in a hospital* 1:6 4.6 4.1 3.2

refer,to dental specialist* 45.2 26.7 31.6 11.8 30.9



Description of Patient

18. A severely retarded 16-year-old in need of a pulp
extirpation

19. A 16-year-old boy with muscular dystrophy and carious
lesions in several teeth

20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded controlled
epileptic with gingival hyperplasia

21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic
fever who is in need of an extraction

22. A 48-year-old woman with multiple sclerosis and
gingival inflammation

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treat;nent

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital
'-')

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment
23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for a

maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous aftor consultation with specialist*
eel% carcinoma of the hard palate

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routino office treatment
4.

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed after consultation with specialist
molar that must be extracted

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist

routine offico treatment*

it
25. An 18-year-old controlled diabetic in need of gingivoplasty ter consultation with special4st*

only in a hospital

refer to dental apecialist

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

11.3

22.6

3.2

62.9

40.7

12.8

12.8

33.7

49.0

14.3

10.2

25.5

52.7

18.3

4.3

23.7

23.8

20.2

21.4

33.3

27.4 6,7.4 60.2 72.0 54.8

41.9 26.7 29.6 21.5 38.1

4.8 - 5.1 -- ...

25.8 4.6 4.1 6.4 5.9

37.1 66.3 51.0. 51.6 46.4

37.1 17.4 19.4 36.6 30.9

3.1 2.1 3.6

25.8 16.3 26.5 9.7 17.9

35.5 ° 410_ 33.7 29.0 32.1

48.4 48.8 45.9 60.2 60.7

3.2 3.5 7.1 2.1
.

3.6

12.9 4.6 12.2 8.6 1.2

3371,---4-- J -47u:

54.8 26.7 34.7 35.5 36.9

-
J

1.0 - -

9.7 7.0 . 11.2 8.6 5.9
-

3.2 ,3.5 18.2 8.6 3.6 .

3.2 15.1 10.2 18.3 10.7

1.0 1.1

93.5 81.4 79.6 72.6 83.3

7 4.1 1.1

16.1 26.7 13.3 22.6 22.6

33.9 40.7' 36.7 33.3 29.8

50.0 32.6 43.9 41.9 44.0

56:4 62.8 51.0 52.7 50.0

32.3 25.6 30.6 34.4 , 39.3

1.0 1.1 1.2

11.3 11.6 17.3 11.8 8.3

*Alternatives selected by advisory committee. Total percentages may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding error.
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TABLE 6-3

Thd Percentage of.School Three $tudents Who Chose Each-Patient Treatment
'Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

Description of Patient Afternative Treatment 1974 1975 1976** 1977** 1978**

N 35

14.3

14.3

14.3

54.3 ;

N 37

10.8

27.0

-

59.5

80.0 ..70.3

20.0 21.6

-

5.4

28.6
-

.43.2

,

' ;..

57.1 24.3

2.9 2.7

11.4 29,7 , io

2.7 :
.

e .
20.0 21.6

54..3 43e2

25.7 32.4

45.7 35.1

42.9 45.9

2.9 1

8.6 18.9

286 43.2 "

25.7. 16.2

45.7 40.5

5.7 13.5

68.6 51.3

11.4 13.5

14.3. 21.6

31.4 37.8

42.9 29.7

2.9. 2.7

22.9 29.7
Z) 0

. routine office treatment
1. A severely retarded B-year-old.girl with witensIve

caries in the primary'dentition, togqther with after consultation with specialist
gingival inflammation

only in a hospital*
%

, refer to dental specialist*
. .0

routine offic treatment*

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate, after consultation with speciallst
periodontal disease

.only in a hohpital

A, refer fro dental spLialint-t.,
. routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*
3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingiiiitis . .

only in a hdspital

refer to dental specialist
,v,

. .
. routine office treatment
. '..

1 4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious . after consultation with specialist*
-- -44

" co lYstiifilr-i-n-welreral-maxittery-teeth t

. . only in a hopitalI.
refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

5. A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Ddre's syndrome,. after consultation with specialist
carious lesions in several teeth,' and severe gingivitiw

4 . on/y in a hOspital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment ,

6. . A severely hypertensive 58-year-old miln in need ' after consultation with specialist

of*gingivectomies only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

7. An 8-year-old girl with leukemia ip reMission whoehas after consultation with specialist*

large carious lesions in three primary teeth only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsibd 13-year-o1d after consultation with specialist

boy with a dentoalveolar abscess, only in a hospital
0:
refer to de tal specialist



Description of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edhntulous, woman with an unrepaired'
complete cleft of the hard and soft palntes who
is in need of a prosthesis

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with controlled
epilepsy and carious lesions in two molars

11. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of gingivectomies

12. A 48-year.7old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve
replacement who is in need of a pulp extirpation

'

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after conaultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer-to dental specialint*"

routine office treatment* '

after consultation with specialist*

only in 4 hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation 14th specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental snecialiat*

routine office treatment

after conaultation with specialist*

only in a hoapitar

refer to dental m cialint

o .

. 13. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of an apicoectomy

14. An 8-year-old autistic child with fractured anterior teeth

A

1540 A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with a repaired
cleft palate and dental caries

Imp

routine office treatMent

after consultation With apecialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental a cialist*

routine office treatment*

after Consultation with specialiat

only in a hoapitai

refer to dental n cialiat

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialiSt

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

16. A 56-year-old man with a history of two episodes of
stroke who is in need of multiple extractions

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed
molar that must be extracted

routine office treatment

after consultation with apecialist

only in a hospital*

refer to rental i ci.l1tt*

routine office treatment

after consultatiOn with specialist

only in a hospital*

rnfnr en dental a cialint*

GJ

1974 1975 1976*; 1977** 1978**

8.6

14.3

74.3

10.8

16.2

2.7

700

65.7 51.3

31.4 40.5

2.7

2.9 5.4

'2.9 10.8

8.6 16.2,

14.3 5.4

74.3 67.6

14.3 18.9

54.3 48.6

17.1 24.3

14.3 8.1

8.6 13.5

S.7 10.8

5.7 8.1

80.0 67.6

20.0 32.4

37.1 13.5

2.9 2.7

37.1 45.9

68.6 45.9

14.3 29.7

2.7

17
i

1- 18.9

-7

25.1 35.1

25.7 16.2

48.6 45.9

20.0 32.4

25.7 16.2

2.9 5.4

51.4 45.9



A Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

18. A severely' retarded 16 -yearjOld in need of a pulp after consultation with specialist
extirpation

only in a hospital*

refer tedental s alist*

'19. A 16-year-old boy with musculatidystrophy and carious
lesiZtas in several teeth

4

20. An 187year-old moderately retarded controlled
epileptic with gingival hympldlia

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in hospital

refer to dental specialist

21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic
fever who is in need oC an extraction

routine office treatment.

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental n eialint*
_-

routine office treatment

after conStiltation with specialist*

only in,a hospital

refer to dental npecialint

22. A 40-year-old woman with multiple sclerosis ar
gingival inflammation

rout4ndoffice treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in..% hospital

refer to dental n eialint

. 23. A 60-year-old man in need of an okturator for a
maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamoun
cell carcinoma of the hard palate

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialint*

only in a hospital

refer to dental n eialint

24. A 16-year-o1d hemophilfac with a badly decayed
mqlar that must be extracted

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a honpital*

refer to dental s eialist

routine office'treatment*

25. An 18.zyear -old controlled diabetic in need of gimgivoplasey after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental wvdalist

1974

14.3

14.3

2.9

68.6

1975

13.5

18.9

5.4

62.2

1976** 1977** 1978***

37.1 24.3

37:1 48.6

2.9 2.7

22.9 24.3 "

420 43.2

42.9 35.1

2.9 2.7.

11.4 18.9

22.9 29.7

71.4 62.2

5.7 5.4

2.7 .v

42.9 27.0

34.3 ' 56.8

5.7 2.7

17.1

17.1 2.7

11.6 10.8

5.4

71.4 81:1

01. 2.7

17.1 18.g

37.1 37.8

45.7 40.5t

48.6 ' 40.5

4,0.0 51.3

5.7 2.7

5.7 5.4

* Alternativ selected by advisory committee. Total percentages may.differ troll 100 becausO of obissione and roOding error.

**Data not available for thin year C o)

.3



TABLE 6-4

The Percentage of School Four Studenta Who Chose EaEh Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

Description of Patient

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with extensive
caries in the primary dentition, togetheewith
gingival inflammation

Alternative Treatment

routine ofilce treatment

after consultation with specialist

only^in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate
periodontal disease

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in # hospital

refer to dental ialint

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis

routine office treatment*

/ after consultat4on with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental a cialist

4. An 18-year-old hemopniliac with deep carious
lesions in aeveral maxillary teeth

5. A cooperative 12-year-old bv with Down's syndrome,
carious lesions in several teeth, and aevere gingivitis

6. A severely hypertensive 58-year-old man in need
of gingivectomies

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer tO dental s e ialiat

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental cialint

routine office treatment

after consuliation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dentalleeialist*

7. An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remission who has
large carious lesiona in three primary teeth

8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year-old
boy with a dentoalveolar abscess

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital ,

refer to.dontal specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental s eialisit

1974

N +0 23

1975
N 0 106

1976 1977** 1978

N 0 112 N 122

13.04 22.6 13.4 12.3

26.1 32.1 36.6 22.9

39.1 19.8 26.8
, 35.2

21.7 23.6 23.2 27.9

91.3 83.0 75.0 83.6

4.3 13.2 23.2 14.7

0.9 AIN

4.3 0.9 1.8

60.9 60.4 54.5 46.7

21.7 24.5 33.9 29.5

4.3 1.9 1.8' 1.6

13.0 8.5 9.8 0.5

4.3 1.9 0.5

21.7 35.8 31.2 24.6

56.5 45.3 41.1 44.3'

13.0 14.1 25.9 29.5

65.2 69.8 67.0 62.3

30.4

4.3

21.7

1.9

29.5

0.9 32::0

2.8 2.7 1.6

13.0 10.4 4.5 4.1

47.8 62.3 53.6 76.2

26.1 12.3 24.1 12.3

13.0 12.3 17.9 5.7

13.0 14.1 11.6 6.6

69.6 62.3 1'69.6 66.4

13.0 15.1 10.7 14.7

4.3 4.7 8.0 9.8

60.9 62.3 55.4 40.2

30.4 20.7 29.5 36.9

8.7 4.7 2.7 7.4

9.4 11.6 13.1



11e1:-.11231afpcItient

9. A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an unrepaired
complete cleft of the hard and soft palates who
is in need of a prosthesis

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with controlled
epilepsy and carious lesions in two molars

Alternative Treatment 1974 1975 1976 1977** 1978

routine office treatment - . 7.5 1.8 6.6
l

after Consultation with specialist' 8.7 11.3 10.7- -- 11.5
i 0

only.in a hospital - 0.9 2.7 0.8

refnr to dmntal m ainlist* 91.3 78.3 ' 83.9 79.5

routine office treatment* 56.5 70.7 66.1 66.4

after consultation with specialist* 43.5 22.6 29.5 28.7

only in a hospital - 0.9 0.9 2.5

refer to dental m ialint - 4.7 1.8

11. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of gingivectomies

routine office treatment 17.4

after consultation with specialist 13.0

only in a hospital 30.4

refer to dental s eialist*

routine office treatment 17.4

after consultation with epecialist* 65.2

only in hospital 17.4

rotor to dental qpnaialint

12. A 48-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve
replacement who la in need of a pulp extirpation

13. A oeverely retarded 18-year-old in need of an apicoectomy

18.9 9.8

24.5 31.2

25.5 23.2

34.8 29.2 33.0

7.5 5.4

66.0 73.2

15.1 9.8

9.4 9.8

routine office treatment

11.5

19.7

36.9

30.3

16.4

63.9

9.0

9.0

4.3 11.3

after consaitatlion wifh opediandt- 4.3 14.1

only in a honpital* 2, 39.1 19.8

rofer to dental n eialint* 47.8 53.8

40.6

29.2

5.7

26.1 20.7

71.7

20.7

1.9

4.3 4.7

4.7

406 31.2

34.9 42.0

17.0 25.9

routine office treatment* 34.8

14. An 8-year-old autiatic child with fractured anterior teeth
after consultation with appeialiot 30.4

only in 6 hoopital

refer to dental a eialint

routine office treatment* 87..0

after connultation with apecialint 8.715. A 6-year-old moderately rearded girl with a repaired
cleft palate and dental caries

only in a hospital

rotor to dental a eialist

16. A 56-year-old man with a history of two episode:10 of
atroke who is in need of multiple extractiono

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed
molar that must be extracted

routine office treatment 114.3

after consultation with npocialist 39.1

only in a hoppital* '47.8

refer to dental n eialint* 8.7

routine office treatment

after connultation with opecialint

only in a hospital*

rnfer tn dental npnainlint*

8.9

14.3

17.0

58.9

35.7

39.3

5.4

19.6

59.8

26.8

1.8

11.6

2.5

11.5.

20.5

63.9

32.8

37.7

7.4

20.1

64.7

20.5

2.5

9.8

1.6

53.3

21.3

20.5

39.1 52.8 29.5 34.4

30.4 19.8 34.8 22.9

13.0 10.4 ) i

17.4 14.1 25.0 32.0



Description of Patient Alternative Tteatment
^,

routine office treatment .,.-

18.

19.

..

20.

i

21.

.tW
I

22.

23.

24.

4 25.

/1
A severely retarded 16-year-old in need of a pulp after Mnaultation with specialist
extirpation

only in a hospital*

*, refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment*

A 16-year-,old boy with muscular dysi(ophy and carious after consultation with specialist
lesions in several teeth .

r?

4 only in a hospital .

refer to dental specialist

11 routine office treat;ent

An 18-year-old moderately retarded controlled after consultation with specialist
epileptic with gingival hyperplasia

only in a hospital
. . -

refer to dental specialist*
.

0

routine office treatment

A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic after cOnsultation with specialist*
fever who is in held of an extraction

only in a hospital
. .

1-efer to dental frcialist
g

o routine office treatment*

A 48-year-old woman with mpltiple sclerosis and after consultation with specialist
giAltsial inflammation

. only in a hospital
o 0

. refer to dental specialist

A 60-year-old in need of for
routine office treatment
. -

man an obturator a
after consultation with specialist*.maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous

cell carcinoma of the hard palate 0 only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist 0

' o routine office treatment

A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed after consultation with specialist
molar that must be extracted 0

only in a hospital*

refer to dental sPecialist

routine office treatment*

An 18-year-old controlled diabetic in need of angivoplasty after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

1974 -1975 1976 1977** 1978

26.1 31:1 24.1 17.2

17.4 27.4 29.5 15.6

.34.8 14.1 8.9 26.2

21.7 & 26.4 37.5 38.5

47.8, 55.7 48.2 44.3

39.1 031.1 37.5 35.2

8.7 6.6 4.5 10.7

4,3 . 9.8 8.2

56,5 53.8 48.2

30.4 35.8 38.

4.3 1.9 1.8 5.7

8.7 7.5 10.7 4.1

52.2 38.7 24.1 20.5

47.8 55.7 65.2 71.3
,

- - 2.7 3.3

- 4.7 7.1 3.3

39.1 50.9 34.8 45.1,

60.9 35.8 56.2 42.6

- 4.7 3.6 2.5

- 5.7 3.6 7.4

4.3 1.9 1.8 4.9

4.3 11.3 6.2 7.4
.

0.9 1.8 01
91.3 83.0 90.2 85.2

0.9 0.9
4

8.7 19.8 15(.2 10.7

69.6 52.8 45.5 48.4

21.7 23.6 36.6 39.3

52.2 65.1 43.7 62.3

43.5 32.1 , 49.1 35.2

2.7 0.8
4.3 1.9 2.7

* Alternatives selected by advisory committee. Total percentages may°differ from 100 because of daissions and rounding erroro,

**Data not available for this year.

tiJ



figures for those choosing the preferred alternatives was 57.9, 54.9, 55.4, and

53.9. It should be remembered that, the small number of students included in

1974 probably were not representative of the total student body.

School 05 showed the following average percentages for those choosing

"routine office treatment": 31.9 in 1974, 36.5 in 1975, 41.4 in 1976, 36.5 in

1977, and 40.0 in 1978. Corresponding values for preferred alternatives were:

55.3, 56.5, 58.7, 57.3, and 59.1. Here there does seem to be a slight trend

toward choosing "routine office treatment" and also towards agreement with the

advisory committee's preferred alternatives.

School 06 was represented in 1974 through 1977, but with reduced numbers

of cases Ln 1974 and 1977. Average percentages choosing "routine office

treatment" over the four years were 35.6, 33.4, 42.0, and 45.5. .Average

percentages choosing the preferred alternatives were 56.2, 53.2,, 58.7,'and

59.0.

At School 07, the average percentages choosing "routine office treatment"

were 34.4 in J974, 35.8 in 1975, 36.4 in 1976, 33.8 in 1977, and 37.5 in 1978.

Average percentages choosing the preferred alternatives were: 53.p, 51.9,

55.3, 53.5, and 57.3. In both instances, there may be a modest trend toward

increasing agreement with the advisory committee's clhoices.

At School 08, the average percentages choosing "routine office treatment"

were 29.8, 38.3, 34.0, 39.2, and 17.8. The average percentages choosing the

preferred alternatives were 58.1, 53.0, 53.7, 57.3, and 32.7. The low averages

in 1978 for both categories apparently came about because of a large increase

#
in failure td respond, rather than because of students selecting choices

different from those pickecrin the prior years.

iu
-,14 4-

r7



Description of Patient

TABLE 6-5

The Percentage of School Five Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

Alternative Treatment

1. A seprely retarded 8-year-old girl with extensive routine office treatment
caries in the primary dentition, together with

after consultation with specialist
gingival inflammation

only in a hospital*
s.- d

refer to dental specialist*

routing office treatment*

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate after consultat\on with specialist
periodontal disease

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist
v.

routine office tre ent*

after consultation specialist*
A blind and deaf3. patient with marked gingivitis

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious after consultation with specialist*
lesions in several maxillary teeth

only in'a hospitaAr

referto dental specialisr-

routine office treatment*
0

5. A cooperkl;e 12-year-old boy with Down's syndrome,
.

after conalltation with speoialiSt
carioun lenions in several teeth, and severe gingivitio

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

6. A severely hypertensive 58-y ar-old man in need after consultation wit14peciali5t
of gingivectomies

only in a hospital*t

refer to dental,opecialint"

routine o4icc treatment

7. An 8-year-old girl with legkemia in remission who has after consultabion with specialist*
lark carious lesions in three primary teeth

u only.in a hosPital
,

\
refer to dentalAspecialist

routine office treatment*

8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year-old after consultation with specialist
boy with a dentoalveolar aboceso

only in a hospital
.

refer to dental qpecialint

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

N c 89

14.6

13.5

11.2

59.5

N = 125

23.2

24.0

8.8

40.8

N = 118

20.3

29.7

16.9

31.4

N = 98

20.4

26.5

9.2

43.9

N = 115

.16.5

25.2

13.9

44.3

86.5 90.4 94.9 89.8 92.2-

11.2 7.2 3.4 9.2 6.1

0.8 -

1.1 0.8 1.7 - 1.7

36.0 38.4 59.3 42.9 44.3

29.2 29.6 22.d 40.8 32.2

2.2 2.4 1.7 1.0 1.7

31.5 25.6 16.9 14.3, 21.7'

9.0 2.4 5.9 7.1 8.7

36.0 29.6 52.5 51.0 47.8

33.7 48.0 25.4 26.5 26.1

20.! 15.2 13.6 15.3 17.4

57.3
.0

70.4 84.7 77.5 79.1

28.1 24.0 9.3 15.3 20.0

3.4 - 0.8 -

10.1 3.2 5.1 5.1 0.9

4.5 5.6 7.6 7.1 2.6

44.9 42.4 42.4 39.8 40.0

11.2 14.4 16.1 15.3 13.0

38.2 33.6 33.9 34.7 43.5

16.8 .20.8 14.4 ; 11.2 16.5

65.2 59.2 58.5 6.3 61.7

7.9 10.4 10.2 9.2 11.3

9.0 6.4 14.4 12.2 10.4

33.7 51.2 59.3 50.0 56.5

24.7 23.2 22.0 27.5 26.1

- 1.6 2.5 4.1
...1"

39.3 21.6 16.1 18.4 16.5



Deocription of Patient a

9. A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an unrepaired
complete cleft of the hard and [loft palates who
ia in need of a prosthesis

10. A 24-year=Old moderately regarded man with controlled
epilepsy and carious lesions in two molaro

11. A aeVerely retarded 18-year-old in need of gingivectomies

12. A 40-year-old woman with a proothetic cardiac heart valve
replacement who is in need of a pulp extirpation

4

13. A oeverely retarded 18-year-61d in needlof an apicoectomy

Alternative Treatment

routino office treatment

after consultation with specialist"

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routino office treatment

.after consultation with specialist

only in a hOopital

refer to dental specialist*

routine officelreatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

14. An 8-year-old autistic child with fractured

routino office treatment*

anterior teeth
after consultation with specialist

.only in a hospital

refer to dental ecialist

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with a repaired
cleft palate and dental caries

16. A 56-year-old man with a hiatory of two epioodeo of
atroke who ia in need of multiple extractions

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a bagly decayed
molar that must be extracted

routine office treattent"

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only ip a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routino Office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental n cialist*

1974

12.4

19.1

2.2

65.2

1975 1976 1977 1978

10.4

0 8.8

79.2

7.6

10.2

0.8

81.4

4./

8,12

086.7'

2.6

8.7

0.9

87.0

66.3 81.6 89.8 85.7 81.7

28.1 14.4 9.3 12.2 14.8

1.1 2.0

3.4 3.2 0.8 3.5

5.6 12.0 13.6 8.2 7.0

13.5 10.4 11.9 11.2 13.9

7.4 8.0 . 16.1 9.2 9.6

71.9 68.0 58.5 69.4 69.6

42.7 46.4 48.3 48.0 64.3

47.2 .44.0 43.2 38.8 31.3

1.1 3.2 3.4 4.1°. 2.6

6.7 4.8 5.1 9.2 1.7

6.7 5.6 12.7 5.1 5.2

9.0 7.2 5.1 9.2 7.0

4.5 8.0 13.6 5.1 6.1

78.6 77.6 67.8 79.6 80.9

16.8 39.2 48.3 38.8 44.3

33.7 24.0 22.9 23.5 29.6

1.1 3.4 4.1 0.9

41.6 35.2 25 4 31.6 24 3

71.9 78.4 83.9 74.5 77.4

16.8 12.8 7.6 18.4 18.3

1.1 0.8 1.0

7.9 7.2 7.6 5.1 4.3

4.5 5.6 1.7 7.1 4.3

93.7 40.0 50.8 35.7 39.1

20.2 15.2 20.3 17.3 17.4

39.3 36.0 26.3 36.7 39.1

21.3 33.6 51.7 40.8 37.4

28.1 20.0 15.2 21.4

1.1 0.8 3.4 3.1

40.3 43.2 28.0 31.6 39.1



Description of Patient Alternative Treatment
4

18. A severely retarded 16-year-old in need of a pulp
extirpation

0
routine office treatment

after connultation with specialiat

only in a honpital*

refer to dental specialist*

19. A 16-year-old boy with muscular dyatrophy and carioua
leaiona in aeveral teeth

20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded controlled '
epileptic with gingival hyperplaaia '6

21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic
fever who ia in need ofen extraction

routine office treatment*

after connultation with npecialiat

only in a honpital

refer to dental npecialiat

routine office treatment

after connultation with apecialint

only in a honpital ee

rofer to dental c ecialin *

routine office treatment

after ccnnultation with npecialist*

only in a honpital

refer to dental a ecialint

22. A 48-year-old Can with multiple acleroaia and
gingival inflammation

23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for a
maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous
cell carcinoma of the hard palate

routine office treatment*

after connultation with apecialint

,Ionly,in a honpital

refer to dental ecialint

routine office treatment

.after consultation with opecialint*

only in a hospital

refer to dental a ecialint

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed
molar that must be extracted

routine office treatment

after connultation with specialist

only in a honpital*

refer to dental n eciblint

routine offico treatment*

25. An 18-year-old controlled diabetic in need of gingivoplaaty
after connultation with specialist*

only in a honpital

ref r to dental n ecialist

1974 1975 1976

33..0

11.9

7.6

46.6

1977 1978

15.7

22.5

60.7

19.2

12.0

4.0

63.2

29.6

16.3

3.1

51.0

33.0

13.9

1.7

49.6

41.6 48.8 58.5 51.0 69.6

37.1 29.6 31.4 33.7 20.9

3.4 4.0 1.7 4.1

16.8 15.2 8.5 10.2 8.7

49.4 63.2 67.8 61.2 59.1

34.8 24.0 14.4 27.5 26.1

0.8 4p,

14.6 10.4 16.9 10.2 14.8

58.4 53.6 55.9 51.0 59.1

37.1 40.0 39.0 38.8 34.8

1.1 0.8 1.7 3.1

2.2 4.8 2.5 6.1 6.1

53.9 56.8 58.5 49.0 69.6

32.6 35.2 35.6 40.8 20.9

4.5 1.7 1.0

7.9 4.8 4.2 7.1 8.7

11.2 4.8 7.6 3.1 4.3

16.8 0.0 10.2 6.1 5.2

1.1 1.7 3.1 0.9

69.7 85.6 79.7 86.7 89.6

1.1 0.0 2.0 1.7

16.8 10.4 25.4 26.5 33.9

48.3, 47.2 44.9 39.8 28.7

32.6 37.6 26.3 26.5 35.6

59.5 49.6 50.0 48.0 63.5

27.0 33.6 32.2 35.7 20.0

0.0 1.0

12.4 14.4 16.9 14.3 16.5

* Alternativea aelected by advisory committee. Total percentagea may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding error.



TABLE 6-6

1he Percentage of School Six Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patient4by Year

DeocriRtion of Patient

1. A oeverely retarded 8-year-o1d girl with extenoive
carieo in the primary dentition, together with
gingival inflammation

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate
periodontal dioeaoe

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitio

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental spec alist*

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*
<>

only in a hospital

refer to dental B ecialist

4. An 16-year-o1d hemophiliac with deep cariouo
leoions in oeveral maxillary teeth

5. A cooperative 12-year-oid boy with Down'o oyndrome,
carious leoiono in oeveral teeth, and oevere gingivitin

6. A oeverely hypertenoive 56-year-o1d man in need
of gingivectomieo

7. An 6-year-o1d giil with leukemia in remiooion who hao
large cariouo leoiono in three primary. teeoh

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatmont*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental B ecialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

on/y in a hospital

refer to dental B ecialist

6. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year-o1d
boy with a dentoalveolar aboceoo '

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

an/y in a hospital

rnfnr to flontal s ncialint

1974 "
Tr=-iTr

20.5

17.8

39.7

20.5

1975 1976 1977

N 0 113

24.8

.24.8

8.0

32.7

N . 130 ti . 84

45.4 48.8

24.6 17.9

12.3 9.5

15.4 22.6
'1

87.7 85.0 92.3 , 88.1

11.0 5.3 5.4' 10.7

1.4 0.9

42.5 47.8

.1.5

62.3 77.4

37.0 23.9 23.8 8.3

- - 1.5 -

17.8 18.6 11.5 13.1

2.7 1.8 3.1 5.9

20.5 24.8 33.6 70.2

56.2 43.4 52.3 13.1

20.5 18.6 8.5 8.3

75.3 70.8 89.2 90.5

19.2 14.2 9.2 7.1

4.1 019 1.2

1.4 3.5 0.6 1.2

9.6 4.6 7.7 8.3

39.7 26.5 54.6 58.3

34.2 35.4 16.9 9.5

16.4 22.1 17.7 23.8

19.2 15.9 14.6 13.1

54.8 56.4 65.4 71.4

19.2 13.3 12.3 5.9

5.5 3 5. 6.9 7.1

43.8 37.2 68.5 64.3

26.0 30.1 17.7 16.7

16.4 4.4 2.3 2.4

1 .7 18 6 10.8 15.5

1978**



Poneription_of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentulouo woman with an unrepaired
complete cleft of the hard and soft palateo who
io in need of a prosthesis

b 10. A 24-year-old Eladerately retarded man with controlled
epilepsy and Carious lesiono in two molars

11. A severely retarded 18-yearrold in need of gingivectomies

,

Alternative Treatment 1974

routine office treatment 5.5

after consultation with specialiat 13.7

only in a hospital , 1.4

refer to dental specialist* 79.4

routine office trlatment* 83.6

after consultation with specialist* 16.4

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment 15.1

after consultation with specialist 12..3

only in a hospital 41.1

efer to dental s eaiiliat * 31.5

routine orfice treatment 20.5

after consultation with specialist* 50.712. A 413-year-old woman with a proothetic cardiac heart valve
replacement who io in need of a pulp extirpation

13. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of an apicoectomy

only ih a hospital

refer to dental' specialist

routine offlce treatment

after consultation with speciglist

only in a hospital*

refer tO dental specialist*

14. An B-year-old autistic child with 'fractured anterior teeth

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

roftirto dental n rialist

21.9

6.8

13.7

11.0

1975

5.3

15.0

0.9

69.9

72.6

17.7

0.9

15.0

15.0

11.5

48.7

1976

10.0

16..1

0.8

72.3

#4.6

13.8

0.8

1977 1978**

5.9

17.9

76.2

80.9

19.1

24.6

14.6

26.9

30.0

13.3 8.5

49.6 66.9

15.9

11.5

12.4

10.6

11.5

9.2

23.8

16.9

'29.8

10.7

16.7

41.7

17.

6 .0

4.8

8.3

40.5

5.9

27.4 15.0 23.1 13.1

47.9 52.2 34.6 40.5

37.0 42.5 53.8 59.5 t7

31.5 27.4 24.6 23.8

6.8 3.5 6.1 3.6

20.5 15.9 8.5 11.9

77.0

11.0 10.6

9

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with a repaired
cleft palate and dental caries

16. A 56-year-old man with a hiotory of two episodes of
stroke who is in need of multiple extractions

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed
molar that must be extracted

routine office treatment*

.after consultation with specialist

only in.% hospital

refer to dental sPecialint

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer tn dnntal n aialist*

86.3

2.7

2.7

21.9

50.7

24.7

30.1

28.8

12.3

28.8

3.5

4.4

18.6

43.4

23.0

45.1

15.0

5.3

25.7

90.8 95:2

6.1 2.4

1.5

4.6

50.0

25.4

16.1

50.0

23.8

9.2

14 6

2.4

4.8

47.6

17.9

26.2

65.5

11.9

3.6

17.9



Description of Patient Alternative, Treatment 1976 1977 1970**

. routine office treatment 13957.: 315 .48.8

18. A eeverely retarded 16-year-o1d in need Of a pulp

.12987.:

after conspltation with specialist 17.8 15.0 16.1 10.7
extirpation

4-
only in a hospital* 17.8 6.2 19.2 8,3 .

4.

refer to dental specialist* 35.6 , 34.5 , 31.5 .30.9 '

routine office treatment* 37 0. 43.4 73.1 72.6

19. A 16-year-old boy with muscular dystrophy and carious after consultation with spacialist 3 4 40.7 24.6 21.4
lesions in several teeth

t

Q only in a hospital' 16. 2.6 - -

refer to dental specialist-- .-8-.27- -4.4 -0-:8--' -L-376----
0

routine office treatment ./--01.6 60.2 63.1 66.7
20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded controlled after consulLtion with specialist '20.8 '19.5 29.2 26.2

epileptic with gingival hyperplasia ,
'only in a hospitbl

.
2.7 0.9 1.5 -

.
)4refer to dental specialist* 6.8 10 3.8 7.1

. routine office treatment , . 43.8 24.8 19.2 28.6

21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic after consultation with specialist* "s47.9 57.5 71.5 66.7
fever who is in need of an extraCtion

only.in a hospital 6.8 4.4 3.8 2.4

I refer to dental speci'alist 1.4 3.5 3:1 1.2
Ln
C) routine office treatment* 52.0 43.4 70,4 61.9

I

22. A 48-year-old woman with multiple sclerosis and
..

0 after consultation with specialist 39,7 37.2 26.1 32.1
gingivAl inflammation

only in a hospiiial 2.7 ° 1.8 " "- 1.24* ie
refer to denial specialpt 5.5 , 8.8 0.8 4.8

routine office treatment 9.6- 5.3 2.3 4.8
23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for a

. after consultation with specialist* 11.0 15.0 18.5 20.2maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous
. .o .cell carcinoma of the hard palate only in a hospital 1.4 1.8 2.3 2.4

. refer tO dental specialist '- 78V1 .69.0 73.8 70.2
.

routine office treatment -' 1.5 ' 3.6

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed after consultation with Ispevialist 13.3 24.6 57.1
molar that must be extracted

only in a hospital* 57.5 ,45.1 ,.56.9 22.64
refer to-dental specialist 30.1 .13.1 . 13.1, .

routine office treatmerit* 60.3 48.7 56.1 51.2

after consultation with specialist*'t8.8 36.3 33.8 38.125 An 18-year-old controlled diabetic,in need of gingivoplasty
only in a hospital 2.7 1.8 2.3

refer to dental specialist 8.2 4.4, 6.9 9.5

* Alternatives sekected by advisoyy commiyee. Total percentages may differ from 100 because of omissions,and rounding error. 8
**Data not available fr this year.t
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TABLE 6-7
---

The Percentage of School Seven Students Nho Chose Each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patiento, by Year

Description of Patient Alternative Treatment

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with routine office treatment

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978
N = 54

extensive caries in the primary dentition, after consultation with spdcialist 38.9
together with gingival inflammation

only in a hospital* 27.8

refer to dental specialist* 18.5

0 ' routine office treatment" 90.7

--------------------------- -27---AB-dttfififIE-54---Ydiff=iird-man withradderate after consultation with specialist7.4

3.

I

Ln
I-. 4.

I

5.

6.

7.

8.

periodontal disease .

oToloyooki a hospital -

refer to dental specialist -

routine office treatment" 35.2

A blind and deaf patient with marked after consultation with specialist* 31.5
gingivitis

only in a hospital ...

refer to dental specialist 31.5

routine office treatment 5.6

An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious after consultation with specialist* 27.8
lesions in meveral maxillary teeth c).

oily in a hospital 46.3

refer to dental specialist 18.5

routine offiZ.e treatment* 48.1
A cooperative 12-year-old boy with DOwn's \

after consultation with specialist 42.6syndrome, carious lesions in several teeth,
and severe gingivitis A only in a hosPital 3.7

refer to dental specialist 1.8

routine office treatment 14.8

A severely hypertensive 58-year-old man 41 after consultation with specialist 35.2
in need of gingivectomies

only in a hospital* 27.8

refer to dental specialist* 20.4

routine office treatment 24.1
An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remission ,,

after consultation with specialist* 61.1
who has large carious lesions in three
primary tteth only in a hospital 9.3

refer to dental specialist 3.7

routine office treatment* 38.9

A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year- after consultation with specialist 42.6
old boy with a dentoalveolar abscess

dray in a hospital 7.4

refer to dental specialist 9.3

N = 47 N = 53 N 38 N 41

31.9 28.3 ir 23.7 14.6

17.0 13.2 39.5 26.8

12.8 17.0 13.2 26.8

34.0 37.7 21.0 31.7

80.8 86.8 81.6 97.6 11

------8.-5-7-1173 15.8 2.4

2.1 - ...,

6.4 -

48.9 37.7 36.8 36.6

21.3 30.2 34.2 43.9

4.3 3.8 2.4

23.4 26.4 26.3 17.1

6.4 1.9 2.6 2.4

46.8 41.5 26.3 43.9

23.4 32.1 28.9 29.3

19.1 20.7 36.8 24.4

61.7 83.0 76.3 80.5

21.3 11.3 15.8 14.6

- 2.4

14.9 3.8 5.3 2.4

14.9 3.8 5.3 4.9

38.3 43.4 34%-2 48.8

12.8 15.1 21.0 34.1

31.9 35.8 34.2 12.2

25.5 15.1 7.9 21.9

46.8 58.5 63.2 56.1

2.1 ' 9.4 2.6 4.9

21.3 13.2 18.4 12.2

t 44.7 54.7 31.6 41.5
4,-

23.4 24.5 28.9 19.5

4.3 5.3 9.8

23.4 17:0 28.9 29.3



4.

wt 1)11

Deacription of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an
unrepaired complete cleft of the hard and
soft palates who is in need of a prosthesis -

10. A 24-year-old moderately raarded man with
controlled epilepoy and carivo leoiono in
two molars

Alternatilme Treatment

routine offich- treatment

1974

. 3.7

atter consultation with specialist 13.0

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist 81.5

rdutine office treatment* 85.2

after consultation with Ageciplist* 9.3

only.14,a hospital 1.8

refor to dental specialist 1.8

1975 1976

6.4 1.9

1(6 5.7

2. 1 3.8

78.7

72.3

17.0

2.1

11. A ooverely retarded 18+year-old in need of
ginhivectomieo

routino office treatment

after consultatihn with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dec)tal specialist*

9.3

35.2

86.8

84.9

9.4

1977 1978°

9.8

21.9

2.6

23.7

2.6

65.8 48.3

81.6 448

13.2 9.8

6.4 '''. 1.9 2.6

17.0 15.1 7.9 17.1

26.4 18.4 9.8

11.3 18.4 39.0

55.3 43:4 52.6 34.1

34.0 26.4 42.1 41.5

42.5 56.6 44.7 51.2

2.2 a. 5.7 2.6 2.4

19.1 5.7 5.3 2.4

12.8 15.1 13.2 14.6

8.5 11.3 I 15.8 7.3

17.0 17.0 15.8 51.2

57.4 50.9 50.0 26.8

29.6 50.9 28.9 24.4 ,

25.5 20.7 31.6 36.6

5.6 4.3 1.9 5.3 17.1

36.2 22.6 26.9 21.9

(4.1 76.3 68.3

17.0 13.2 24.4

1.9 2.4

13.2 .9 4.9

6.4 1.9 2.6 4.9

3 30.2 31.6 17.1

46.3 8 26.4 , 31.6 51.2

35.2 9 35.6 26.3 26.8

12. A 48-year-old woman with a proothetic cardiac
heart valve replacement who io in need of-a
pul extirpation

13. A oeverely retarded 18-year-old in ne
an apicoectomy

d.of

routine office treatmentp 29.6

after consultation with specialist* 55.6

only in a hiZpit'al 9.3

refer to dental 9,70(7;011st 3.7

routino offlco troatment 3.7

after cohsultation with specialist 13.0

only in a hospital*

refer to dental s ecialist*

G
14. An 8-year--old autiotic child with fractured

anterior.teeth

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with
a repaired cleft palace and dental carieo

16. A 56-year-old man with a hintory of mwo epioodeo
of otroke who in in need of multiple extractiono

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly
decayed molar that muot be extracted

routine office treatment*

35.2

46.3

31.5

after consultation with specialist 31.5

only in a hospital

refer to dental s ecialist 2k.1

routine office treatment* 75.9 55.3

. after consultation with specialist 20-.4 19.1

only in a hospital 2.1

' refer to dental s ecialist 1.8 19.1

-,/

routine office tr tment

after consultation ith specialist 16.7

only fh a hospital*

nfer to dental s ecialist*

ro ine office tre.;tment 29.6

ait(Xzonsu/tation wIth specialist 27.8

on/y in a hospital* 7.4

refer to dental specialist* 31.5

, 46.6 41.5 31.6

17.0 2643 26.3

4.3 7..9

*29.8 26.3 26.9

39.0

21.9

713

29.



Ln

O.

DeocriEtion of Patient Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

18. A oeverely retarded 16-year-old in need after conoultation with specialist
of a pulp extirpation

on15-in a hospital*

refer to dental opecialiot*

1 routine office' treatment*
l

19. A 16-year-o1d boy with muocular dyotrophy after conoultation with opecialiot
and cariouo leoiono in oeveral teeth

only in a hospital

20. An 10-year-old moderately retarded

refer to dental s ocialict

routine office treatment

after consultation with apecialiot
controlled epileptic with gingival
hyperplaoia N only.in a hospital ,

refer to dental a ecialiot*

routine office treatment

21. A 12-year-old girl with a reent hiotory of after consultation with opecialiot*
rheumatic fever who io in need of an extraction .

only in a hoopital

ref6r to dental osecialiot

routine office treatment*

22. A 40-mir-old woman with multiple oclerooio after consultation with specialist
and gingival inflammation

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment
23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for

after consultation with opecialiat*
a maxillary defect oecondary to therapy for a
oquamouo cell carcinoma of the hard palate only in a hoopito/

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment
24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly after consultation with opecialiot

decayed molar that muot be extracted 0

?:.
only in a hospital*

refer to dental a pcialiat

routine office treatment*

25. An 10-year-old controlled diabetic in peed after conoultation with specialist*
of ging4voplaotyl.Z only in a hospital

refer to dental omEtalkt

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

16.7

25.9

14.8

40.7

.38.3

10.6

10.6

36.2

34.0-

17.0

1 3.8

41.5

21.0

31.6

7.9

36.8

19.5

9.8

26.8

41.5

50.0 5342 52.8 57.9 48.8

37.0 23.4 24.5 .26.3 24.4

1.8 6.4 - , 14.6

0.3 14.9 18.9 13.2 9.8

68:5 51.1
4

50.9 57.9 73.2

16.7 17.0 32.1 18.4 1446

1.8 8.5 3.8 4.9

11.1 19.1 11.3 21.0 4.9

55.6 46.8 5,0.9 42.1 $1.2

38.9 31.9 39.6 474.4 46.3

1.6 6.4 1.9 -.

1.0 12.8 3.8 5.3 4.

53.7 51.1 49.1 60.5 65.8

40.7 25.5 26.4 28.9 21.9

1.8 2.1 3.8 -., 4.9
..

1.8 19.1 15.1 5.3 4.9

5.6 6.4 - 5.3 4.9

5.6 12.8 15.1 26.3 9.0

-

07.0 78.7 81 1 63.2 82.9

1.9 2.6

7.4 14.9 18.9 13.2 12.2

48.1 31.9 30.2 34.2 48.8

42.6 44.7 45.3 47.4 36.6

74.1 53.2 58.5 44.7 65.0

16.7 34.0 28.3 36.8 31.7

- - 2.6

7.4 10.6 7.5 10.5

* Alternativen nelected by advioory committee. Total percentageo may differ from 100 hecauoe of omiooiono and rounding error.
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TABLE 6-8

The Percentage of School Eight Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

Itsacription of Patient

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with
onteneive caries in the primary dentition,
together with gingival inflammation

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

*after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental s ecialint*

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate
periodontal dineaso

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked
gingivitis

4. An 10-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious
lesions in several ma:tillary teeth

5. A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down's
syndrome, carious lesions in several teeth,
and aevere gingivitis

6. A severely hypertensive 50-year-old man
in need of gingivectemies

7. An 0-year-old girl with leukemia in remission
who has large carious lesions in three
primary teeth

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental a ccialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital -.

refer Go dental s eeialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hespitbl

refer to dental s ocialint

routine office treatment*

after consu tation with specialist

Jonly in a h spital

refer to dental_pperialint

routine office treatment

after consult,Aion with 4ecialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental apssialistsk .

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental s ecialist

Sc A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-
year-old boy with a dentoalveolar abscess

routino office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer tn dental nmq1,2112t

1974 19'75 1976 1977
N . 45

1 1978

N . 34 N . 31 N . 39 N 38

23.5 29.0 15.4 28.9 0 7.9

11.8 29.0 41.0 17.8 13.2

11.8 9.7 10.3 17.8 7.9

52.9 29.0 28.2 35.6 28.9

85.3 77.4 84.6 86.7 44.7

11.0 12.9 10.3 11.1 13.2

2.9 6.4 2.2

50.0 61.3 53.8 57.8 34.2

23.5 19.3 17.9 24.4 13.2

5.9 2.6

20.6 16.1 20.5 17.0 7.9

12.9 2.6 6.7

11.0 30.7 23.1 46.7 10.5

73.5 32.3 48.7 35.6 31.6

11.0 129 17.9 8.9 15.8

61.0 74.2 69.2 73.3 39.5

29.4 16.1 20.5 15.6 18.4

2.9 2.6 2.2

5.9 6.4 2.6 6.7

5.9 12.9 12.0 J1.1 2.6

41.2 41.9 46.1 46.7 31.6

32.3 29.0 23.1 26.7 13.2

C12.9 12.8 13.3 10.5

20.6 29.0 12.0 28.9 5.3

73.5 . 41.9 61.5 48.9 36.8

19.3 15.4 6.7 7.9

5.9 3.2 5.1 15.6 9 9

30.2 67.7 64.1 51.1 23.7

29.4 16.1 20.5 24.4 15.8

5.9 2 a - 2.6

260______9.7 7.7

.4.4

20.0 15.0



9

Dencription of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentulouo woman with an
unrepaired complete cleft of the hard and
oat palateo who in ip need of a prootheoio

alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after conoultation with opecialiot

only in a hoopital

refer to dental opecialiot*

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with
c9ntrolled epilepoy and cariouo le ono ip
two molaro

routine office treatment*

after conoultation with opecialiot*

% only in a hospital

raor -to-dental-s

11. A oeverely retarded 15-year-old In need of
gingivectomieo

12. A 48-year-old, woman with a prosthetic cardiac
heart valve replacement who is in need of a
pulp extirpation

13. A oeverely retarded 15-year-old in need of
an apicoectomy

routine offiGe treatment

after consUltation with opecialiot

only in a hospdtal

refer to dental ailit *

routine office treatment

after consultation with opocialiot*

only in a hospital

refer to dental n cialiot

routino office treatment

after consultation with specialiot

only in a hospital*

refer to dental D ocialiot*

14. An 8-year-old autiotic child with fractured
anterior teeth

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with
a repaired cleft palate and dental carieo

routine office treatment*

after conoultation with opecialiot

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with opecialiot

only in a hoopital

refer to dental D (Violist

16. A 56-year-old man with a hiotpry of mdo epioodeo
of otroke who io in need of multiple extractiono

routine office treatment

after consultation with opecialiot

only in a hospital*

refer to dental D cialiot*

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly
decayed molar,thot mot be extracted

routine officg treatment

after consultation with opecialiot

only in a hospital*

refer to dentni n cirii1inf *

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

0.8 6.4 7.7 17.8 2.6

5.9 25.8 15.4 0.9 5.3

7
2.2 2.6

64.5 71.8 68.9 47.4

70.6 50.1 69.2 75.6 36.8

26.5 30.7 23.1 20.0 18.4

2.9

11.5 19.3 23.1 13.3 7.9

8.8 12.9 20.5 15.6 5.3

11.8 19.3 10.3 13.3 13.2

67.6 41.9 30.5 53.3 31.6

23.5 32.3 23.1 26.7 21.0'

73.5 51.6 53.8 64.4 28.9

6.5 10.2 2.2 2.6

2.9 6.5 5.1 4.4 S.

8.8 25.8 10.3 8.9 7.9

8.8 3.2 7.7 11.1 2.6

20.6 25.0 12.0 15.6 10.5

61.8 41.9 64 1 62.2 36.8

29.4 25.8 35.9 37.8 21.0

23.5 29.0 30.5 17.8 18.4

11.8 6.7 5.3

35.1 41.9 20.5 37.8 11.

64.7 71.0 74.4 71.1 26.3

33.5 16.1 15.4 6.7 18.4

2.9 2:2 2.6

0.8 9.7 5.1 20.0 10.5

- 3.2 6.7

38.2 35.5 20.9 31.1 21.0

41r2 41.9 41.0 35.6 21.0

20.6 16.1 13.1 24.4 1S.0

17.6 40.4 35.9 51.1 28.9

23.5 16.1 12.0 15.6 10.5

0.0 12.8 5.3

50.0 29.0 33.3 2P.7 11.2



18. A oeverely retarded 16-year-old in need
of a pulp extirpation

Alternative Trearment

routine office treatment

after conaultation with apecialiat

only in a hospital

refer to dental a eimliat"

19. 'A 16.-year-old boy with muocular dyotrophy
and cariouo 1eoion in oeveral teeth

routine office treatment"

ofter.conaultation with opecialist

only in a haopit2

rofer-teAental o

20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded
controlled epileptic with gingival
hyperplapia

routine office treatment

after conoultation with apecialiot

only in a hoopital

refer to dental a ciallat

21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent hiotory of
rheumatic fever who io in need of an extraction

22. A 48-ye3r-old woman with multiple oclerooio
and gingival inflammation

routine office treatment

after conaultation with apecialiat*

only in a hoopital

refer to dental nper;inlint

routine office tieatment*

after conaultation with apeciailat

only in a hoopita1

refer to dental a ecioliat

23. A 60-year-old clan in noed of an obturator for
a maxillary defect oecondary to therapy for a t,D
oquamouo cell carcinoma of the hard palate

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly
decayed molar that mot be extracted It

routine office treatment

after conaultation with opecialioto

only in a hoppital

refer to dental a eriolint

routine office treatment

after conaultation with apecialiet

only in a hoopital*

refmr to dentni_opeeinlint

25. An 10-year-old controlled diabetic in need
of gingivoplaoty

routine office treatment*

after conaultatien with apeCiA' at*

only in a-hoopital

refer to dental 0 eeialiat

1974 1975 1976 1977

37.8

8.9

4.4

48.9

1978

13.2

13.2

(

10.5

21.0

17.6

14.7

14.7

52.9

38.7

16.1

3.2

38.)

30.5

7.7

10.3

35.9

41:2 61.3 43.6 62.2 31.12

29.4 19.3 35.9 26.7 1172

2.9 6.4 2.6 2.2 2.6

2-6,5 12.8 3.9 10.5

47.1 54.8 43.6 68.9 31.6

47.1 29.0 35.9 22.2 13.2

2.9 3.2 5.1 2.2. 2.6

2.9 9.7 10.3 6.7 . 10.5

20.6 41.9 28.,2 31.1 7.9

64.7 64.0 51.3 57.8 44.7

11.0 2.6 2.6

2.9 12.0 A.9 2.6

29.4 40.4 43.6 53.3 21.0

52.9 25.0 35.9. 31.1 31.6

40- 6.4 5.1 2.2

17.6 12.9 10.3 13.3 2.6

0.0 3.2 2.6 - 2.6

2.9 6.4 2
11

6 2.2 7.9

2.9 3.2 5.1 414 -

05 1 83.9 O4. 93.3 47.4

9.7 - 2:2 -

5.9 35.5 12.8 24.4 5.3

70.6 45.2 46.1 FA.3 39.5

23.1 6.5 35.9 15.6 13.2

50.0 45.2 53.8 71.1 26.3

35.3 45.2 33.3 26.7 28.9

3.2

5.9 1.2 7.7 2.2 .2.6

4
* Alternativeo oelected by advioory committee. Total percentageo may differ from 100 becauae omiooiono and ronnding error.
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School 09 was represented only in 1976, 1977, and 1978. Average percentages

for those choosing "routine office treatment" were 37.3, 41.8, and 42.8. The

average percentages for the preferred choices were 52.4,-'51.9 and 54-2.

At Solvol 10; average per7ntages of those 'choosing "routine office treat-.

ment" were 27.4 in 1974, 34.1 in 1975, 34.3 in 1976, 34.8 in 1977, and a2.1 in

1978. Corresponding values for the preferred alternatives were 57.5, 56.5,

55.8, 58.1, and 54.4. No trends appear in these data.

At School 11, the average percentages of those choosing "routine office

treatment" were 32.5, 31.3, 31.5, 28.0, and 33.1. Values for the preferred

alternatives were 58.2, 55.8, 53.4., 57.3Land 52.5. In the latter instance,
. 4\

if there is a trend, it is a reverse one.

To summarize, overall there appeared to be a trend for increasing numbers

of students to select "routine office treatment" as the preferred alternatilie,

although there was considerable vari'ation in patterns at individual schools.

Background Characteristics

Table 7 shows for all students, for the years 1974 through 1978, data,gn

several different background characteristics, including expected professional

%activity after graduation, undergraduate major, whether or not the student had

had full-time work experience, whether or not the student-had had military or

Peace Corps experience, whether or not there was a handicapped person in the-

family, and, for the years 1975 through 1978, the student's attitude toward

treating handicapped people.

Under professional act.ivity, self-employea professional practice was the

expectation of more than one-fourth of the students in every year and the clear

favorite. Professional partnership was the choice of about 20 percent in

-57-

Ilt
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TADLE 6-9

The Pereeatlage of School Nine Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
AltOnative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

Description of Patient

4 ,

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl pith
extensive caries in the primary dentition,
together with gingival inflammationti

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with prderate
periodontal disease

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked
gingivitis

4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious
lesions in several maxillary

rAlternative Treatment

routine office treatmdnt

after consultation with specialist

only in-a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment*

'after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental 4pecialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation Ah specialist*

pnly in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

aftr consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental apecidlist

5. A cooperatiye 12-year-old boy with Dawn's
syndrome, carious lesions in several teeth,
and severe gingivitis

6. A severely hypertensive 58-year-old .than
in need of gingivectomies

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist**

7. An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remission
who has large carious lesions in three
primary teeth

8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-
year-old boy with a dentoalveolar abscess

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental' specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospiital

refer to dental s ecialist

1974** 1975#* 1976 1977 1978

N * 133

26.3

21.8

16.5

30.8

N 121

29.7

26.4

12.4

28.1

N 169

21.9

19.5

25.4

31.9

87.2 90.9 93.5

8.3 6.6 3.0

0.7 0.8 2.4

57.9 A 67.8 53.8
6

21.0 12.4 19.5

1.5 2.5 6.5

15.8 15.7 18.9

3.8 3.3 4.1

30.1 26.4 25.4

48.9 43.0 56.2

11.3 24.0 12.4

66.9 v69.4 76.3

20.3 i4.9 18.3
7

2.3 2.5 0.6

5.3 9.1

15.0 23.1 14.8

52.6 6 49.6 45.6

14.3 12.4 23,.1

12.8 . 12.4 14.8

13.5 21.5 18.3

51.1 43.0 47.3

18.0 16.5 21.9

10.5 14.9 10.6

48.1 55.4 57.4

24.1 18.2 20.1

8.3 5.0 5.9
(1
tlf

15.8 19.0 14.8



Description of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an
unrepaired complete cleft of the hard and
soft palates who is in need of a prosthesis

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded mbn With
controlled epilepsy and carioua lesions in
two molars

11. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of
gingivectomies

12. A 48-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac
heart valve replacement who is in need of a
pulp extirpation

13. A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of
an apicoectomy

14. An 8-year-old autistic child with fracture&
anterior teeth

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with
a repaired cleft palate and dental caries

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after 'Consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to fiental specialist*

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with speci,alist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dent l specialist*

routine offic.% treatment*

after consulta ion with specialist

only in a hoap

-refer to de a specialist

routine olcice treatment*

after consulta ion with specialist

only in a hos ital

refer to dent I n ecialist

routine offi e treatment

after consu taticn with specialist

only in a ospital*

refer to ental specialist*

routine sff.ice treatment

after c aultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer o dentnl n noialis *

16. ,A 56-year-old man with a history of two episodes
of stroke who is in need of multiple extractions

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly
deCayed molar that must be extracted

1974** 1975** 1976 1977 1978

4.5 4.1 5.3

9.0 9.1 13.0

0.7 2.5 3.0

79.7 81.8 76.9

73.7 72.7 72.8

15.8 17.4 19.5

2.3 2.5 0.6
6

3.0 5.8 4.1

25.6 28.1 27.2

16.5 14.9 16.6

22.6 17.4 18.9

30.1 38.0 34.3

17.3 49.6 38.5

57.1 33.9 43.2

6.0 7.4 7.1

13.5 6.6 9.5

11.3 16.5 17.2

/2.0 9.1 16.0

21.0 19.8 23.1

51.1 52.1 42.6

31,6 52.1 43.2

29.3 16.5 23.1

6.8 6.6 6.5

27.8 22.3 24.8

66.9 59.5 64.5

17.3 14.0 18.3

2.3 4.1 2.4

9.0 18.2 13.6

4.5 9.9 13.0

24.8 29.7 26.0

.40.6 28.1 30.8

23.3 29.7 27.8

45.9 46.3 49.1

15.0 1,2.4 11.2

6.0 8.3 6.5

27.1 30.6 31.9

9
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Description of Patient

18. A severely retarded 16-year-old in need
of a pulp, extirpation

19. A 16-year-old boy with muocular dyotrophy
and cariouo leoiono in oeveral teeth

S.

20. An 10-year-old moderately retarded
controlled epileptic with gingival
hyperplaoia

21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent hiotory of
rheumatic fever who io in need of an extraction

Alternative Treatment

routino office treatment

a or consultation with apecialist

only in a hoapital*

refer fo dental a ecialiat*

routine office treatment*

after conaultation with apecialiat

only in a hopital

refer to dental a ecialiat

routine office treatment

after conaultation with opecialiat

only in a hoapital

refer to dental ooecialiot

routine office treatment

after consultation'with opecialiat*

only in a haapital

refer to dental opecialiat

22. A 48-year-old woman with multiple oclerooio
and' gingival inflammation

routine office treatment*

after consultation with opecialiat

only in a haapital

refer to dental a ecialiat

23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for
a maxillary defect oecondary to therapy for a
oquamouo cell carcinoma of the hard palate

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a hadly
decayed molar that muot be extracted

routine office treatment

after conaultation with specialist*

only in a haapital

refer to dental apocialiat

routine office treatment

after conaultation with opocialist

only in a haapital*

refer to dental a ecialiat

25. An 18-year-old controlled diabetic in need
of gingivoplaoty

routine office treatment*

after conoultation with apecialiat*

only in a heapital

refer to dental apecialiat

1974** 1975** 1976 1977 1978

38.3

12.0

14.3

31.6

32.2

17.4

11.6

37.2

35.5

14.8

11.8

36.7

53.4 57.0 57.4

23.3 21.5 24.8

4.5 5.0 5.9

13.5 14.9 10.1

60.1 62.8 66.9

25.6 22.3 20.1

4.5 4.1 3.0

3.8 9.1 8.9

41.3 57.0 45.6

42.1 31.4 36.7

6.0 2.5 8,3

5.3 7.4 7.7

60.1 50.4 52.1

24.1 28.1 33.7

2.3 4.1 7.1

8.3 14.9 5 3

4.5 5.8 4.7

4.5 6.6 11.8

4.5 5.8 3.0

81.2 79.3 78.7

3.8 3.3 3.5 ,

11.3 10.7 10.6

51.1 47.9 59.8

27.8 .1 24.8

70.7 77.7 82.8

18.8 14.9 12.4

1.5 0.8 0.6

2.3 5.0 3.0

* Alternatives oelecred by advisory committee. Total percentages may differ from 1001Lecause of omissions and rounding error.

**Data not available for this year. u
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The Percentage of
Alternative

Description of Patient

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with
extensive cariea in the primary dentition,
together.with gingival inflammation

TABLE 6-10

SchOol Tea Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate
periodontal disease

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked
gingivitis

4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with-deep carious
lesions in several maxillary

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after conoultation with specialist

only in a hospital"'

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treaGment"
,

after consultation with opeciali t

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental cialist

5. A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down's
syndrome, carious lesions in several teeth,
and severe gingivirto

6. A severely hypertensive 50-year-old man
In :iced of gingivectomies

'At

7. An 8-year-old
who has large
primary teeth

routine office treatment*

after conoultation with specialist

imly in a )iospital

refer to dental s ecialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

girl chth leukemia in remission
carious lesions in three

8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-
year-old boy with a dentoalveolar abscess

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hosi)ital

refer to dental_apecialint

1974 1975 1976 . 1977 1978

N 40

7.5

0.0

27.5

35.0

N 101

18.8

14.8

23.8

41.6

N P 70

20.0

20.0

30.0

28.6

N 0 74

20.3

17:6

18.9

39.2

N 75

12.b

5.3

38.7

40.0

6 .0 74.3 71.4 79.7 73.3
/0

.0 21.8 27.1 14.9 22.7

1.3

4.0 1.4 2.7 1.3

57.5 57.4 52.9 55.4 5447

25.0 21.8 24.3 25.7 24.0

2.5 1.0 7.1 1.3 1.3

15.0 19.8 15.7 13.5 17.3

1.0 1.4 1.3 2.7

20.0 33.7 51.4 45.9 57.3

47.5 46.5 22.9 31.1 20.0

-32.5 17.8 20.0 18.9 16.0

47.5 72.3 81.4 74.3 69.3

45.0 19.8 14.3 21.6 16.0

2.5 3.0 1.4 1.3 2.7

5.0 4.0 1.4 1.3 8.0

5.9 5.7 5.3

45.0 48.5 52.9 58.1 58.7

20.0 17.8 12.9 14.9 12.0

35.0 27.7 24.3 24.3 21.3

2.5 7.9 11.4 12.2 9.3

72.5 66.3 67.1 64.9 65.3

7.5 14.8 7.1 6.8 6.7

17.5 10.9 10.0 13.5 1,.3

40.0 53.5 50.0 47.3 38.7

22.5 23.8 31.4 27.0 28.0

12.5 7.9 10.0 4.0 9.3

25.0 13.9 7.1 18.9 21.3



Deacri tion of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentulouo woman with an
unrepaired.complete cleft of the hard and
ooft palateo who it] in need of a prootheoio

Alternative Treatment

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental npecialist*

1974

15.0

5.0

7.5

72.5

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with
controlled epilepoy and cariouo leoions in
two nolaro

routine office treatment* 57.5

after consultation with specialist* 40.0

only in a hospital

refer to dental a ecialist

2.5

11. A oeverely retarded 10-year-old in need of
gingivectomieo

routini) office treatment 2.5

, after consultation with speciali t 5.0

only in a hospital - 37.5

refbr to dental specialist* 55.0

12. A 40-year-old woman with a proothetic cardiac
heart valve replacement who io in need of a
pulp extirpation

13. A aeverely retarded 10-year-old in need of
an apicoectomy

routine oh'ice treatment 10.0

after consultation with specialist* 672.5

only in a hospital 7.5

refer to dental o ecialist 40.0

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist 5.0

only in a hospital* 30.0

refer to-dental n ecialist* 65.0

14. An 0-year-old hutiotic child with fractured
anterior teeth

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with
a repaired cleft palate and dental carieo

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only i9 a hospital

refer to dental a ecialist

routine office treatment*

25.0

25.0

12.5

3/.5

65.0

afLr consultationrith specialist 17.5

only in a hospital 2.5

refer to dental specialist 15.0

. routine office treatment

16. A 56-ye0r-old man with a hiotory of two epioodeo after consultation with specialist 30.0

of otroke who io in need of multiple extractiono only in a hospital' 32.5

refer to dental specialist* 32.5

routine office treatment 50.0

after consultation with specialist 2.5

only in a hospital* 10.0

refer to dental n naialinto, 35.0

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly
decayed molar that muot be extracted

17

(7'

1975 1976 1977 19/8

10.9

19.8

69.

10.0

18.6

1.4

70.0

- 5.4

4.2

1.3

74.3.

13.3

22.7

61.3

69.3 78.6 81.1 77.3

26.7 21.4 10.8 14,7

1.0 1.3 2.7

3.0 5.4 2.7

9.9 8.6 12.2 4.0

.15.8 12.9 10.8 12.0

26.7 42.9 29.7 400

46.5 32.9 45.9 41.3

14.8 17.1 32.0

65.3 65.7

.18.9

75.7 57.3

10.9 11.4 2.7 4.0

6.9 2.9 1.3

15.8 11.4 10.8 6.7

9.9 8.6 12.2 6.7

17.8 37.1 20.3 29.3

55.4 42.9 55.4 54.7

42.6 50.0 44.6 34.7

30.7 20.0 25.7 28.0

4.0 11.4 8.1 10.7

22.0 17.1 17.6 24.0

80.2 78.6 71.6 62.7

11.9 14.3 10.8 '14.7

1.0 1.4 1.3 5.3

6.9 5.7 13.5 14.7

4.0
,

2.9 4.0 6.7

45.5 45.7 44.6 50.7

31.7 28.6 24.3 17.3

10.8 20.0 23.0 22.7

50.5 52.9 47.3 52.0

16.8 11.4 12.2 10.7

9.9 17.1 9.5 9.3 A

2.8 1 7 29.7 2S.3 100
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i/Description of Patient Alter.native Treatment ,

routine offi'Ce treatment
a , ,

18. A severely retarded 16-year-old in need after Consultation with'specialisti
/-5, adpulp extirpation

on/y in a hospital*

refer tordental gpecialjst*
,

routine office treatment*

19. A 16-year-Old boy with muscular dystrophy . after consultation with specialist
.

and carious lesions in several. teeth
on/y in a hospital

1- refer to dental specialist '

1974 1975 1976

7.5 28-7 31.4

17.5 12.9 20.0

30.0 1678 24.3

45.0 40.6 24.3

45.0' 55.4 45.7

37.5 29.7 31.4

7.5 8.9- 11.4

10.0 4.0 , 11.4

routine oifice treatment w
A 20. An 18-year-old moderatell retarded 1047

after cozgultation with specialist 37.5 36.3 38.6controlled epileptic with gingival
hyperplasia on/y in a h-ospital 2.5, 4.0 1.4

refer to dental specialist* 22.5 .15.8 12.9

4 routine office treatment 35.0 33.7 32.9,

21.. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of after consultation with specialiS't* 62.5 3 56.4 65.7
rheumatic fever who is in need of an extraction

only in a hospital - 4.9 1.4

refer to Irntal specialist 2.5 4.9
V*

routine office tre,;tment* 400 36.6 35.7

.
,22. A 48-year-old ltiple sclerosid

and gingival
2.0 1..4

after consultation with speciarst 42.5

only in a hospital 10.0

56.4 55.7

1

1 /c/PI
refer to dental specialist 5.0, 2.0 5.7

routine office treatment 10.0 11.9 10.0
23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for

a maxillary defect' secondary to therapy for a
after consultation with specialist* 15.0 l4,.8 5.r

squamous cell carcinoma of the hard palate only in a hospital 2.5 - 1.4

refer to dental specialist 72.5 73.3 81.4

routine office treatment-
,

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly after consultation with specialist
decayed molar that must be extracted

only in a hospital* 52.5

o _ refer to dental specialist 40.0

routine offisce treatment* 65.0
N

25. An le-year-old controlled diabetic in need
of gingivoplasty

after consultation with specialist* 22.5

on/y in a hospital 2.5

refer to dental specialist 10.0

22.8 28.6

§3.6 35.7

32.7 30.0

53.5 51.4

33.7 40.0

2.9

11.9 5.7

* Alternatives selected byradvisory committee. Total percentagesehtidiffer from 10 because ofwmissions and rounding error.

1977 1978

29.7

14.9

13.5

40.5

21.3

10.7

25.3

40.0

62.2 45.3

28.4 25.3

'2.7 9.3

. 5.4 14.7

45.9 46.7

33.8 24.0

1.3 2.7,

17.6 24.0

23.0 36.0

68.9 57.3

1.3 2.7

5.4 1.3

60.8' 36.0

32.4 41.3

5.3

4.0 14.7

6.8 6.7

9.5 18.7

2.7 -

79.7 70.7

-

33.8 40.0

37.8 22.7

25.7 33.3

55.4 56.0

29.7 32.0

1.3

13.5 8.0

1 WI

k
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TABLE 6-11

- The Percentage of School Eleven Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment
Alternative Concerning Diffeent Kinds of Patients, by Year

.Descrip,tion of Patient Alternative Treatment

1. A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with
extensive caries in the primary dentition,
together with gingival inflammation

2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate
periodontal disease

3. A blind and deaf patient with marked
gingivitis

4. An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious
lesions in several maxillary

p 5 A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down's
syndrome, carious lesions in several teeth,
and severe gingivitis

6. A severely hypertensive 58-year-old man
in need of gingivectomies

7. An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remission
who has large carious lesions in three
primarylteeth

' 8. A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-
year-old boy with a dentoalveolar abscess

routine office treatment

after consultation wi'th specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*'

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after ponaultation with specialist*

only in a,hospital

refer to'dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital
. , ..

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office.treatment*

after consultation with specialiat

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

1974 1975 4' 1976 1977 1978
N = 63

7.9

15.9

54.0

19.0

N = 81

7.4

30.9

39.5

18.5

N 88

12.5

25.0

32.9

26.1

N = 72

6.9

20.8

43.1

26.4 '

N = 90

12.2

34.4

21.3 -

24.4

87.3 85.2 87.5 69.4 82.2

12.7 12.3 7.9 23.6 13.3

- - -

- 2.5 , 2.3 4.2 --

38.1 50,6. 45.4 43.1 56.7
,..

47.6 35.8 38.6 34.7 30.0

1.6 - .2.3 - 2.2

12.7 9.9 10.2 18.1 6.7

1.6 1.2 2.3
!

2.8 3.3

34.9 444, :43.2 ° 37.5 41.1

44.4 34.6 40.9 37.5 34.4

17.5 16.0 11.4 20.8 16.7

66.7 75.3 71.6 72.2 70.0

31.7 19.7 19.3 22.2 22.2

-
,

1.2 2.3
.

2.8 2.2

1.6 1.2 4.5 1.4 1.1

9.5 8.6 .4.5 2.8 4.4

42.9 50.6: 35.2- 23.6 33.3

27.0 9.9 22,7° 23.6 20.0

20.6 23.5 31.8 47.2 37.8

22.2 21.0 12.5 15.3 15.6

63.5 65.4 56.8 59.7 55.6

3.2 8.6 12.5 9.7 6.7

9.5 2.5 14,8 9.7 17.8

36.5 45.7 43.2 41.7 46.7

39.7 28.4 28.4 30.6 28.9

4.8 8.6 .10.2 5.6 4.4

19.0 13.6 15.9 20.8 15.6



Deacription of Patient

9. A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an
unrepaired complete cleft of the hard and
soft palates who in in need of a prosthesis

10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with
controlled epilepny and carioun lesions in
two molarn

Alternative Treatment 1924

routine office treatment 6.3

after consultation wItlispecialist 14.3

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist* 79.4

routine office treatmeqt* 73.0

after consulCation with specialist* 238

Only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

11. A neverely retarded 18-year-old in need of
gingivectomies

routine offiCe treatment

after consultation w'ith speed

° only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist*

12. A 48-Tear-old woman with a pronthetic cardiac
heart valve replacement who in in need of a
pulp extirpation

13. A neverely retarded 18-year-old in need of
an apicoectomy.

routine office treatment

1.6

17.5

14.3

36.5

30.2

(4.3

after consultation with specialist* 1.4

only in a hospital 9.5
0

refer to dental specialist 4.8

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

onlifin a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

v.

14. An 8-year-old autintic. child with fractured
Anterlor teeth

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with
a repaired cleft palate and dental carien

16. A 56-year-old man with a hintory of two epiaoden
of stroke who is in need of multiple extractionn

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly
decayed molar that muat be extracted

routine office treatment*

after consultation' with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

aftercensultation with specialist

only in.a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment'

after consultation with apecialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental.s ecialist*

11.1

4.8

47.6

36.5

39.7

31.7

a6.3

19.0

65.1

23.8

1.6

7.9

27.0

34.9

38.1

31.7

28.6

11.1

27.0

1975 1976 1977

4.9

12.3

81.5

5.7

22.7

1.1
67.0

4.2

6.9

1.4

84.7

83.9 70.4 65.3

13.6 26.1 29.2

1.2 1.1 4.2

6.2. 9.1 ( 6.9

16.0 11.4 13.9

40.7 36.4 26.4

33.3 40.9 51.4

12.3° 14.8 19.4

74.1 59.1 68.1

4.9 . 6.8 1.4

2.5 14.8' 8.3

6.2 7.9 6.9

13.6 14.8 5.6

45.7 25.0 29.2

29.6 46.6 55.6

24.7 31.8 22.2

42.0 26.1 33.3

8.6 12.5 8.3

14.8 21.6 33.3

67.9 600 56.9

18.5 21.6 23.6

2.5 3.4 1.4

7.4 12.5 16.7

3.7 4.2

35.8 241.1 25.0

21.0 31.8 27.8

33.3, 34.1 38.9

39.5 36.4 36.1

28.4 27.3 22.2

7.4 7.9 8.3

21.0 25.0 30.6

1978

2.2

16.7

2.2

74.0

70.0

23.3

2.2

11.1

16.7

21.1

45.6

33.3

50.0

6.7

5.6

11.1

15.6

170

51.1

24.4

37.8

4.4

27.8

61.1

26.7*'

1.1

6.7

5.6

34.4

25.6

30.0

41.1

31.1

5.6

17.8



Deocription ofsPatieat

18. A oeverely retarded 16-year-old in need-
of a pulp extirpation

19. A 16-year-old boy with muocular dyotrophy
and cariouo leoiono in oeveral teeth

20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded
coptrolled epileptic with gingival
hyperplaoia

Alternative Treatment

routino office treatment'

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist*

routine offlce treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist*

routine office treatment

2. A 12-year-old girl with a recent hiotory of after consultation with siecialiot*
rhelimatic fever who io in need of an extraction

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

22. A 48-year-old woman with multiple oclerooio
and gingival inflammation

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital

refer to dental D ecialist

23. A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for
a maxillary defect pecondary to therad fin- a
oquamoup cell carcinomn of the hard palate

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental specialist

24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly
decayed molar that muot be extracted

25. An 18-year-old controlled,diabetic in need
of singivoplasty

routine office treatment

after consultation with specialist

only in a hospital*

refer to dental specialist

routine office treatment*

after consultation with specialist*

only in a hospital

refer to dental s ecialist

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

25.4 21.0, 22.7 19.4 26.7

15.9 19.7 15.9 15.3 23.3

25.4 32.1 26.1 25.0 15e6

31.7 24.7 31.8 38.9 30.0

41.3 46.9 45.4 41.7 43.3
0

44.4 37.0 34.1 36.1 37.8

9.5 1.2 5.7 5.6 5.6

4.8 12.3 10.2 13.9 6.7

68.2 39.5 42.0 33.3 53.3

17.5 38.3 32.9 36.1 32.2

1.6 7.4 4.5 4.2 -

12.7 11.1 14.8 23.6 7.8

31.7 25.9 36.4 33.3 40.0

63.5 64.2 52.3 56.9^ 45.6

1.6 3.7 4.5 1.4 3.3
.67 .

3.2 3.7 4.5 5.6 5.6
6

47.6 40.1 59.1 45.8 55.6

42.9 45.7 30.7 41.7 35.6

4.8 1.2 1.1 2.2

3.2 3.7 (.8 9 7 2.2

1.6 1.2 6.8 2.8 1.1

12.7 7.4 12.5 9.7 7.8

2.3 1.4

85.7 90.1 76.1 83.3 86.7

1.2 3.4 4.2 1.1

17.5 30.9 28.4- 22.2 21.1

49.2. 37.0 42.0 43.1 41.1

33.3 24.7 17.0 27.8 32.2

.68.2 55.6 55.7 44.4 54.4

28.6 38.3 29.5 37.5 26.7

2.3

3.2 6.2 6.8 15.3 14.4

* Alternativea oelected by advieory committee. Total percentakea may differ from 100 becalm) of emiSsiona and rounding error.



TABLE

Percentage'of Students from All Schools Reporting
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

Years

Type of ActiVity 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

Self-employed professional practice 26.2 27.3 27.6 30.7 29.3
Professional partnership 20.5 17.6 17.8 19.9 14.9
Employed professional 1;ractice 16.2 15.0 13.5 15.2 16.5

Full-time residency or graduate training 14.8 15.5 19.9 22.7 24.7
Research and/or teaching 3.6 2.6 1.9 2.2 2.5

Military service 18.8\. 17_.8 17.6 10.4 9.8
Other activities 7.4 8.0 5.2 4.1 3.6

Varioui Undergraduate Majors

Majors

Fredentistry or premedicine 47.0 37.7 35.7 30.7 29.6
Other biological sciences 29.8 33.4 31.4 35.2 36.7

English o , 0.9 0.0 0.9 1.0 1.3

Mathematics 2.1 1.9 2.0 2.3 1.3

Physical science 2.7 2.9 3.5 4.5 4.3

Engineering 1.3 3.2 4.6 3.9 4.1

Psychology, sociology, or social work 6.5 5.8 7.1 6.8 . 6.0

Other social sciences 2.8 2.3 2.6 3.2 2.8

Other majors 6.1 8.1 8.1 7.5 8.0

One YLir or More of Full-Time Work Experience**

Time Period

Before undergraduate college 10.3 12.1 15.9 14.8 12.7

Between undergraduate college and denial school 17.1 23.0 27.6 28.5- 30.1

Background Characteristics

Characteristics

Military service 7.4 11.8 12.4 11.0 7.8

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group 0.2 0.5 0.8 0.9 0.1

Handicapped person in family 6.8 6.6 9.7 11.4 8.5

Attitudes Toward Treating Handica ed Patients

Attitude

Avoid when possible 5.8 1.6 1.4 0.7

Treat only when required 49.7 51.3 48.4 46.6

Occasionally treated 32.1 32.4 38.1 42.1

Actively sought experiences 6.9 8.7 6.7 7.2

* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentagesowill be
greater than 100%.

**Because these were asked as separate quesEions, percentages will not equal 100%.



1974 and 1977, bui dropped to 15 percent in 1978. Only two choices show clear

trends. Full-time residency or graduate training increased from 15 percent

in 1974 to about 25 percent in 1978, while military service declined from 19

percent in 1974 to 10 percent in 1978.

Predentistry or premedicine was the undergraduate major for nearly half of

the 1974 graduates. Its popularity then declined steadily to just 30 percent

for 1978 graduates. Over the same periad, other biological sciences increased

from 30 percent tp 37 percent. The end of the military draft is a posoible

contributing factor here, since it released students from the presoure of

making early vocational commitments.

Around 10 percent each year had an undergraduate major in the oocial

sciences. Ten percent or more of the students each year had a year or more of

full-time work experience before entering undergraduate college. The number

having full-time work experience between undergraduate college and dental

school increased rather steadily from 17 percent in 1974 to 30 percent in 1978.

The end of the draft and increasing tuition costs, both for undergraduate and

dental schoolo, are quite likely contributing factors here.

The number who had had military service increased from seven percent

in 1974 to 12 percent in 1976 and then declined to 8 percent in 1978. Fewer

than one percent reported Peace Corps, VISTA, or similar service in any year.

The number reporting a handicapped person in the family ranged from

seven percent in 1974 to 11 percent in 1977. In 1975 through 1978, a question

wao included pn attitudes toward treating handicapped patients. In 1975, about

oix percent Gaid they avoided ouch patiento when p000ible. By 1978, this

reoponse was chosen by less than one percent. lose t 50 percent each year

naid they treated such'patiento only when they had to. The numbei who reported

68



they occasionally treated such patients (voluntarily) increased from 32 percent

in 1975 to 42 percent in 1978. Less than 10 percent each year said they actively

sought such experiences. In these responses, there is clear Confirmation that

the Foundation's program Wad the desired effect upon substantjal numbers of

students and substantiates anecdotal evidence gathered in site vicits during

and after the funding period.

Nita for individual schools are shown in Tables 7-1 through 7-11. With, of

cource, smaller numbers of students involved in each of thece tables, substan-

tial irregularity in results is to be expected. Hence, comment will be made

only on those figures where there is marked depprture from the overall pattern.

.At School 01, more students expected to go into solo profescional pradtice and

a larger number hadsmajored in predentistry or premedicine.

At School 02, a considerably larger percentage expected to enter employed

professional practice, and considerably fewer expected to enter military

setvice.. A much smaller percentage had majored in predentictry or premedicine,

and more had.majored in other biological scienceo. A larger number reported

"that they had neen handicapped patiento in addition to thoce covered by cource

requirethents.

School 03 wan reprenented only in 1974 and 1975.

At SChool 04, aTarticularly large percentage of otudento in 1974 expected

to enter military cervice, and while thin percentage declined in subsequent

years, it Wan ntill considerably above the total group in 1978. The percentage

of otpdentn who said they treated handicapped patients only when required

decreahed from 74 percent in 1975 to 44 per cent in 1978. There war) a con-

A.

comitant increasejn those who reported treatment of handicapped patients in

addition to thoce of cburbe requirements.



TABLE 7-1

Percentage of Students from School One Reporting
Different Expected Professional'Activities After Graduation*

Years

\\

.

Type of Activity ' 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

Self-employed professional practice 35.8 37.5 36.2 30.8 33.9 *

Professional partnership 11.3 10.9 11.6 10.8 24.2

Employed professional practice 7.5 3.1 11.6 4.6 1.6

rull-time residency or graduate training 17.0 17.2 28.3 21.5 24.2

Research and/or teaching 5.7 4.7 2.9 4.6 -

Military service 22.6 20.3 (20.3 24.6 9.7

Other activities 5.7 9.4 - 4.6 4.8

Various Undergraduate Majors1

Mgiors

predentistry or premedicine 56.6 62.5 47.8 44.6 50.0

.0ther biological sciences 24.5 17.2 20.3 30.8 29.0

English 3.1 1.4 1.5

Mathematics 3.8 4.7 4.3 1.5 1.6

Physical science 1.9 1.6 1.4 - 4.8

Engineering 3.8 8.7 3.1 3.2

Psychology, l:ociology, Or social work 1.9 1.6 2.9 6.1 6.4

other social sciences 3.8 5.8 4.6 -

Other majors LI. 9.4 2.9 6.1 3.2

One Year or More of Full-Time Work Ex erience**

Time Period

Before undergraduate college 13.2 7.8 5.8 9.2 17.7

Between undergraduate college and dental school 18.9 26.6 37.7 26.1_ 25.8

Batground Characteristics_

Characteristics

Military service 15.1 12.5 14.51 15.4 9.7

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group 2.9

Handicapped person in family 5.7 3.1 11.6 7.7 8.1

Attitudes Toward Treatingbflancticamesl_patjents

At t I t tide

,Avold when pescselble 6.2 - 4.8

Treat only when required 45.3 53.6 36.9 48.4

Occasionally treated .

375 42.0 61.5 40.3

Artively sought experiencen 10.9 2.9 1.5 4.8

* Thin question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be,

greater than 1007.
**Bevause these were asked in separate questiong, percentages will not equal 100%.
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TABLE 7-2

Percentage of Students from School Two Reporting
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

Years

Type of Activity 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

Self-employed professional practice 9.7 23.3 24.5 30.1 28.6

Professional partnership 21.0 25.6 19.3 8.3

Employed professional practice 38.7 24.4 16.3 29.0 32.

Full-time residency or graduate training 24.2 18.6 20.4 19.3 17.9

Research and/or teaching 3.5 5.1 3.2 2.4

Military service P 2.3 6.1 2.1 5.9

Other activities 8.1 10.5 10.2 5.4 3.6

Various Undergraduate Majors

Malprs

Predentistry or premedicine_ 30.6 30.2 '21.4 9.7 13.1

Other biological sciences 40.3 41.9 42.9 57.0 51.2

English 2.0 1.1

Mathematics 1.2 1.0 1.1 2.4

Physical science 3.2 44 3.1 8.6 10.7

Engineering 1.6 3.5 6.1 4.3 2.4

Psychology, sociology, or social work 14.5 7.0 7.1 4.3 5.9

Other social sciences 3.2 4.6 3.1 2.1 4.8

Other majors 6.4 4.6 11.2 , 7.5 4.8

'One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience**

Time Period

Befor,e undergraduate cbllege.
Between undergr?Iduate college and dental school

4.8 16.3

9.7 22.1

22.4
34.7

14.Q
24.7

8.3
39.3

Background Characteristics

Characteristic,'

Military service 4.8 8.1 10.2 7.5 3.6

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group 1.6 1.2 1.1

Handicapped person in family 9.7 3.5 11.2 14.0 9.5

Atti tud es Toward Treatimal.angisAmedilisients

Attitude
46'

Avoid when pwlsible 9.3 2.0 1.1

Treat only when required 36.0 51.0 38.7 33.3

Ovasionallv treated 45.3 36.7 49.5 5.4

Actively nought experiences 8.1 9.2 9.7 9.5

* This question allowed.for multiply response, total percentages will be
greater than 100%.

**Because these were asked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%.
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TABLE 7,-3

13

Percentage of Students from School Three Reporting

Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

. Years'

lap of Activitx 1974 1975 1976***1977***197e**

S61f-employed professional practice 20.0 24.3

Professional partners 31.4 8.1

Employed professionAl actice 11.4 32.4

Full-time residency or graduate training 17.1 1.5

Research and/or teaching 2.9 -

Military service 14.3 18.9

Other activities *
8.6 8.1

Various Undergradaatt_niars.

Malors

Predentistry or premedicine
Other hiological sciences
English
Mathematics
Physira/ science
Engineering
Psychology, sociology, or social
Other social sciences
Other mijors

Time Period

51.4 -51.3

25.7 32.4
2.7

2.9 2.7

2.9 18.8

work 5.7

8.6

One, Year_ or_ More of Fulme Work Exper ence**

Before ondergnadoate college
Between undergraduate college and dental school

Charac_teris,tjs,

5.7

8.6

Baclulround Characteristics

Military service
Peace Corps, VISTA, or other greAlip

Hanecapped person in family

10.8
32.4

2.4 16.2

At, titud en Towarcl Treat_ing=&lodicapped Patients

Atst it ilde

Avoid,0110n possible
27.0

Treat only when required
21.6

occw;ionally treated
40.5

Actively sought experiences
2.7

ihls question aljowed for multiple response, total percentages will be

greater than 100%.
**Because these were asked an separate questfons, percentages will not equal 100%.

***Data,not available for this year



TABLE 7-4

Percentage of Students from School Four Reporting )

Different Expected Professional Activities After Gtaduation*

Years

Type of Activity 1974 1975 1976 19774'*1978

Self-employed prokessional praceice 8.7

Profession-al partnership . 13;0
Emproyed prokfessional practice, 21.7

Full-time residency or graduate training 17.4

Research and/or teaching -

Military ser'vice ,;, 43.5

Other activities 8.7

13.2
13.2
15.1
23.6

31.1
6.6

29.5
17.0
10.7

018.7

'25.9
1.8

24.6
17.2
11.5
24.6
0.8
19.7
2.5

Various Undergraduate Majors

Ma'ors

Predentistry of premedicine 21.7 27.4 33.9 17.2

Other biological sciences 39.1 40.6 35.7, 45.1

English 4.3 0.9 .1.6

Mathematics r, 1.9 3.6 0.8

Physical science 4:3, ,2.8 1.8 1.6

Engineering 4.7 5.4 4.9

Psybhology, sociology, or social work 13.0 12.3 8.9 9.8

Other social sciences ,6.8 4.1

Other majors 0, 8.7 6.6 9.8 8.2

One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience**

-'Time Period

Refore undergraduate college 4.3 7.5 18.7 13.1

Between undergraduate college and dental school 21.7 20.7 25.0 35.2

Background Charatteristics

Characteristics

Military service 4.3 13.2 14.3 12.3

Peace Corps,.VISTA, or other group
Handicapped,person in family 13.0 7.5 8.0 9.8

' Attitudes Toward Tkeating Handicapped Patients

Attitude-

Avoid when possible - 0.9
44.3Treat only when req6ired 73.6 52.7

Occasionally .fteated 17.0 40.2 44.3

Actively sought experienORs 9.4 5.4 9.8
dit

* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be

greater than 100%.
**Because these were asked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%.

***Data not available for this year,
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Fewer. School 05 students,expected to enter full-time residency or graduate

training in comparison with the total group, and a cpnsistently Larger per-

centage in each year expected to enter employed professional practice. School

05 students were also well above the total group in the percentage reporting

that they treated handicapped patients only when required to. However, almost

none saia they avoided such patients.

School 06 was represented in 1974 through 1977 only, In 1975, the per-,

centage who reported they avoided treating handicapped people was considerably

higher than for the.total group, although thiS*declined substantially by 1977.

The percentage who did not answer this question at all was also substantially

higher than that for the total group, particularly in1976 and 1977.

A greater proportion of School 07 students expect to enter solo practice

than was true for the total group. A substantially highei percentage had

predentistrytor premedicine undergraduate majors. The percentage saying they

avoided treating handicapped patients was also higher than for the total group,

but did show a decline between'1975 and 1978.

School 08 had a considerably larger percentage of students who eipected to

enter full-time residency or graduate training,-than the total group did and a

considerably smaller number expecting to enter practice, either solo or in

partnership.

Oely one student said he avoided treating handicapped patients, 1)14 there

were also a somewhat smaller percentage who said they treated more such patients

than the course requirements necessitated. In 1978, about a fourth of the

students did not answer the question 'on treatment of handicapped patients.

Data were avgilable for School 09 only in 1976, 1977, and 1978. Here

again, an unusually small percentage of students expected o enter private*

12
4

-44
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TABLE 7-5

Percentage of Students from School Five Reporting
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

, Years

0

Type of Activity 1974 1975 1976 1977 -1978

Self-employed professional practice 30.3 26.4 . 28.8

Professional partnership 19.1 20.8 22.9 '

Emplqyed professional practice 20.2 21.6 24.6

Full-time residency or graduate training 4.5 13.6 4.2

Research and/or teaching 10.1 8.0 1.7

Military service 16.8 811.2 10.2

Other activities 9.0 9.6 10.2

Various Undergraduate Majors

29.6
26.5
20.4
17.3
4.1
7.1

3.1

37.8
34.7
1.0
2.0
3.1
4.1
4.1
4.1
7.1

19.4
22.4

10.2

12.2

70.4
24.5
5.1

25.2
20.0
25.2
13.0
6.1

11..3

5.2

29,6
29.6
3.5
0.9
2.6
6.1
3.5
2.6

14.8

13.9
21.7

7.8

6.1

,

33.0
5.2

Majors

Predentistry or premedicine 40.4 36.8 44.1

Other biological sciences 33.7 34.4 24.6

English 3.4 0.8 0.8

Mathematics 2.2 3.2 0.8

Physical science 1.1 1.6 2.5
A

Engineering 4.0 .4

Psychology, sociology, or social work 7.9 6.4 7,6
Other social sciences 3.4 4.0 2.5

Other majors 7.9 5.6 9.3

One Year or, More of Full-Time ork Experience**
t

Time Period

Before undergraduate college 10.i 11.2 16.1

Between undergraduate college and dentak school 15.7 19.2 22.0

Background Characteristics

Characteristics

Military service 7.9 6.4 15.2

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group 1.6 1.7

Handicapped person in family 5.6 10.4 9.1

Attitudes Toward Treating Handicapped Patients

Attitude

Avoid when possible 0.8

Treat only when required 62.4 57.6

Occasionally treated 23.2 34.7

Actively sought experiences 6.4 6.8

* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will-be
greater than 100%.

**Because these were asked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%.
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TABLE 7-6

Pergentage of Students from School Six Reporting
Different.Expected Professional Activities After Graduatfon*

Years

Type of,Activity, 14,1% 1975 1976 1977 1978***

Self-employed professional practice 38.4 24.8 30.8 41.7
ProfessiOnal partnership 20.5 30.1 40.0 41.7
Employed professional practice 12.3 13.3 12.3 4.7
Furl-time residency or graduate training 9.6 11,.5 11.5 7.1
Research and/or teaching 2.7 ° 0.9 1.5
Military service 21.9 14.2 6.1 7.0
Other activities 6.8 4.4 4.6 4.8

4

Various Undeigraduate Majors

Majors

Predentistry or premedicine 52.0 30.1- 33.1 19.0

Other biological sciences 20.5 31.0 31.5 35.7

English 1.4 - 1.5 -

Mathematics 8.2 1.8 2.3 3.6

Physical science 2.7 5.3 2.3 6.0

Engineering 1.4 2.6 1.5 2.4

Psychology, sociology, or social work 2.7 7.1 8.5 14.3

Other social sciences 1.4 1.8 4.6 4.8

Other majors 6.8 8.8 12.3 8.3

One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience**
I I.

Time Period

Before undergraduate college V.6 8.8 17.7 13.1

Between undergraduate college and dental school 17.8 20.3 29.2 30.9

Background Characteristics

,Characteristics

Military service 6.8 9.7 10.0 20.2

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group - 0.8 2.4

Handicapped person in family 8.2 6.2 10.8 10.7

Attitudes Toward Treating Handicapped Patients

Attitude

Avoid when possible 11.5 6.1 1.2

Treat only when required 56.6 37.7 41.7

Occasionally treated 12.4 10.0 14.3

Actively sought experiences 2.6 13.8 8.3

* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be
greater than 100%.

**Because these were asked as separate questions; percentages will not equal 100%.
***No data available for this year.
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TABLE 7-7

Percentage of Students from School Seven Reporting
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

Type of Activity 1974 1975

Self-employed professional practice 33.3 42.5

Professional partnership 27.8 12.8

Employed professional practice 11.1 12.8

- Full-time residency or graduate training 9.3 8.5

Research and/or teaching
Military service 20.4 17.0

Other activities 4.3

Various Undergraduate Majors

Majors

Predentistry or premedicine 72.2 44./

Other biological sciences 20.4 27,7

English - 2.1

Mathematics 4.3

Physical science 1.8 2.1

Engineering
Psychology, sociology, or social work 1.8

Other social sciences 3.7

Other.,majors 12.8

Time Period

Years

1976 1977 1978

45.3. 39.5 56.1

11.3 15.8 14.6

3.8 7.9 4.9

9.4 15.8 12.2

2.6 -

30.2 13.2 14.6

1.9 2.6 2.4

52.8 34.2 41.5

28.3 . 28.9 31.7

- 2.6
3.8 2.6

5.7 2.6 4.9

3.8 5.3 4.9

- 2.6 . 2.4

5.7 7.9

One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience**

-

12:2

Before undergraduate.college 9.3 8.5 17.0 13:2 7:3*
P

Between undergraduate college and dental school 5.6 19,1 28.3 23.7 .29.-3.:

'Eask.ground Characteristics

Characteristics

Military service
Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group
Handicapped person.in family

Attitude

5.6 12.8 24.5 10.5 17.1

1.8, 6.4 7.5 18.4 2.4

Attitudes Toward Treatin Handica

Avoid.when possible
Treat only when required
Occasionally treated
Actively sought experiences

d Patients

8.5 1.9 5.3 2.4

36.2 66.0 44.7 48.8

40.4 30.,2 34.2 41.5

4.3. 1.9 10.5 4.9

*,This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be
greater than 100%.

**Because these were asked ab separate,questions, percentages will not equal 100%.

.-777 124



TABLE 7-8

Percentage of Students from School Eight Reporting

Different EXpected, Professional Activities After Graduation*.

Years.

Type of Activity 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

Self-employed professional practice 5.9 -,, 2.6 13.3 7

Professional partnership 11.8 9.7 2.6 4.4 15.8

Employed professional practice 23.5 3.2 12.8 13.3 18.4

Full-time residency or graduate training 38.2 48.4 74.4 53.3 42.1

Research and/or teaching - 6.4 - 2.2 2.6

Military service 11.8 16.1 5.1 13.3 5.3

Other activities 8.8 12.9 5.1 - 2.6

Various Undergraduate Majors

Majors

Predentistry or premedicine 41.2 45.2 35.9 33.3 28.9

Other biological sciences 29.4 22.6 25.6 28.9 18.4

English 6.4 6.7 2.6

Mathematics
2.2 -

PhysicAl science 8.8 - 12.8 2.2 7.9

Engineering 2.9 3.2 7.7 6.7 5.3

Psychology, sociology, or social work 14.7 6.4 10.3 11.1 7.9

Other social sciences
Other majors 2.9 6.4 7.7 6.7

One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience**

Time Period

Before undergraduate college 11.8 12.9 7.7 15.6 -

Between undergraduate college and dental schoo1-20.6 19.3 15.4 28.9 18.4

Background Characteristics

Characteristics

Military service 5.9 6.4

Peace Corps, VISTA,,or other group
Handicapped person in family 5.9 3.2 5.1 6.7 7.9

Attitudes Toward Treating Handicapped Patients

Attitude

2.6
plOd when possible
"Treat only when required 58.1 53.8 57.8 44.7

Occasionally treated 16.1 35.9 40.0 15.8,

Actively sought experiences 22.6 7.7, 2.2 13.2
,

* Thin question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be

greater than 100%.
**Because these were asked an separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%.
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TABLE 7-9

Percentage of Studenm from School Nine Reporting
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

Years

Type of Activity 1974***1975***1976 1977 1978

Self-emplayed professional practice
Professional partnership
Employed professional practice
Full-time residency or graduate training
Research andior teaching
Military service.
Other activities

12.0
9.8
15.0
34.6
3.0

28.6
3.0

12.4
16.5
23.1
43.8
1.6
6.6
2.5

16.0
11.2
21.3
47.9
3.5
4.1
1.2

Various Undergraduate Majors

40

or

Predentistry or premedicine 33.8 39.7 31.4

Other biological sciences 24.8 25.6 .,36.1

English 0.6

Mathematics 2.3 3.3 2.4

Physical science 4.5 3.3 3.0

Engineering 3,8 4.1 3.0

Psychology, sociology, or social work 9.0 9.1 8.3

Other social sciences 4.5 4.1 5.3

Other majors 7.5 5.0 5.9

One Year or More of Fuil-Time Work Experience**

Time Period

Before undergraduate college 15.0 10.7 10.6

Between undergraduate college and dental school 30.8 34.7 30.8

Background Characteristics

Characteristics, _

Military service 6.0 3.3 4.1

Peare Corpn, VISTA, or other group
0.6

Handicapped person in family 14.3 5.8 6.5

Attitudes T014AKLIMIOAXL.112.1?JiLUIRPESILI2ALLT211

Attftude

Avoid when possible
Treat only when required
Occasionally treatek

-

56.4
26.3

2.5
58.7
28.9

0.6
59.8
32.5

Actively nought experiences 14.3 7.4 5.9

* Thin question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be
greater than 100Z.

**Because these were asked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%.
***Data not available for thin year.



practice, solo or partnership, but a somewhat larger percentage expected to go

into employed professtnal practice. The largest percentage of students said

they expected to go into full-time residency or graduate training. The per-

centage reporting they treated handicapped patients only when required to was a

little higher than for the total group.

The percentage of School 10 students who expected to enter self-employed

profpssional practice rose from 20 percent in 1974 to 59 percent in 1978, while

other categories declined concomitantly. An unusually high percentage reported

full-time work experience between undergraduate college and dental school.

A somewhat higher percentage of School 10 students reported treating more

handicapped patients tlian required than did the total group.

Proportionately more School 11 students expected to enter solo practice

than was true for the total group. Thirty-five percent in 1974 expected to

enter military service, but this declined to seven percent in 1978. In each

of the four years, half or more of the students said thei treated handicapped

patients beyond the number required by the couroe.

National Board Examinations

Through the cooperation of the American Dental Asoociation, some test items

on dental care for the handicapOd from the knowledge tests developed for this

project were included in the December National Board Examinations in 1975,

1976, and 1978. Seventeen such items were included in 1975, eleven in 1976,

and oix in 1978. Table 8 shows the mean paso rate on these items for studentp

from the funded ochoolo and for all othero.

It can be oeen that the otudents from the dunded pchools did better than

the othero in all three yearo. The difference between thelptudentp from the

funded ochoolo and the othero increased from year to year. 'Although the itemo



TABLE 7-10

Percentage of Students from School Ten Reporting
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

Years

Iype of Activity 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

Self-employed professional practice 20.0 30.7 35.7 39.2 58.7
Professional partnership 20.0 14.8 10.0 20.3 9.3
Employed professional practice 10.0 11.9 11,4 6.8 2.7
Full-time residency or graduate training 25.0 8.9 11.4 13.5 9.3
Research and/or teaching 5.0 1.0 1.4 1.3

Military service 10.0 23.8 22.9 12.2 12.0
Other activities 15.0 12.9 7.1 6.8 8.0

Variousazsaduate Ma'ors
p.

M4iors

Predentistry or premedicine 52.5 42.6 44.9 39.2 46.7

Other biological sciences 27.5 32..7 35.7 24.3 32.0

English 1.4

Mathematics 2.5 1.0 4.0 1.3

Physical science 2.0 1.4 2.7 1.3

Engineering 2.5 2.0 2.9 1.3 5.3

Psychology, sociology, or social work 5.0 4.0 5.7 5.4 1.3

other social sciences 2.0 1.4 1.3

Other majors 10.0 11.9 4.3 13.5 9.3

One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience**

Time_.Period

1Tefore undergraduate college 15:0 168 15.7 14.9 12..0

Between undergraduate college and dental school 45.0 33.7 24.3 37.8 40.0

Background Characteristics

Characteristics

MilitAry service 5.0 12.,9 21.4 8.1 6.7

Peace Corps,. VISTA, or other group 1.3 -

Handicapped person in family 5.0 6.9 5.7 10.8 17.3

Attitudes Toward Trealian_RLIndlEATITA_Latients

Attitude

Avoid when possible 4.0 4.3 1.3

Treat only when required 44.5 58.6 39.2 46.7

Occasionally treated 4'5.5 31.4 52.7 49.3

A,:tively sought experiences 2.0 4.3 5.4 4.0

* This question al1owN1 for multiple response, total percentages will be
grsiter than 1002.

**Because theae were asked -asseparate questions, percentages will not equal 100%.



TABLE 7-11

Percentage of Students from School 'Eleven Reporting

Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation*

Years

Type of Activity 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978

Self-employed professional practice 33.3 45.7 32.9 . 48.6 38.9

Professional partnership 25.4 11.1 9.1 11.1 16;7

Employed professional practice 4.8 8.6 7.9 12.5 14.4

Full-time residency or graduate training 7.9 9.9 20.4 12.5 14.4

Research and/or teaching 3.2 1.2 1.1 3.3

Military service 34.9 29.5 21.6 18.1 6.7

OtheY activities 6.3 2.5 5.7 '5.6 4.4

Various Undergraduate Majors

Majors

Predentistry or premedicine 42.9 32.1 22.7 22.2 25.6

Other biological sciences
38.1 38.3. 42.0 45.8 41.1

English
2.2

Matiumatics
1.1

Physical science-
1.2 3.7 5.; 9.7 6.7

Engineering
2.5 6.8 5.6 3.3

Psychology, sociology, or social work
3.2 4.9 6.8 2.8 4.4

Other social sciences
6.3 1.2, 1.1 4.2 1.1

Other majors
6.3 12.3 4.5 6.9 10.0

.
One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience**

Tinw_Period.

Before undergraduate college
15.9 19.7 14.8 23.6 23.3

Betwvcn undergraduate college and dental school 17.5 19.7 22.7 23.6 24.4

111.1s1.4IfTnsLiliSislullIELLLLII

Chia at:_t ex is t I e

Nilitarv service
11.1 22.2 10.2 22.2 11.1

rVdCe Corps, VISTA, or other group
1.2 2.3 2.8

Handicapped person in family 12.7 6.2 6.8 20.8 8.9

Attitudes Toward Treating Handiema0pat1ffILE

Attitude
. .=.,

Avoid when possible
2.5 2.8

Treat only when required
30.9 36.4 37.5 21.1

Opcanionally treated
55.6 50.0 50.0 65.6

Actively nought experiences
9.9 11.4 8.3 8.9

* Thin question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be

gteater than 100%.
**Because these were wilted an separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%.
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TABLE 8

Mean Pass Ratea for Items on Care
of Handicapped iii National Board Examinations,

,

1975 1976 1978

Students Studehto Students Students n Students Students

from from . from from from from

Eunded Other Funded Other Funded Other

1
Schools Schools Schools Schools Schools Schools

op
t.4 'ft

1
,

Mean
Correct

130

OK

62.7 61.4 64.1 60.7 74.7 679

463 2236 457 2126 468 2451
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have not beenequated for-difficulty it doeo appear that the 1978 gradmates

from the funded ochoolo, who would have had four years in the program, had

considerably greater knowledge in this area than did those from other schools,

and probably more than either group had three years earlier.

a

Discuocion and Cpnclusions
f

.
There were difficultiec in obtaining data from some nchoolo that had not

111

been expected when the project woo planned, and for different reaconc, come

ochoolo are not represented in one or more years. This makes any inference()

:drawn from the data netecoarily much more tentative than they would be (Aerwice.

Nevertheless, it doeo oeem posoible to draw some fairly firm concluciono

from the available data.

Firot, otudento at the end of the funding period had.more factual knowledge

of dentiotry for the handicapped'than did otudento before or in the early part

of the funding period.

Second, student expooure to patiento vith handimpping condition() increaced

..oubotantially/during the funding period.

Third, there woo an increace in otudeht confidence in their ability to

treat patiento with handicapping conditiono, and in their willingneso to

attempt ouch treatment.

Theoe meaoured,effecto oubotantiate the anecdotal evidence gathered during

the oite vioito that the program wao generally well received by faculty and

otudento.- Overall, the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation'o objectivec in funding

a program for training dentioto in the care of the ikandicapped appear to have

been accompliohed.

132
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SECTION II: Forzow7up OF GRADUATES AFTER TWO YEARS IN PRACTICE

Procedbrd

The Foundation's puiloose in initiating,the funding program was to increase

the availability of dental care for the handicapped. Thus, ther'e was consider-

able interest in finding out the extent to which graduates of the funded

programs were treating patients with handicapping conditions. To obtain this

information, the 1974, 1976 and 1978 graduates of the 14 funded schools were

followed-up by mail questionnaires-two yearo after graduation, in 1976, 1978,

and 1980 respectively. 1) These funded schools were: Colum4, New York

University, University of Alabama, University If California at Los Angeles,

University of Kentucky, University of Maryland, University of Michigan,

University of Minnesota., University of Nebraska, University of TenneOsee, and

University of Washington. The 1976 and 1978 graduates of 10 schools which
/

diA not receive funding were similarly surveyed. 2) These non-funded schools

were: Louisiana State University, New Jercey Dental School, Tufts, University

of Connecticut, University of Florida, Univerci,4 of Illinois, Unj.vercity of

North Carolina, University of Oregon, University of the Pacific and University

of Southern California. The initial mailins in 4976 pnd 1978 were accompanied

by a covering letter signed by Ghe president Of the American Fund for Dental

Health, on the fund's letterhead. In 1980, the covering letter was on American
ge.

Dental Association stationery, and wao oigned by ito president.

Approximately four week ter the initial mailing, those who had not

responded were sent a second copy of the queotionnaire with a covering letter I

on Educational Teoting Service letterhead signed by one of the project staff.

In 1980, those Who did not respond to the second mailing were called on the

telephone, if a number could he found, and thio was followed by a third mailing..

ver



e,

With these procedures, the response rate was slightly over 70(percent in 1976.

//-
In 1978 it was 62 percent for the funded schools and 55 percent, for the non-

.

funded schools. In 1980, the return rate was 76 percent for the funded schools

and 73 percent for the non-funded schools.* Copies of the questionnaires used

are showm in Appendix A.

$1

Survey Resulxs

Table 9 shows the results'of the three °surveys for the funded and non-,

funded schools separately. FOr both the fulided and the non-funded schools,

there is a clear itis,r,rse im office *treatment from the earlier to the later

years. For all but two of the handicapping conditions,more of the 1978

\
graduates than of the 1974 graduates of Ihe funded schools reported office

treatmene of such patients. Fc4143 out of the.37 conditions, more of the 1978

graduates than of the 1976 graduates cif the ftinded schools reported office

treatment. SimilarlY for 30 of the handicapping conditions, more of the 1978

graduates than of the 1976 graduates of the non-funded schools reported office

treatment.
-

In comparing the data from.the funded and the nofi-funded schools, more

1976 graduates of funded schools than of non-funded schools repfirted office
' I

treatment for 23 handicapping conditions. For the.1978-graduates, however,

there was a considerable reversal. More graduates of non-funded schools than

of funded schools reported office treatment for 20 of the 37 listed handicapping

conditions.

*A misunderstanding resulted in the American Dental Associatiop furnishing
lists of only those 1978 graduates who had joined the association $ rather

than of all lgraduates, as had been done fO'r the two prior surveys.

-867 .
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In-school exposure to dental care for the handicapped as reported by the

1976 and 1978 graduates of the non-fundedtschools is quite similar to that

reported by the 1974 graduates of the funded schools. The 1976 and 1978

graduates of the funded schools report considerably more exposure, both didactic

and clinical than did the 1974 graduates. More than 90 percent of the 1978

graduates .of the funded schools had one or more specific courses on handicapped4

problems, where only slightly more than half of the 1974 graduates did. S.

Similarly more than 70 percent of the 1978 graduates had treated, as a student,

two or more handicapped patient, compared to 43 perCentlt the 1974 graduates.

There is a clear difference between the graduates of the funded schools,,

and-those of t e n-funded schools as to hpw their school experience affected

their interest In treating the handicapped. More than half of thoseArom the

. funded schools iaid they became more interested, compared with only 30 percent

of those from non-funded schools. However, more than a third di' those from

the non-funded schools said they had already been interested, while only about

one-fourth of those from the funded schools made this response.

A very small percentage o aduates from both the funded and non-funded

schools reported that they generally avoided treating handicapped patients,

while a somewhat larger percentage, in both catego ies, sald that they had

actively sought out opportunities,to treat handic t pped patients. The over-

whelming majority said that they treated handicapped patients when they

appeared.

Several questions were added to the 1978 questionnaire t. the suggestion

of the Foundation and the advisory committee. Very similar responses were made
r,

by.graduates of both funded and non-funded schools. In both categories, 23
411

percent said they had made modifications to their offices for the handicapped,

-87-
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TABLE 9

FOLLOW-UP SURVEY RESPONSES FOR GRADUATES OF
FUNDED AND NON-FUNDED SCHOOLS, BY YEAR

Percentage of Dentists who reported treating one or more
patients with the following conditions in their office

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Mental retardation
Cerebral palsy
Blindness
Deafness
Epilepsy

Funded Schools Non-Funded Schools

1974 1976 1978 1976 1978

55
20
25
41
68

63
27

13

45
74

62

31

35

50
72

56
21

33
48

70

60
26

33

52

79

6. Stroke 42 51 50 49 55

7. Parkinsonism 24 29 ' 30 30 37

8. Arthritis 73 78 80 I
73 82

9. Poliomyelitis 18 15 15 14 15

10. Spinal cord injuries 16 18 22 17 19

11. Multiple sclerosis 17 15 26 14 22

12. Muscular dystrophy 7 12 13 10 12

13. Facial trauma from accidents 58 62 61 59 62

14. Multiply-handicapped 22 27 29 19 26

15. The home-bound patient 11 15 16 18 '17 .

16. The nursing-home patient 34 31 35 36 39

17. Cleft palate 32 ,39 33 36 35

18. Other craniofacial anomalies 10 14 13 13 14

19. Spina bifida 3 6 A 3 4

20. 'Thalidomide-induced deformities and

similar malformations 2 2 3 2 2

21. Diabetes and other endocrine ,

disturbances 86 87 87 85 88

22. Hemophilia 14 16 16 /14 20

23. Cardiopulmonary disease 76 77 79 72 81

24. Asthma 80 79 83 81 84

25. Atherosclerosis 49 52 62 47 65

26. Emphysema 51 53 57 49 58

27. Cystic fibrosis 4 4 7 4 8

28. Allergic reactions to drugs used
in dental treatment 64 63 66 60 69'

29. Autism 3 5 5 5 4 -,

30. Hyperactivity 48 51 47 49 48

31. Other behavior problems 41 39 52 41 53

32. Leukemia 11 14 17 16 20.

33. Other blood dyscrasias n 19 23 19 29

34. Brain tumors 10 f3 15 .13 12

35. Sarcomas 9 8 11 8 10

36. Sguamous cell carcinoma 17 19 18 17 18

37. Other neoplasms 26 30 31 29. 35

N = 493 508 603 458 436



TABLE 9
(Continued)

,

Percentage of Dentists who reported in-school exposure to
Dental Care, for the Handicapped

Course Work:
None at all "N

Funded Schools Non-Funded Schools

1974 1976 1978 1976 1978'

4 1 0 5 3
Some mention in passing 42 10 6 47 40
Perhaps one specific course 35 42 44 27 36
Several specific courses 19 46 49 119 19

Clinical experience:
None at all 19 4 3 26 21
Exposed to one or more conditions
but did not treat 19 6 6 20 17

Treated a handicapped patient 17 19 16 17 25
Treated two'or more handicapped
patients 43 70 74

,

34 33

Percentage of Dentists who repqrt their attitude toward
treating handicapped in relationito their school experience

-

Became more interested in treating
handicapped

Became less interested in treating
60 57

handicapped (not 2 3

Was already interested in treating comparable)
handicapped 19 28

Remained uninterested in treating
the handicapped 4 6

Other 13 4

Percentage of Dentists who'reported on.their
efforts to treat the handicapped

30

3 4

13 39

11 14

4 . 9'

Actively sought.out opportunities ,

to treat the handicapped 7 11. 13 13 10,
Treated handicapped patients when

they appeared .88 , 83 84 82 85
Generally avoided treating

Handicapped patients 3 2 1 3 3
,



TABLE 9
.(Continued)

Hpve you made any modifications to your
office for handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

Funded Schools Non-Funded Schools

1978 1978

23

59

i3

58

Outside entrance
Interior doors
Bathroom facilities

'X6

11
12 lel

17

11
12

Provided special equipment 1.
:.

2

Operatory 5 4

X-ray facilities 2 3

Other . 2 2

Not in private practice' 17 21

What contacts have you had with organizations
for the handicapped in your practice?. .

None ..75 78

Incidental with one oi- more 19. 14

Close working relations with one . 3 ,4

Close working relatIons. with tm or 'wire 2 2

Haveyou joined the Academy of Dentistry
for.the handicapped?

Yes 1 . 0

No 99 : 99

Have you been a consuLtant to any group
representing the handicapped?

T
Yes 6 6

No 93 93
, A

Since completing dental schooX, have you had .

any additional education on dentistry for
I

the handicapped?

.

Yes 24 22.

No '75 77'

If yes, did you

Have full time residency or graduate
enrollment? 15, 12

Have one or more short course or
workshop? 0 5 - 4

Do informal reading and study? 9 8

What consultations have you had with medical
experts concerning handicapped patients?

'None 23 22

A few consultations about selected
patients 65 65

Frequent consultations about many
patients 12 12

1 3
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quite a few noting that this was required by the government. About six percent

from both groups had close working relations with one or more organizations

for the handicapped. About 20 percent of graduates from funded schools had

incidental relations with such organizations, and a slightly smaller percentage

of graduates of non-funded schools had such relations.

sVery few in either group had joined the Academy of Dentistry for the

Handicapped. A number commented that they hadn't heard of it, bu would be

interested in joining.

Six percent of both groups had been a consultant to a group representing

the handicapped. A little more than 20 percent of both groups had had some

kind of additional.education on dentistry for the handicapped, subsequent to

completion of dental school. Concerning consultations with medical experts

about handicapped patients, both groups gave almost identical patterns. Twelve

percent reported frequent consultation about many patients, and sixty-five

percent had had a few consultations.

Tables giving data for each of the funded schools separately are shown in

Appendix B, Tables B-I through B-11.

These purvey results show that: handicapping conditiong became less of a

barrier to dental treatment during the period 1976 to 1980. The 1978 graduates

of the funded schools reported treating more categorieo-of handicapped patients

than had the 1974 gpduates. However, the 1978 graduates of the non-funded

schools reported treating as many categories also. It should be noted that the

response rate for 1978 graduates of non-funded schools was a little lower than

for,graduaten of funded schools, and considerably lower for the 1976 graduates.

It is quite possible that those who were treating handicapped patients were

more apt to respond than those that did not, and that thin tended to reduce
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apparent differences between the graduates of funded schools and those of

non-funded schools. However, it appears that many forces besides the Robert

Wood Johnson Foundation funding program acted to increase the willingnes.s of

both groups of graduatdvs to accept handicapped patients.

The data also confirm the observation from site visits that the schools

did indeed increase both didactic and clinical exposure to handicapping

problems. This Is highlighted in Table 10. Of 1974 graduates from funded

---

schools, 19 percent reported that they had had several specific courses while

4 percent had no ouch course at all. Of 1978 graduates, in contrast, 49

percent reported having several courses and none said they had not had such

a course. Of 1978 graduates of non-funded schools, three percent reported

no coluses on dentistry for the handicapped, and 19 percent reported having

several courses.

Concerni0 clinical experience, 19 percent of 1974 graduates of funded

schools said they had not treated any handicapped patients, while 43 percent

reported treating two or more handicapped patients. Of 1978 graduates, only

three percent reported no clinical experience with-handicapped patients, and

74 percent said they had treated two or more such patients. In camparison,

21 percept of 1978 graduateo,of the non-funded schools reported no clinical

experience with handicapped patients, while 33 percent had treated two or

more.

Table 11 compares graduates of funded and non-funded schools concerning

interest in treating the handicapped. More than half of the graduates of the

funded schools in both 1976 and 1978 said that they had become more interested

in treating the handicapped. About one quarter in each 5)ear said they had

already been interested.

-140
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Table 10

Percent of dentists 'who reported selected
in-school exposure to dental care for the

handicapped by year of graduation

1974

Funded Schools Non-fanded Schools

1976 1978 1976 1978

N 493 588 603 458 436

Course Work

None at all 4 1 0 5 3

Several opedific
courses

19 46 49 19
19

Clinical Experience

None at all 19 4 3 26 21

I.

Treated 2 or more 43 70 74 34 33



lof

Table 11

Percent of dentists who reported that tey became

'more interested" in treating handicappe and those

reporting "already interested" for funde and non-

funded schools, by year of graduati

1976 1978

Became more Already Became more Already

N interested interested N interested interested
....

.

Funded schools 588 .53 . 25 603 58 28

Non-funded schools 458 30 35 ,r436 33 37

14,2
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The graduates of the non-funded schools presented a different picture.

About a third of the graduates in both 1976 and 1978 said that they became more

interested, and another third said that they were already interested.
*

These differences probably reflect the fact that at the funded,schools,

denistry for the handicapped was a highly visible special project.

Table 12 explores the number of different handi apping conditions treated

in the office by graduates of the funded and non-fund d schools. About eight

percent of the 1974 graduates from funded schoOls repOrted that they had

treated 21 or more different handicapping cohditions, compared with more than

thirteen percent of the 1976 and 1978 graduate. About 20 percent of the 1974

and 1976 graduates of the funded schools reported treating between 16 and 20

conditions, compared with 26.5 percent of the 1978 iraduates. Sixteen percent

of the 1974,graduates from funded schools reported treating five Or fewer

conditions, compared with about 13 percent of the 1976 and 1978 graduates.

Graduates of the non-funded schools showed pateerns very similar to those

of the funded schools for the same year.

Table 13 shows similar data ar treatment in either the office or a

hospital. Thirty-eight percent.of the 1974 graduates of the'funded schools

reported treating 16 or more different conditions. THis percentage increased

to 45 percent of the 1976 graduates and over 50 percent of the 1978 graduates.

Fewer than 10 percent of the graduates in all three years reported treating 5

,or fswer handicapping conditions.

Again, the graduates of the non-funded schools had patterns quite similar

to those of the funded schools.



TABLE 12

Number of Different Handicapping Conditions
Treated in Office by Graduates of

Funded and Non-Funded Schools, in Per Cent

Number of Handicapping
Conditions Treated .4 1974 1976 1978

N=493- N=588 N=603 c

Fuddea Schools .
Non-Funded Schools

1-5

0

7.9 13.3 13.3

19.5 .20.4 26.5

35.7 30.3 29.0

20.9 22.3 18.9

10.3

5.7

1976 1978

N=458 N=436

12.5 15.6

17.0 25.0

31.7 31.7

22.7 17.4

7.5 6.8 9.8 4.6

6.3 5.5 6.3 5.7

96

4
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TABLE 13

Number of Different Handicapping Conditions
Treated

of Funded

1.

Number of Handicapping

in Office or Hospital by Graduates
and Non-Funded Schoolsrin Per

Funded Schools

Cent

Non-Funded Schools

1974 1976 1978 1976 1978, Conditions Treated
, ,

N =493 N=588 N=603 N=458 N=436

21 + . 16.6 21.4 23.1 21.4 23.4

16 - 20
-,

21.3 23.5 28.9 18.6 25.7

11 15 38.3 27.9 26.5 30.8 30.3

6 - 10 16.4 19.6 14.9 2100 14.2

1 - 5 7.1 5.6 5.3 ,i 7.6 3.7

0 , 0.2 2.0 1.3 0.7 2.8 '



Relationship Between Knowledge Test Scores

-and the Care of Handicapped Patients

Sco;es on the test of knowledge of dental treatment of the handicapped

given before graduation were compared with the treatment of the 37 handi-

capping conditions reported later by graduates. 'It was, of course, possible

to have multiple responses in reporting treatment of a particular handicap.

Thus, for example, a dentiot with three patients who were mentally retarded

might have treated one in the office, treated the oecond in the hospital, and

referred the third. Since the thrust of,the Foundation's effort.was to make

regular office treatment available to the handicapped as much as possible, this'

analysis conoidero the responses "treat in hoopital" and "referred" onlY if the
1s

graduate had not marked "treat in office". However, an analysis, not presented

here, which conoidred all reoponoeo yielded oubotantially the same picture.

Table 14 ohowo the mean teot score for each of the treatment responses

given by the 1974 graduateo for the 37 handicapping conditions. It will be

noted that the mean teot ocoreo of thooe who.;eopOnded, about 101, is slightly

above the mean score of 100, for all thooe who took the te84 in 1974. This is

conoiotent with the findingo of other otudieo that the better otudents are more

likely to participate in follow-uup otudieo.

The moot notable feature of Chip table io the high test scores of those

who report hospital treatment. For 29 of the 37 handicapping conditions, the

mean test oetpre of those reporting ouch treatmoit4wao higher than for any other

category. Hospital admiooion privilegeo ordinarily go to the better students,

so this finding does not seem ourprioing.

For thirteen of the handicapping condthono, those who reported "office

treatment" had higher mean scorer) than thooe who reported "no contact", while

the reverse was trpe for the other 24 conditions. The differences in most

inotanceo were quite small.

-98-
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TABLE 14

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1974 GRADUATES py REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS W(TH VAR/OUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

HANDIcAP
TREATMrwFrlm-TREATM 1 I no

wAc -i9-1-at

MENTAL RETARD- 113 11 3 1 55 '181'
ATION RCW% 62.09% 06.04% 1.65%1 30.22% 100.06%

COL% 4.73% 4.33% 4.17X1 1.43% 2.77%
MEAN 100.61 10445 101.82 l.100.99 100.93
S.D. N 8.0 11.21 9.56 I 9.26 9.22
MIN 75.59 76.82 92.73 1. 79.27
MAX 122.24 11721;. 116.10 118.56 122.24

CEREBRAL PALSY II 44 5 4 423 176

ROW% 25.00% 2.84% 2.27% 69.89% 100.00%
COL% 1.84%. 1.97% 5.56X 3.19% 2.68%
MEAN 99.53 101.12 102.29 101.57 101.06
S.O. 7.23 12.93 11.50 9.33 9.08

cc- MIN 79.27 76.8p 85.41 79.27 76.82 Ij

MAX 117.33 112.42 116.10 122.24 122.24 i

BLINDNESS Ii 40 1 125 175
R0W% 22.86% 5.14% 0.57%i 71.43%
COL% 1.67% 3.54% 1.39% 3.25% -2.67%
MEAN 99.0)6 106.03 100.14 10e.18 101.10
S.D. 8.13 7.14 9.11 6:91

MIN 85.41 94.00 100.14 79.27 79.27
MAX 116.10 117.33 100.14 122.24 122.24

DEAFNESS 05 10 1 87 183
ROW% 46.45% 5.46% 0.55% 47.54% 100.00X
COL% 3.56% 3.94% 1.39% 2.26% 2.79%
MEAN 100.58 103.21 102.60 100.88 100.87
S.D. 9.29 11.28 0.0 8.68 9.12
MIN 75.59 76.82 102.60 81.73 75.59
MAX 122.24 117.33 102.60 118.56 122.24

EPILEPSY 138 6 0 k 35 179

POW% 77.09% 3.35% 0.0 19.55% 100.00%
COL% 5.78% 2.36% 0.0 % 0.91% 2.71%
MEAN 100.35 102.80 0.0 103.44 101.03
0.0. 9.11 13.66 0.0 8.71 9.31

MIN
MAX

75.59
122.24

76.82
117.33

0.0
0.0

.73
118.56

75.59
122.24

tko
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TABLE /4 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1974 GRADUATES BY REPORTEO TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT MANAGEMENT

HANDICAP
TREATM
OFFICE

TRBATM
HOSPITAL REFERRED

NO
CONTACT TOTAL

[STROKE 88 a 1 87 284

1 ROW% 47.83% 4.35% 0.54% 47%28% 100.00%

COL% 3.68% 3.15% 1.39% 2.26% 2.80%

MEAN 101.41 107.66 87.86 100,61 101.23

S.D. 8.98 7.75 0.0 8.98 9.07

MIN 75.59 96.46 87.86 79.27 75.59

118.56 10.56 87.86 122.24 122.24

41

PARKINSONISM 48 4 1 126 179

ROW% 26.82% 2.23% 0.56% 70.39% 100.00%

COL% 2.01% 1.57% 1.39% 3.27X 2.73X

MEAN 101.55 104.13 94.00 100.88 101.10

15.99 0.0 8.86 9.06

MIN 79.27 76.82 94.00 79.27 76.82

MAX 118.56 117.33 94.00 122.24 122.24

ARTHRITIS 144 7 o 34 185

ROW% 77.84% 3,78% 0.0 X. 18.38% 100.00%

COL% 6.03% 2.76% 0.0 % 0.88% 2.82%

MEAN 100.72 101.90, 0.0 102.81 101.15

S.D. 9.02 13.09 0.0 8.91 9.22

MIN 75.59 76.82- 0.0 81.73 75.59

MAX 122.24 '17.33 0.0 118.56 122.24

POLIOMYELITIS 34 4 o 140 178

r) ROW% 19.10% 2.25% 0.0 X 78.65% 100.00%

. COL% 1.42% 1.57% 0.0 % 3-.64% 2.71%

MEAN 100.58 111.80 0.0 101.04 '101.20

,S.O. 8.54 3.63 0.0 8.90 8.90

MIN 81.73 107:51 0.0 ' 79.27 79.27

MAX 116.10 117.33 0.0 122.24 122.24

SPINAL CORD 35 o 135 177

INJUR/ES ROW 19.77% 3.95% 0.0 % 76.27X 100.00%

,COL% 1.47% 2.76% 0.0 % 3.51% 2.70%

MEAN. 101.79 106.98 0.0 100.62 101.11

S.D. 8.55 7.21\ 0.0 8.85 8.83

MIN 81.73 94.00 0.0 79.27 79.27,

MAX 1i8.56 117.33 0.0 122,24 122.24

148
-100-



TABLE 14(continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES'OF
1974 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

HANDICAP

'PATIENT MANAGEMENT
TREATM
OFFICE

TREATM
HOSPITAL REFERRED

NO
CONTACT TOTAL

MULTIPLE 32 10 135 177
SCLEROSIS ROW% 18.08% 5.65% 0 . 0 76.27% 100.00%

COL% .1.34% 3.94% 0 . 0 % 3.51% 2.70X
MEAN 100.60 107.39 0 . 0 100.94 101.24
S.D. 9.27 6.76 0 . 0 8.77 8.89
MIN 79.27 98.91 0 . 0 79.27 79.27
MAX 116.10 118.5k 0 . 0 122.24 122.24

Q-
MUSCUtAR. 12 7 157 176

1 DYSTROPHY ROW 6.82% 3.98% 0.0 % 89.20% 100.00X
COL% 0.50% 2.76% 0.0 % 4.08% 2.68%
MEAN 97.48 107.51 0.0 101.21 101.20
S.D. 7.61 6.05 0.0 8.94 8.90
MIN 85.41 98.91 0.0 79.27 79.27
MAX 111.19 117.33 0.0 122.24 122.24

FACIAL TRAUMA 123 10 31 46 182
FROM ACCIDENTS ROW% 67.58% 5.49% 1.65% 25.27% 100.00%

COL% 5.15% 3.94% 447% 1.17% 2.77%
MEAN 101.36 101.00 103/42' 99-.87 101.00
S.D. 8.95 9.57 8.64 9.65 9.19
MIN 75.59 76.82 94.00 481.73 75.59
MAX 118.56 112.42 114.87 122.24 122.24

MULTIPLY- 44 8 2 120 174
HANDICAPPED ROW% 25.29% 4.60% 1.15% 68.97% 100.00%

cs' COL% 1.84% 3.15% 2.78% 3.12% 2.65%
MEAN 101.37 /02.90 100.76 100.71 100.98
S.D. 8.23 5.65 15.35 9.14 8.89
MIN 87.86 94.00 85.41 79.27 79.27

1 MAX _122.24 112.42 116.10 118.56 122.24

THE HOME-BOUND 21 6 147 174
PATIENT ROW% 12.07% 3.45% 0.0 % 84.48% 100.00%

_COL% 0.88% 2.36% 0.0 % 3.82% . 2.65%
MEAN 100.84 103.42 0.0 101.09 101.14

sit S.D. 9.03 64.93 0.0 9.03 8.98
MIN 79.27 94.00 0.0 79.27 79.27
MAX 116.10 112.42 0.0 '122.24 122.24

*go



TABLE 14(continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1974 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT MANAGEMENT

HANDICAP
TREATM
OFFICE

TREATM
HOSPITAL

I NO
REFERRED! CONTACT TOTAL

THE NURSING-HOME N 69 17 1 95 182

PATIENT ROW% 37.91% 9.34% 0.55% 52.20% 100.00%

COL% 2.89% 6.69% 1.39% 2.47% 2.77%

MEAN 101.19 100.65 108.74 100.81 100.98

S.D. 8.69 9.21 0.0 9.53 9.18

MIN - 75.59 76.82 108.74 81.73 75.59

MAX 116.10 116.10 108.74 122.24 122.24

CLEFT PALATE N 61 6 6 108 181

(AND CLEFT LIP) ROW% 33.70% 3.31% 3.31% 59.67% 100.00%

COL% 2.55% 2.36% 8.33% 2.80% 2.76%

MEAN 10008 102.60 94.82 101.53 100.85

S.D. 9.B3 13.09 7.98 8.42 9.19

MIN 75.59 76.82 85.41 79.27 75.59

MAX 122.24 117.33 109.96 118.56 122 24
(

OTHER CRANIOFA- N 21 9 a 135 173

CIAL ANOMALIES ROW% 12.14% 5.20% 4.62% 78.03% 100.00%

COL% 0.88% 3.54% 11.11% 3.51% 2.63%

MEAN 99.03* 102.05 98.91 101.33 100.98

S.D. 8.22 9.79 7.31 9.25 9.13

MIN 87.86 76.82 87.86 79.27 76.82

MAX 117.33 112.42 111.19 122.24 122.24'

SPINA BIFIDA N 6 6 o 163 175

ROW% 3.43% 3.43% 0.0 % 93.14% 100.00%

COL% , 0.25% 2.36% 0.0 % 4.23% 2.67%

MEAN 101.57 106.08 0.0 100.93 101.13

S.D. 6.92 7.21 0.0 9.00 8.93

MIN 86.64 94.00 0.0 79.27 79.27

MAX 107.51 113.65 0.0 122.24 122.24

THALIDOMIDE N 5 2 o 167 174

ROW% 2.87% 1.15%!'e.0 % 95.98% 100.00%

COL% 0.21% 0.79% 0.0 % 4.34% 2.65%

MEAN 105.79 103.82 0.0 101.05 101.22

S.D. 6.09 3.68 0.0 . 8.99 8.92

MIN 97.69 100.14 0.0 79.27 79.27

MAX 114.87 107.51 0.0 122.24 122.24
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TABLE 14 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1974 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH,VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PAT/ENT MANAGEMENT

HANDICAP__

DIABETES

HEMOPHILIA

ROW%
COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

ROW%
COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

TREATM 1 TREATM NO
OFFICEAHOSPITAL REFERREM_CONTACT

7

172 5 1
92.47% _ 2.69% '0.54%
7.20% 1.97% 1.39%

100.96 107.02 97.69
9.03 4.15 0.0

75.59 100.14 97.69
122.24 112.42 97.6,9

29
16.57%
1.21%

98.53
6.87'

84.18
109.96

-TT--
CARDIOPULMONARY N 149

DISEASE ROW% 82.32%

11 10
6.29% 5.71%
4.33% 13.89%

104.05 97.32
10.39 8.85
76.82 85.41

117.33 116.101- -V-

ASTHMA

COL% 6.24%
MEAN 101.61
s.o.r 8.60
MIN 79.27
MAX 122.24

155
ROW% 84.24%
COL% 6.49%
MEAN 101.24
S.D. 8.98
MIN 75.59
MAX 122.24

ATHEROSCLEROSIS N 99
ROW% 56.57%
COL% 4.14%
MEAN 100.82
S.O. 8.98
MIN 75.59
MAX 118.56

4.42%
3.15%

101.98
10.29
76.82

112.42

2.72%
1.97%

102.35
12.98
76.82

112.42

5
2.86%
1.97%

101.12
12.84
76.82
112.42

3

1.66%
4.17%
92.37
5.52
87.86

100.14

0.0 %
0.0 X
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0 %
0.0 %
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

TOTAL

a 186
4.30% 100.00%
0.21% 2.83%

104.44 101.26'
9.71 9.02

81.73 15%59
116.10 122.24

125 175
71.43% 100.00%
5.26z 2.67%

101.65 101.04
9.25 9,10

79.27 76.82
122.24 122.24.

21 181
11.60% 10040%
0.55% 2.76%

98.86 101.15
10.65 9.02
79.27 76.82
116.10 122.24

24 184
13.04% 100.00%
0.62% 2.80%

98.66 100.94
8.39 9.09
81.73 75.59

116.10 122.24

71 175
40.57% 100..00%

1.84% 2.67%
101.08 100.93

9.20 9.21
79.27 75.59

122.24 122.24
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. TABLE 14 (continued) -

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1974 GRADUATES Evi REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIEMTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

HANDICAP

PATIEO-HANAGEMENT
TREATM
tFF/CE

TREtTM I

HOSPITAL1REFEROED
NO

CONTACT TOTAL

EMPHYSEMA 104 7 I 67 178

ROW% 58.43% 3.93%1., vo X .37-.64% 100.60%

COLX 4.35% 2.76%1 0.0 % 1.74% 2.71%

hEAN 99.60 104.00 I .0.0 102.76 100.96

S.D. 6.59 12.21 tJ
0.0 9.47 9.24

MIN 75.59 76.82- 0.0 7,9.27 75.59

fAX 118.56 117.3 J 00 122.24 122.24

CYSTIC FIBROSIS . N

ROW%
7

4.05%
. 5

2.8'9%
(

1

0.58%
160

92:49%
173

100.00%

dOL% 0.29X 1.97% 1.39% 4.15% .63%

.MEAN 104.53. f07.51 96.46 100,86 202.28

S.D. .9.02 4,11 0.0 8.80 8.79

MIN 85.41 100.14 96.46 79.27
'422.4

1 79.27

hAX 112.42 112.42 122-:2471

, .

ALLERGIC i N 133 '

1,'§'
2 40 181

REACTION ,ROW% 73.48% 3.3I% 1.10% 2240% 100.00%

COL% 557% , 2-38Z1 2.78% 41.0421 2.76%

MEAH4 100.81 108.94 87.86 102.01 101.20

S.D.I 9.11 5.,32 6.14 8.55 9.09

.141 75.59 400./4 81.73 84.18 75.59

MAX 122.24 117.15 94.-00 118%56, 122.24

AUTISM 5 0 163 i 171,

RN% 2.92% , 1.iA71 ,0.0% 95.32% 100,00%

tOL% 0.21% 1.18% 0.0 % 4.23% 2.60%

MEAN 102.11 98,91 0.0 101.03 101.02

F. ' 4.57 15.75 0.0 9.04 9.11

MIN 97.69 :76.82 0.8 76.82

109.96 112.42 10.0 122.24 122.24

HYPERACTIVITY 99 4 1 76 180

'ROW% 55.00% 2.22% 0.56% 42.22% 100.00%

'COL% 4.14X ,1.57X '1.39% 1.97% 2.74%

MEAN 10.0.80 98.30 101:93 101:14

S.D. 8.50 14.28.
ss.41
0.0 9.63 9.24

MIN ' 75.59 , 76;82 85.41 77.27 75.59

fAX 122.24 112.42' 05.41 . 118.56 122.24
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TABLE 14 (continued)

. MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF,
1974 GRADUATES BY REPORTE0 TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

TREATM TR ATM NO, I

OTHER BEHAVIOR 4 75 167
PROBLEMS ROW% 49.70% 2.40% 2.99% 44.91% 100.00%

COL% 3.47% 1.577. 6.94% 1.95% 2.54%
MEAN 100.14 107.20 98.67 102.71 101.42'
S.D. 8.68 4.62 .10.22 9.04 8.96
MIN 79.27 106.14 85.41 79.27 79.27
MAX 117.33 112.42 111.19 122.24 122.24

1EUKEMIA 22 0 145 175
ROW% 12.57% 4.57% 0.0 % 82.86% 100..00%
COL% 0.92% 3.15% 0.0 X 3.77% 2.67%
MEAN 99.53 107.05 0.0 100.95 i 101.05
S.D. 9.49 12.07 0.0 8.72 9.11
MIN 84.18 76.82 0.0 79.27 76.82

TI tiMfl 122.24 117.33 0.0 118.56 122.24

OTHER BL000 43 4 2 120 169
DYSCRASIAS ROW% 25.44% 2.37% 1.18% 71.01% 100.00%

COL% 1.80% 1.57% 2.78% 3.12% 2.57%
4 MEAN 100.37 110.58 97.69 101.47 101.36

S.O. 7.94 5.32 1:23 9.21 8.91
MIN 84.18 102.60 96.46 79.27 79.27
MAX 117.33 117.33 98.91 122.24 122.24

BRAIN TUMORS t7 4 0 144 175
,ROW% 15.43% 2.29% 0.0 % 82.29% 100.00%
COL% 1.13% 1.57% 0.0 % 3.74% 2.67%
MEAN 98.14 108.74 0.0 101.53 101.17
S.O. 6.25 6.14 0.0 9.21 8.01
MIN 81.73 100.14 0.0 79.27 .79.27.
MAX 107.51 117.13 0.0 122.24 122.24

SARCOMAS IS 4 155 175
ROW% 8.57% 2.29% 0.57% 88.57% 100.00%
COL% 0.63% 1.57% ' 1.39% 4.02% e 2.67%
MEAN 102.27 111.80 100.14 100.80 10i.17
S.D. 0.34 3.63 0.0 8.91 8.91
MIN 85.41 107.51 100.14 79.27 79.27
MAX 1U.65 117.13 100.14 122.24 122.24

-105-
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TABU 14. (pontinued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1974 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT tiANADEMENT

TREATM I TREATM
OFFICE

NO

SQUAMOUS CELL 14 34 12 6 127 179 4 "

II CARCINOMA ROW% 18.99% 6.70% 3.35% 70.95X 100.00%

II . COL% 1.42% 4.72% 8.33X 3.30% 2.73%

MEAN 100.94 109.66 100.35 100.68 101.32

I. S.D. 7.70 6.30 6.70 9.08 8.88

MIN 67.86 "96.46 90.32 79.27 79.27

MAX 116.10 116.56 106.26 122.24 122.24

OTHER NEOPLASM SO 7 9 110 176

ROW% 28.41% 3.96% 5.11% 62.50% 100.00%

COL% 2.09% 2.76% 12.50X 2.86? Z.68X

MEAN 101.69 109.61 99.73 100.60 101.22

S.D. 7.86 6.04 5.64 4.45 8.93

MIN 81.73 101.37 86.64 79.27 79.27

MAX 116.10 I 117.33 106.28 122.24 122.24

A

CHI-SQUARE= "2272.6a32

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

154
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TABLE 15

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF..
1976 GRAQUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS'HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATEATIGEENT-
HANflICAP

TREATM TREATM NO 1
.

I

MENTAL RETARD- N 258 48 '9 83 1 398
ATION ROW% 64.82% 12.00% 2.26% 20.854 100.00%

COL% 4.83% 4.66% 8.18% 1.07%1 2.80%
MEAN 102.51 103.36 97.76 202.99 102.60
S.D. 8.27 7.52 9.75 7.58 8.12
MIN 73.23 76..88 70.71 69.8
MAX 122.50 122%50 112.46 120.67

.69.58
122.50

CEREBRAL PALSY N 116 49 5 215 385
ROW% 30%0% 12.73% 1.30% 55.84% 100.00%
COL% 2.17% 4%75% 4.55% 2.78% 1.71%
MEAN 103.32 103.37 107.35 102.01 102.65
S.D. 7.50 6.95 8.6t 8.12
MIN 81.44 76.88

.6.39
96.95 69.58 69.58

MAX 122.50 115.20 114.29 122.50 122.50

,

BLINDNESS N 135 27 0 227 389
ROW% 34.70% 6.94% 0.4 % 58.35% 100.00%
COL% 2.53% 2.62% 0.0 % 2.94% 2.74%
MEAN 102.88 103.00 0.0 102.44 102.65
S.D. 8.30 7.95 0.0 8.01 8.11
MIN 78.71 76.88' 0.0 69.58 69.58
MAX 122.50 115.20 0.0 122.50 122.50

DEAFNESS N 173 27 1 188 339
ROW% 44.47% 6.94% 0.26% 48.33% 100.00%
COL% 3.24% 2.62% 0.91% 2.43% 2.74%
MEAN 102.88 104.72 96.95 102.04 102.59
S.D. 8.19 8.17 0.0 8.18 8.21
MIN 76.88 76.88 96.95 69.58 69.58
MAX 122.50 122.50 96.95 121.58 .122.50

EPILEPSY N 302 27 3 64 396
ROW% 76.26% 6.02% 0.76% 16.16% 100.00%
COL% 5.65% 2.62% 2.73% 0.83% 2.79%
MEAN 102.71 102.66 99.99 101.73 102.52
S.D. 7.98 7.65 3.44 8.93 8.11
MIN 73.23 76.88 95.13 69.58 69.58
MAX 122.50 115.20 102.43 120.67 122.50



TABLE .15(continued)

e

11EAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1476 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS'HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS,.

pAT/ENT.MANAGFMENT

v ifx, I TREATtt, TREATM
IONA C P FFIP H. P TA P FUME

I

NI 217 ' 34

ROR2L. 55.90% 8.70%
COLXI 4.06% 3.30%
MEANI 102.37 102.51
S.DI 8.49 7.90
nrul 69.96. 76.83-
MAXI 122.50 118.85

1

STROKE 3

2.73g
111.59
2.58

109.72
115.20.

PARKINSONISH . N 119 " 30 0

ROWX 30.18% 7.872 0.0 2
COL% 2.15% 2.91X a.o K
MEAN 102.89 103.76 04
S.D. 9.09 .74 0.0

114
MIN 69.53 6.83 0.0

MAX 122.50 122.50 0.0

ARTHRITIS '

POLIOMYELITIS

N
ROW%
COL%
MEAN

MIII

MAX

N
ROW%
COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

SPINAL CORD
INJURIES ROW%

C01.2

MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

321
80.2S%
6.01%

102.46
6.24

69.58
122.50

65
417.24%
1.22%

103.04
7.05
0.74
117.93

CO
21.16%
1.50%

103.19
7.56
76.71

117.93

23
. S.79%

2.23%
104.29
6.60

,94.21
118.69

13
3.49%
1.262

105.30
6.03
94.2L
119.20

30
7.94%
2.91%

104.95
.9.64
76.83

122.90

0

0.0 2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

. a

0.53%
LOC%

102.68
0.46

102.43
103.34

.o

NO
CONTACT VITA

137
35.04%
1.772.

102.69
7.43
78.71'

122.50

236
61.94%
3.06%

10g.41
7.72

x78.71
122.50

14.m.
0.7W

102.96
8.50

73.23
120.67.

299
79.31%
3.87%

102.94
8.48

69.98
122.90

266

391
100.002

2.797.

102.96.
8.09

69.58
122.90

381
100.00,./.

2.602
102.66

8.16
69..58

122.50
,

400
100.002

2.622
02.57
8.20

69.96
122.50

377
100.00%
2.69%

102.72
8.19

69.58
122.50

378

70.372 100.002
3.44% 2.66%

102.41 102.79
8.16 8.17

69.98 69.58
' 122.90 122.50



TABLE 15(continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGe TEST SCORES OF
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS-

PATIENT MANAGEMENT

---1141-PFERPEPR.TREATM TREATM NO

MULTIPLE
SCLEROSIS ROW%

COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

MUSCULAR
DYSTROPHy , .p0Ox

. COLE
.

66
17.32%
1.23%

102.14
9.01

73.23
122.50

52
13.87%
0.97%

20
7.35%
2.72%

104.67
4.01
94.21

113.37

15
4.00%
1.45%

%
0,0 %
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.27%
0.91%

287
75.33%
3.72%

102.70
0.14

69.58
122.50

307
81.87%
3.90%

381
100.00%

2.68%
102.76

8.13
69.50

122.50

375
100.00%

2.64%
.

. MEANT 102.39. I 105.711 r .96.99 102.62 102.70
S.D. 7.54" 5.43 0.0 8.18 8.19
hIN 78.71 94.21 96.95 69.58 69.58
MAX .422.50 115.20 96.95 122.50 122.50

FACIAL TRAUMA 257 45 14 75 391
FROM ACCIDENTS ROW% 65.73% 11.51% 3.50% 19.18% 100.00%

COL% 4.81% 4.36% 12.73% 0.97% 2.75%
MEAN 102.76 13.88 102.95 101.22 182.57
S.D. 8.20 7.83 9.06 . 7.67 8.12
MIN 69.58 76.00 80.74 78.71 69.58
MAX 122.50 122.50 114.29 119,,129 122.50

,

MULTIPLY- 116 39 0 221 376
HANDICAPPED ROW% 30.b5% 10.37% 0.0 58.78% 100.00%

COL% 2.17% 3.i0% 0.0 XI 2.06% 2.65%
MEAN 102.21 103.62 0.0, 102.50 102.53
S.D. 0.92 8.54 0.0 .7.62
MIN 70.71 76.08 0.0 69.58 69.58
MAX 122.50 122.50 0.0 122.50 122.50

THE HOME-BOUND 62 12 1 298 373
PATIENT POW% 16.62% 3.22% .0.27% 79.89X 100.00Z

COL% 1.16% 1.16% 0.91% 3.86% 2.63%
MEAN 101.73 103.11 91.40 102.80 102.61
S.D. 8.69 6.41 0.0 7.99 ,8.,09
MIN 81.44 86.92 91.48r 69.50 69.58
MAX 122.50 113.37 01.48 122.50 122.50

,



TABLE15 (continued)

4 /

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS,HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PAT/ENT MANAGEMENT
TREATM TREATM ND

THE NURSING-HOME N 127 4S 4 211 387

PATIENT ROW% 32.82% 11.63% 1.03% 54.52% 100.00X
COLZ 2.38% 4.36% 3.647. 2.73% 2.72%

MEAN 102.71 104.37 97.86 102.34 102.65
S.D. 7.93 6.87 7.77 8.45 8.16

MIN 81.44 86.92 t, 89.65 69.58 69.53
MAX 121.58 122.50 ( 108:81 122.50 122.50

CLEFT PALATE N 169 34 6 181 390

(AND CLEFT LIP) RON% 43.33% 8.72% 1.54% 46.41% 100.00X
COL% 3.16% 3.30% 5.45% 2.34% 2.74%
MEAN 102.65-F104.57 101.62 loz.3a I8-277I

S.D. 7.86 3.49 7.57 8.22 8.11
MIN 69.58 76.88 91.48 73.23 69.58
MAX 122.50 122.50 112.46 122.50 122.50

OTHER CRANIDFA- N 61 as' s . 202 373

CIAL ANOMALIES ROW% 16.35% '6.70% 1.34% 75.60% 100.00%
'COL% 1.14% 2.42% 4.55% 3.65% 2.63%
MEAN 105.16 105.24 103.08 101.72 102.60

S.D. 6.90 6.94. 3.07 8.34 0.15
MIN 81.44 93.30 105.16 69.58 69.50
MAX 117.02 118.05 113.307 122.50 122.50

'

SPINA BIFIDA N 23 11 0 339 378

ROM 7.41% 2.91% 0.0 % 89.68% 100.00%
COL%
MEAN

0.52%
103.11

1.07% 0.0 %
106.99 0.0

4.39%
102.62

2.66%
102.78

S.D.
M IN

M AX

6.67
87.83
115.20

5.60 0.0

94.21 0.0

115.20 0.0

8.29
69.53

122.50

8.14
69.58

1 22.50

THALIDOMIDE

,

N 11 5 2 358 376

PON% 2.93% 1.33% o.su 95.2I4 100.00%
COL% 0.21X 0.48% 1.62% 4.64% 2.65%

MEAN 104.50 104.43 112.06 102.64 102.77

S.D. 4.30 6.25
/

0,0 8.24 8.15
MIN 98.78 94.21 112.46 69.50 69.5B
MAX 112.46 111.55 112.46 122.50

_
122.50

ft



TABLE 15 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT MANAGEMENT
fREATM TREATM NO ,

DIABETES N 361 26 0 15 402
ROW% 69.80% 6.47% 0.0 % 3.73% 100.00%
COL% 6.75% 2.52% 0.0 % 0.19% 2.83%
MEAN 102.40 103.65 0.0 105.47 102.60
S.D. 8.17 7.20 0.0 6.79 8.09
MIN 69.58 90.57 0.0 90.57 69.58
MAX 122.50 118.85 0.0 114.29 122.50

HEMOPHILIA N 66 45 15 256 382
ROW% 17.28% 11.78% 3.93% 67.02% 100.00%
COL% 1.23% 4.36% 13.64% 3.32X 2.69%
MEAN 102.63 104.29 105.10 102.31 102.71

i---t7b. 7.75 7.92 7.17 8.27 8.14
MIN 83.27 76.88 91.46 69.50 69,56
MAX 121.58 118.85 116.11 122.50 122.50

CARDIOPULMONARY 317 29 1 51 398
DISEASE ROW% 79.65% 7.29% 0.25% 12.81% 100.00%

COL% 5.93% 2.81% 0.91X 0.66% 2.80%
MEAN 102.90 102.02 98.78 101.30 102.62
S.D. 8.03 7.95 0.0 8.44 8.09
MIN 69.58 81.44 98.78 78.71 69.58
MAX 122.50 118.85 98.78 120.67 122.50

ASTHt'IA N 329 26 0 44 399
ROW% 82.46% 6.52% 0.0 % 11.03% 100.00%
COL% 6.16% 2.52% 0.0 % 0.57% 2.01X
MEAN 102.64 104.11 0.0 102.30 102.70
5.0. 7.73 6.46 0.0 10.15 7.97
MIN 76.88 94.21 0.0 69.50 69.58
MAX 122.50 118.85 0.0 121.58 122.50

ATHEROSCLEROSIS N 210 22 0 146 378
ROW% 55.56% 5.82% 0.0 % 38.62% 100.00%
COL% 3.93% 2.13% 0.0 % 1.89% 2.66%
MEAN 103.29 103.84 0.0 101.43 102.60
S.D. 8.23 6.78 0.0 0.11 8.16
MIN 73.23 94.21 0.0 69.58 69.53
MAX 122.50 118.85 0.0 120.67 122.50

I.

a

153
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TABLE 15 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF .
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VAR/OUS HAND/CAPPING CONDITIONS

PATTEN MANAGEMENT
TREATM TREATM No II

OF IC HOSPITAL REFERRED CONTACT TOTAL

EMPHYSEMA N 210 30 0 147 I 387

ROW% 54.267 7.757 0.0 % 37.907. 100.007

COL% 3.93% ..,2.91% 0.0 % 1.901 2.727

MEAN 103.35 104.74 -0.0 101.61 102.79
0

S.D. 7.70 8.15 0.0 0.52 8.12

MIN 73.23 81.44 0.0 69.5 -69.50

MAX 122.50 122-50 0-.0 /20.6 122.50

CYSTIC FIBROSIS H 18 10 , 1 3 2 381

ROW% 4.72% 3.627 0.267 92. 97 100.007

COL% 0.347 0.977 0.927 4 567 2.687

MEAN 101.46 105.71 /00.60 102.71 102.73

S.D. 0.24 5.64 0.0 .21 8.16

MIN 82.35 94.21 100.60 6 .58 69.58

MAX 115.20 115.20 100.60 1 2.50 122.50

ALLERGIC N 27,2 20 5 93 . 390

REACTION ROW% 69.747 5.137 1.207 23.052 100.007

COL% 5.097 1.947 4.55% 1.20% 2.747

MEAN 102.23 104.61 100.97 103.35 102.72

S.D. 8.00 7.15 7.17 8.17 8.09

11/N 73.23 90.57 91.48 69.58 69.50

MAX 122.50 113.85 109.72 122.50 122.50

AUTISM

HYPERACTIVITY

24 13 340 370

ROW% 6.35% 3.447 0 6% 89.95% 100.00%

' COL% 0.457 1.267 0 1% 4.402 2.662

MEAN 104.93 103.34 89 65 102.63 102.77

S.D. 7.56 6.91 .0 8.18 3.14

MIN 92.39 87.83 8 .65 .69.53 69.58

MAX 117.93 113.37 9.65 122.50 122.50

218 26 4 137 385

ROW7 56.627 6.757 1.047 35.587 100.00%

COL% 4.007 2.52% 3.64% 1.77% 2.717

MEAN 102.34 105.06 99.46 102.63 103.60

S.D. 7.81 I 7.04 12.56 8.69 8.18

MINI' 79.62 I 93.30 78.71 69.53 69.58

MAXI 122.50 I 122.5k 112.46 121.58 122.50

.0"
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TABLE 15 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TgATMEHT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS
tr4,

;

HAIITUCA!'
PA11141-2-ftelAf

TREAM

"
TREATti

F
NO

OTHER BEHAVIOR N 168 CO 7 175 370
PROBLEMS ROWX 45.41% 5.41X 1.892 47.30% 100.00%

COL% 3.14% 1.94% 6.36% 2.27% 2.60X
MEAN 103.57 103.25 103.60 101.75 202.69
S.D. 8.31 7.90 8.20 7.93 8.15
MIN 78.71 76.83 89.65 619.58 61.53
MAX 122.50 115.20 114.29 118.59 122.50

LEUKEMIA ,
,N

60 34 3 208 . 385
ROW% 19.58% 8.03% 0.782 74.812 100.00%
COL% 1.12% 3.30% :2.732 3.732 2.712
MEAN 102.68 104.36 103.95 102.51, 102.7X
S.D. 8.41 7.13 4.96 8.14 8.09
MIN 81.44 37.83 '96.95 69.58 69.58
VAX 122.50 122.50 107.90 14.500 122.50

OTHER BLOOD H 75 38 4 252 369
DYSCRASIAS ROW% 20.33% 10.30X 1.08% 68.29% 100.00%

COL% 1.402 3.69% 3.642 3.262 2.602
MEAN 104.02 103.53 101.06 100.27 102.74
3.D: 7.34 9.10 7.81 8.14 8.12
MIN 78.71 76.68 91.45 69.58 69.55
MAX 117.02 122.50 112.46 122.50 122.50

MAIN TUMU4.5 H 54 22 a 301 379
RON% 14.29% 5.00% 0.53% 79.404% 100.00% A
COLX 1.01% 2.13% 1.022 3.90% 2.67%
MEAN 103.05 105.74 116.57 X02.44 102.79
5.0e 0.05 9.52 4.11 7.86 8.05
MIN 03.27 81.44 112.46 69.58 69:55
MAX 122.50 122.50 120.67 118.85 122.50

=XMAS 34 22 320 377
ROM% 9.02% 5.04X 0.27% 84.802 100.00%
COL% 0.64% 2.13% 6iP1% 4.14% 2.65%
MEAN 102.02 103.00 105.16 , 102.00 102:85
S.D. 9.07 6.10 0.0 8.07 8.06
MIN 81.44 94.21 105.16 69.50 49.55
MAX '122:50 117.02 110.16 122450 122.50

.11 L__

41°

r,
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TABLE 15 (continued)

A
MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF

1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED-TREATMENT OF-
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT MANAGEMENT
%I

HANDICAP
TREATM
OFFICE

TREATM
HOSPITAL REFERRER

NO
CONTACT

1

1 -TOTAL"

SQUAMOUS CELL 78 46 3 -261 388
CARCINOMA OW% 20.10% 11.86% 0.77% 67.27% 100.00%

COL% 1.46% 4.46% 2.73% 3.38% 2.73%
MEAN 103.22 105.54 100.90 102.22 10280
S.D. 8.32 7.27 6.76 7.95 8.01
MIN 81.44 90.57 91.48 69.58 69.58
MAX 122.50 r 122.50 106.99 122.50 122.50

OTHER NEOPLASM 120 35 7 214 376

ROW% 31.91% 9.31% 1.86% 56..91% 100.00%
COL% 2.25% 3.39% 6.36% 2.77% 2..65%

MEAN 104.32 105.40 102.03% 101.37 IO .70
S.D. 7.41 6.05 6.11 8.51 .09

MIN 78.71 94.21 92.39 69.58 6 .58
MAX 122.50 118.85 108.81 122.50 122.50

a

CHI-SQUARE=. 4578.7812
(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE ChIrSQUARE CALCULATION)

1 62 °

a



TABLE 16

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY RtPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS 4,ITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT MANA.GEMENT k

HANDICAP
TREATM
OFFICE

TREATM
HOSPITAL REFERRED

NO
CONTACT TOTAL

MENTAL RtTARD- 232 46 83 369
ATIQN ROW% 62.87% 12.47% 2.17% 22.49% 100.00

COL% 4.55 4.32% 6.72% 1.20% 2.80%
MEAN 103.49 104.16 j 103.73 103.83 103.66
S.D. 7.60 5.22 6.34% 6.50 7.08
MIN 80.00 89.26 06.21 86.95 80.00
MAX 119.35. 119.35 : 113.18 117.04 119.35

CEREBRAL PALSY 114 4 203 361
ROW% 31.58% 11.08% 1.11% 56.23% 100,.00%
COL% 2.23% 3.762 .3.3§% 2.94% 2.73%
MEAN 102.89 103.30 106.43 104.08 103.65
S.D. 7.60 5.77 3.20 7.01 7.08
MIN 80.00 90.80 102.38 80.00 80.00
MAX 119,35 119.35 110.87 119.35 119.35

BLINDNESS 131 41 . 1 190 363
ROW% 36.09% 11.29% 0.28% 52.34% 100.00%
COL% 2.57% 3.85% 0.84% 2.75% 2.75%
MEAN 103:18 1.04.83 107.78 103.39 103.49
S.D. 7.93 '5.03 0.0 7.05 7.20'
MIN 80.00 95.43. 107.'78. 80.00 80.00
MAX 119.35 119.35 107.78 119.35 119.35

-3
,)

DEAFNESS 195 34' 1' 131 361
ROW% 54.02% 9:42% 0.28% 36.29% 100.00%
COL% 3.82% 3.19% 0.84% 1.90% 2.73%
MEAN 03.30 104.13 100.84. 103.96 103.61
S.D. 7.87 5.03 0.0 6.45 7.15
MIN 80.00 95.43 100.84 140.00 80.00
MAX 119.35 119.35 100.84 119.35 119.35

EPiLEPSi N 277 36 0 ' 61 374
ROW% 74.06% 9.63% 0.0 % 16.31% 100.00%
COO 5.43% 3.38% 0.0 % 0.88% 2.8341
MEAN 103.45 104,63 0.0 103.88 103.63
S.D. 7159 4.41 0.0 6.46 7.17
MIN 80.00 96.21 0.0. 80.00 80.00
MAX 119.35 113.18 0.0 117.04 119.35

-115-
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TABLE 16 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTEO TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANOICAPPING CONDITIONS

, PATIENT MANAGEME T

HANDICAP
TREATM 1 TREATM
OFFICE !HOSPITAL REFERRED

NO
CONTACT

STROKE 185 I 35 1 144

ROW% 50.68%1 9.59% 0.27% 39.45%

COL% 3.62% 31.29% 0.84% 2.08%

MEAN 102.95 104.54 103.92 104.23

S.O. 7.88 5.24 0.0 6.44

MIN 80.00 90.80 103.92 80.00

MAX 119.35 116.27 103.92 117.04

PARKINSONISM 112 34 1 211

ROW% 31.28% 9.50% 0.28% 58.94%

COL% 2.19% 3.19% 0.84% 3.05%

MEAN 104.02 104.17 102.38 103.45

S.O. 7.65 5.86 0.0 7.05

MIN 80.00 90.03 102.38 80.00

MAX 119.35 116.27 102.38 119.35

-ARTHRITIS 304 19 48

ROW% 81.94% 5.12% 0.0 % 12.94%

COL% 5.96% 1.78% 0.0 % 0.69%

MEAN 103.18 105.63 0.0 105.63

S.O. 7.35 4.27 0.0 5.80

MIN 80.00 96.21 0.0 96.21

MAX 119.35 113.18 0.0 119,35

POLIOMYELITIS 49 10 1 286

ROW% 14.16% 2.89Z 0.29% 82.66%

COL% 0.96% 0.94% 0.84% 4.14%

.MEAN 103.53 105.70 88.49 103.67

S.O. 8.84 7.04 0.0 6.78

MIN 80.00 95.43 88.49 80.00

MAX 119.35 119.35 88.49 119.35

I...SPINAL CORO 81 37 2 235

r'I4JURIES ROW% 22.82% 10042% 0.56% 66.20%

COL% 1.59% 3.47X 1.68% 3.40%

MEAN 103.13 105.88 95.43 103.52.

S.O. 7.98 5.23 6.94 7.03

MIN 80.00 97.15 88.49 80.00

119.35 119.35 102.38 119.35

TOTAL

365
100.00%

2.77%
103.61

7.14
80.00
119.35

358
100.00%

2.71%
103.70

7.14
80.00
119.35

371
100.00%

2.81%
103.62

7.10
80.0.0

119.35

346
100.00%
2.62%

103466
7.16

80.00
112.35

A
355

100.00%
2.69%

4

1 7.1

1 64

-116-
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TABLE 16(continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT MANAWENT

HANDICAP
TREATM
OFFICE

TREATM
HOSPITAL REFERREO

NO
CONTACT -TOTAL

MULTIPLE 94 29 234 357

SCLEROSIS ROW% 26.33% 8.12% 0.0 % 65.55% 100.00%
COL% 1.84% 2.72% 0.0 Y. 3.39% 2.70%

MEAN 104.15 104.99 0.0 103.24 103.62

S.D. 7)37 5.26 0.0 7.23 7.15

MIN 80.00 96.21 0.0 80.00 80.0
MAX 117.04 1i5.50 0.0 119.35 119.3

MUSCULAR 42 26 281 . 349

DYSTROPHY ROW% 12.03% 7.45% 0.0 % 80.52% 100.00%
COL% 0182% 2.44% 0.0 Z 4.07% 2.64%
MEAN 102.56 104.13 0.0 103.68 103.58
S.D. 9.11 5.18 0.0 6.90 7.11

MIN
MAX

80.00
119.35

90.80
113.18

0,0
0.0

80.00
119.35

80.119.

FACIAL TRAUMA 218 47 4 97 366

FR.9p.ACCIDENTS , ROM
COL%

. 59.56%
4.27%

12.84%
4.41%

1.09%
346%

26.50%
1.40Z

100.00%
2.77%

MEAN 103.21 104.12 104.50 104.16 103.59

S.D. 7.70 5.30 10.99 6.16 7.11

MIN 80.00 90.80 86.95 87.72 80.00
MAX 119.35 119.35 117.04 , 117.04 119.35

MULTIPLY- 98 47 4 212 361

HANDICAPPED FL% 27.15% 13.02% 1.11% 58.73% 100.00%
COL% 1.92% 4.41Z 3.36% 3.07Z 2.73%
MEAN 102.13 104.69 108.55 103.72 10.47
S.D. 7.25 5.91 6.29 7.21 7.13

MIN 80.77 90.80 97.75 80.00 moo
MAX 119.35 119.35 113.18 119.35 119.35

THE NOME-BOUND 56 18 3 266 343

PATIENT \ROW% 16.33% 5.25% 0.87% 77.55Z loq.00x
COL% 1.10% 1.69% 2.52% 3.85%

MEAN 104.02 103.36 103.41 103.45 103.54

S.D. 6.46 5.58 4.\56 7.41 7.16

MIN 86.95 90.80 96.98 80.00 80.00

MAX 117.04 111.64 107.01 119.35 119.35

4

165
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TABLE 16(continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

THE NURSING-HOME
POWM---- 1.83%
COL% 2.21%
MEAN 103.02
S.D. - 7.62

MIN 80.00
MAX 119.35

TREATM
OffICE

PATIENT MANAGEMENT
TREATM NO

H. P TA EF RRE 0 TACT OTAL

PATIENT

CLEFT PALATE
(AND CLEFT LIP) ROW%

COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

OTHER CRANIOFA-
CIAL ANOMALIES ROW%

COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN

SPINA !BIFIDA

THALIDOMIDE

MAX

ROW%
COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

ROW%
COL%
MEAN
S.D.
MIN
MAX

4.

119
33.06%
2.33%

103.22
7.12

80.00
119.35

53
15.19%
1.04%

103.66
6.65

80.00
116.27

17

4.87%
.33%

101.61
7.76

83. 6
114. 2

1

2.93
0.20Z

104.15
4.28

96.98
110.09

747

13.24%
4.41%

104.07
5.11)

90.80
119.35

35

9.72%
3.29%

105.11
5.28
96.21

119.35

26
7.45%
2.44%

104°.66

5.70
95.43
119.35

7

2.01%
0.66%

100.39'
2.76

95.43
103.92

9

2.64%
0.85%

106.07
6.04
97.75

119.35

6

1.69%
5.04%

107.14
4.91

100.84
113.95

2.22%
6.72%
97.65
11.45
80.00

110.87

3

0.86%
2.52%

100.84
12.58
83.86
113.95

0.0 %
0.0 %
0.0
0.0
0.0
iro

o
0.0 Z
0.0 %
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

189
53.24%
2.73%

103.73
7.10

80.00
119.35

198
55.00%.
2.86%

103.62
7.06

00.00
119.35

267
76.50%
3.86%

103.47
7.31

80.00
119.35

325
93.12%
4.70%

103.72
7.15

80.00
'119.35

322
94.43%
4.66%

103.55
7.26

80.00
119.35

355
100.00%

2.69%
103.61

7.09
80.00
119.35

360
100.00%

2.73%
103.50

7.13
80.00
119.35

349
100.00%

2.64%1
103.57

7.18
'80.00
119.35

349

100.00%
2.64%

103.55
7.15

80.00
(119.35

341
100.00%

2.58%
103.63

7.17
80.00
119.35

1 66
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TABLE 16 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

PATIENT MANAGEMENT°

HAND;CAP
TREATM
OFFICE

TREATM
HOSPITAL REFERRED

NO
CONTACT

DIABETES 337 21 1 18
ROW% 89.39% 5.57% 0.27% 4.77%
COL% 6.60% 1.97% 0.84% 0.26%
MEAN 103.49' 105.47 97.75 105.04
S.D. 7.32 5.60 0.0 4.56
MIN 80.00 96.21 97.75 98.52
MAX 119,35 119.35 97.75 114.72

HEMOPHILIA N 62 41 10 234
ROW 17.87% 11.82% 2.88% 67.44%
COL% 1.21% 3.85% 8.40% 3.39%
MEAN 102.99 104.15 99.83 103.04
S.D. 6.74 5.94 9.16 7.25
MIN 86.95 90.80 80.77 80.00
MAX 119.39 119.35 114.72 119.35

CARDIOPULMONARY ' N 307 25 3 36
DISEASE ROW% 82.75k 6.747 0.81% 9.70%

COL% 6.01%1 2.35% 2.52% 0.52%
MEAN 103.71 104.54 100.84 ,103.51
S.D. 7.23 5.12 2.89 7.36
MIN 450.00 90.80 97.75 87.72
MAX 119.35 113.18 104.69 117.04

ASTHMA 321 21P 1 30
ROW% 86.06% 5.63% 0.27% 8.04%
COL% 6.29% 1.97% 0.84% 0.43%
TIEAN 103.39 104.25 100.84 106.26
S.D. 7.28 5.05 0.0 6.02
MIN 80.00 96.21 100.84 88.49
MAX 119.35 113.18 100.84 117.04

ATHEROSCLEROSIS, 251 19 91

ROW% 69.53% 0.0 % 25.21%
COL% 4.92% 1.78% 0.0 % 1.32%
MEAN 10L93 106.24 0.0 102.59
S.D. 7.11 4.59 0.0 7.38
MIN 80.00 99.29 0.0 80.00
MAX 119.35 115.50 0.0 117.04

TOTAL

377
100.00%
2.86%

103.66
7.14

80,00
119.35

347
100.00%

2.63%
103.61

7.12
80.00
119.35

371
100.00%

2.81%
103.72

7.10
80.00
119.35

373
100.00%
2.83%

103.66
7.11

80.00
119.35

361
100.00%
2.73%

103.71
7.12

80.00
119.35

(
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TABLE 16 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS.WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

"
TREATM TREATM NO

RAND/CAP A OFFICE HOSPITAL REFERRED CONTACT. TOTAL

EMPHYSEMA N 212 29 4 121 366

ROW% 57.92% 7.92% 1.09% 33.06% 100.00%

COL% 4.15% 2.72% 3.36% 1.75% 2.77%

MEAN 102.80 105.47 101.41 104.66 103.61

S.D. 7.56 5.43 2.46 6.56 '117.13

MIN 80.00 96.21 97.75 86.95 6'0.00

MAX 119.35 119.35 104.69 119.35 119.35

CYSTIC eIBROSIS N 28 10 1 309 348

ROW% 8.05% 2.87% 0.29% 88.79X 100.0D%

COL% 0.55% 0.94% 0.84% 4.47% 2.64%

MEAN 102.54 103.77. 100.84 103.73 103.63

S.D. 7.55 4.24 0.0 7.18 7.14

MIN 80.00 97.75 100.84 80.00 80.00

MAX 116.27 110.87 100.84 119.3 119.35

ALLERGIC N 260 21 3 63 367

REACTION ROW% 70.84% 5.72% 0.82% 22.62% 100.00%

COL% 5.09% 1.97% 2.52% 1.20% 2.78%

MEAN 103.71 106.02 91.06 103.52 103.70

S.D. 6.97 6.18 4.77 7.46 7.14

MIN 80.00 96.21 86.95 80.00 80.00
MAX 119.35 119.35 97.75 118.58 119.35

AUTISM N 20 16 1 308 345

ROW% 5.80% 4.64% 0.29% 89.28% 100.00%

COL% 0.39% 1.50% 0.84% 4.46% 2.61%

MEAN 102.15 103.05 103.15 103.74 103.62

S.D. 5.93 3.59 0.0 7.35 7.14

MIN 90.03 96.21 103.15 80.00 80.00

MAX 110.09 110.09 103.15 119.35 119.35

HYPERACTIVITY -N 167 23 9 155 354

ROW% q7.18./. 6.50% 2.54% 43.79% 100.00%

COL% 3.27% 2.16% 7.56% 2.24% 2.68%

MEAN 103.13 101.10 101.26 104.68 -103.63

S.O. 7.70 5.52 7.09 6.50 713
MIN 80.00 89.26 88.49 87.72 80.Q0

MAX 119.35 111.64 113.18 119.35 119.35

a
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TABLE 16 (continued)

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

pATIENT MANAGEMENT
TREATM TREATM NO

OTHER BEHAVIOR 195 26 9 118 348
PROBLEMS ROW% 56.03% 7.47% 2.59% 33.91% 100.00%

COL% 3.82% 2,44% 7.56% 1.71% 2.64%
MEAN 103.670 104.87 106.07 103.75 103.85
S.D. 7.03 6.00 5.89 7.23 .7.02
MIN 80.00 92.35 96.98 80.00 80.00
MAX 119.35 119.35 113.95 119.35 119.35

LEUKEMIA 60 36
10

254 350
ROW% 17.14% 10.29% 0.0 X 72.57% 100.00%
COL% 1.18% 3.38% 0.0 X 3p67% 2.65%
MEAN 104.62 106.58 0.0 103.01 103.65
S.D. 6.16. 5.18 0.0 7.55 7.21
MIN 86.95 97.75 0.0 80.00 80.00
MAX 117.04 119.35 0.0 119.35 119.35

OTHER BLOOD g N 95 36 3 349
DYSCRASIAS ROM 27.22% 10.32% 0.86%

,215

61.60% 100.00%
COL% 1.86% 3.38% 2.52% 3.11% 2:64%
MEAN 102.98 '105.34 103.66 103.76 103.71
S.D. 7.19 5.88 3.23 7.23 7.09
MIN 80.77 90.80 99.29 80.00 80.00
MAX 119.35 119.35 107.01 119.15 119.35

BRAIN TUMORS 51 22 2 273 343
ROW% 14.66% 6.32% 0.57% 78.45% 100.00%
COL% 1.00% 2.07% 1.68% 3.95% *2.64%
MEAN 104.66 106.41 104.31 103.22 103.64
S.D. 6.64 6.20 7.33 7.25 7.16
MIN 86.95 96.21 96.98 80.00 80.00
MAX 114.72 119.35 111.64 119.35 119.35

SARCOMAS 39 18 5 280 342
ROW% 11.40% 5.26% 1.46% 81.87% 100.00%
COL% 0.76% 1.69% 4.20% 4.05% 2.59%
MEAN
S.D.

102.26
7.17

105.94
4.68

96.98
11.09

103.80
7.12

103.64
7.r7

MIN 86.95 97.75 80.77 80.00 80.00'
MAX 117.04 116.27 111.64 119.35 119.35

-121-

163



TABLE. 16 (contfnued)

MAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF

PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDIT/0MS

11414413EM110TRUTH TREA7MTIE"T

SQUAMOUS CELL 68 42 9 234 353

CARCINOMA ROW 19.26% 11.90% 2.55% 66.29% 100.00X

COL% 1.33% 3.94% 7.50. 3.39% 2.67%

MEAN 103.31 105.70 97.92 103.62 103.66

S.D. 5.96 6.85 9.36 7.26 7.14
MIN 86.95 90.03 60.77 80.00 80.00
MAX 117.04 119.35 107.78 119.35 119.35

OTHER NEOPLASM N 131 36 11 170 348

ROW% 37.64% 10.34% 3.16% 48.85% 100.00%

COL% 2.57% 3.30% 9.24% 2.46% 2.64%

MEAN 103.48 105.32 97.47 103.75 103.61

S.O. 7.45 5.55 7.85 7.16 7.25

# MIN
MAX

83.86
117.04

96.21
119.35

80.77
107.01

80.00
/19.35

80.00
119.35

CHI-SQUARE= 4283.4180
(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

1 '7u



Table 15 chow() comparable data for the 1976 graduat,es. Again the mean

tent,ncore for thooe who reoponded to the follow-up purvey, 102.7, was somewhat

higher than 100.9, the overall 1976 mean score.

For 26 handicapping conditions, those who reported "hospital treatment"

had higher mean test ocoreo than any other treatment group. For 21 conditions,

those reporting "office treatment" had higher mean ocoreo than did thooe

reporting "no cOntact."

Table 16 now() similar data for the.1978 graduateo. Again for 27 out of

the 37 conditions, thon reporting "hospital treatment"'had higher mean ocoreo

than any other category. For only 10 of the conditions did thósereporting

"office treatment" have higher mean scores than thooe reporting "no contact."

Referrals ()how a mixed picture across the three ourveyn. The 1974 and

1978 graduateo who made referral° tended to have lower mean ccoreo, but the

1976 graduateo had higher score°, on the whole.

On.the whole, there is little 6.ridence that measured knowledge relateo to

treatment decisions.

Relationship Between Clinical Experience at) Student()

and Practice Experience after Graduation

Tables 17-1 through 17-37 compareo, for the 1976 gradiiateo, .0tudent experi-

ence in treating each of the handicapping conditiono with, practice experience'

atter graduation. Thene tablen provide evidence that "hands on" experience an

student() in important in determining later practice. Thooe who as otudento had

treated two or more patient() with a particular condition were more likely than

,thooe with leoner experience to accept ouch patientn for office treatment. For

'20 of the 37 conditionn, "office treatment" had a larger entry than any other

patient dinponition. Of thone who had.treated one ouch patient, the name

otatement could be made for 17 oue of the 37 conditiono.

171
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TABLE 17

STUDENT EXPEVENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXP IENCE AFTER GRADUATION

ADUATES

MENTAL RETARDATION

STUOE T EXPERIENC

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

TREATM I TREATM I

OF IC mnsm
I NO I NO II

6EPRED CONTACT' L SPOPISE OTAL

1 I I . I I I I - I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 71 I 12 I 6 I 261 7 II 122 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROWXI 58.2.9/.I 9.04%1 4.92%1 21.31XI 5.74XII 100.00%11

II COLXI 18.90/.l 20.00%1 54.55%1 21.31I 25.93%11 20.54%11

II I I I I I I I I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 24 I 10 I 0 I 8 I 0 I I 42 I I

II OF PATIENT ROWXI 57.14X1 23.81%1 0.0 XI 19.OSXI 0.0 XII 100.00%11

I I
COM 6.42X1 16.67%1 0.0 XI 6.S6XI 0.0 XII 7.0771I

I I
I I

`Zt

1 1 I , 11 11

IL RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 68 I 9 I 0 I 24 I 2 II 103 II

11 ONE PATIENT ROWN 66.02X1 8.74%1 0.0 X1 23.3OXl 1.94%11 100.00%11

I I
COLXI 18.1OXI 15.00%1 0.0 7.1 19.67X1 7.41%11 17.34%11

I I
I I I

1 .1r
I I I 1

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 44 I 6 I a I 4 II 63 II

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 69.84X1 9.52%1 1.59%1 12.70% 6.35%11 100.00%11

I I
COW 11.76X1 101110%1 , 9.09%1 6.56Z1 14,81%11 10.61%11

I I
I

.

I 1 I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 167 I 23 I 4 I 56 I
14 II 264 II

II ROW%I 63.26X1 8.71%1 1..m1 21.21X 5.30XII 100.00%11

I I
COLX1 44.65% 38.33%1 36.36%1 45.9OXI 51.85711 44.44%11

1 I 11 II

11 I I I 1 I II II

11 TOTAL 'NI 374 I 60 I 11 I 122 I 27 II 594 II

I I
ROW 62.96X1 10.10%1 1.85%1 20.54X1 4.5.5%11 100.00%11

II muff ioo.00zl 100.00%1 100.00%1 loo.00XI 100.00x11 100.00%11

II I I I I I II Il
C

. -

CHISQUAR 200154

(NOTE: EXPECTED.CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESkTHA11 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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;ABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HAND/GAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE ERARIENCE AFTER GRADUATION_

1976 GRADUATES

CEREBRAL PALSY

PRACTICE P tp);

1 TREATM I TREATM I I NO II° II

a A FR II Pt) OTA

II i A I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI ///52 I 20 I 3

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 2 .67%1 10.26%1 1.54%

II COL%I 2.70%1 35.71%1 30.00%

II I 1

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 10 'I 8

II OF PATIENT ROW/ 24.39%1 19.51ZI 0.0 %

1 I
,

COO 6.29%1 14.29?'.l 0.0 %
r

II
. I, v I I . I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 32 I A I 1 I 46 I 2 II 89 II

II ONE PATIENT OW%1 35.96%1 8.99Z1 1.12I 51.69/.I 1.25%11 100.00%11

II ,coul 20.13ZI 14.29Z1 io.00zI 14.20ZI 4.44%11 14.98%11

II / A 1 i I I II II
,

II RESPONSIBLE FOR / NI 5 I 3 I 0 I 10 I 2 II '20 II

II TWO OR MORE
/

ROW%I 25.00%1 is.00zI 0.0 XI so.00zI 10.00%11 100.007.11

II COW 3.14XI 5.3%I 0.0 XI 3.097. 4.44%11 3.37%11

fl
/

I i I I I II II

I I NO RESPONSE / til 60 I ill 6 I 146 I 20 II 249 II

II / ROW 24.10%1 6.63X1 2.41%1 58.63X1 8.03%11 100.00%11

II / COL%1 37.74%1 30.36X1 60.00%1 45O6XI 44.44%11 41,92%11

11
/

1 1 1 I 11 II

II 1 I I II II

11.70TAL/ ° NI 1s9 I .56 I 10 I 324 I 45 II 594 II

II / ROWX1ft 26.77%1 9.43ZI 1.60XI 54.SSXI 7.S8X11 100.00411

II COLXI 100.00XI loo.00zl 100.00%1.4'60.00X 100.00%11 100.00%11

II

1 1

105 1

53.85%1

01 17 I

41.46X1

s.aszI

II II
,J

15 II 195 II

7.69%11 100.00%11

33.33%11 32.83%11

6 II

14.63%11 100.10%11

13.33%11 6.90%11

CIII-SQUAREm 21.1409

INOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE-CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

. COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

BLINDNESS

I TREATM 1 TREATM I 1 NO I NO 11

0 C iS R F RR NT CT R P NS TO

II
1 1 1 I ,

1 II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 71 I 11 I 0 1 120 I 12 II 214 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 33.18%1 5.14%1 0.0 %I 56.07%1 5.61%11 100.00%11

11
COL%I 36.41%1 30.56%1 0.0 XI 36.70%1 33.33%11 36.03%11

II
I 1 1 1 1 I I 11 .

11 HELPED TREAMENT NI 5 I 4 I 0 I 10 I 1 II 20 II

11 OF PATIENT ROW%I 25.00%1 20:80%1 0.0 %1 50.00%1 5.00%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 2.56%1 11.11%1 0.0 XI 3.06%1 2.78%11 3.37%11

II
1 I , I 1 1 11

ll

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 13 I 8 0 I 16 1 2 II 39

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 33.33%1 20.51XI 0.0 XI 41.03%1 5.13%11 100.00%11

11
COW 6.67%1 22.22Z1 0.0 %I 4.89%1 5.56XII 6.57XII

II
I

I I
I. , 1 II

II RESPONSIBLE FOr -NI' ' 5 I
0 0 I 4 I 1 II 10 Il

11 TWO OR MORE (WWI 50.00%1 0.0 XI 0.0 %I 40.00%1 10.00%11 100.00%11

11
COL%I 2.56X1 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 1.22XI 2.76%11 1.667.11

II
I '1 I I I II II

11 NO RESPONSE -N) 101 I 13 I -0 I 177 I 20 II 311 II

II
RowxI 32.48X1 4.18XI 0.0 XI 56.914 6.43X11 100.(10X11

II
COW 51.79%1 36.11ZI 0.0 iil 54.13%1 0.5641 52.36%11

11
1 1 I k I II It

ac cc c ... "..coaccaccocounc-cam -cocanaccaaccac-c"ccacco-acca
cc

I I
I I I I , I II 11

II TOTAL NI 195 I 36 I 0 I 327 I 36 II 094 II

II
Row1 32.0UI 6.O6XI 0.0 zI 55.054 6,0641 1oo.00Z11

II
coui1 loO.o0x1 loo.00xl 0.0 xI 100.00xl 100.M11 1o0.0oxII

II 0 I I 4 I I II . II

CHI-SQUAREn 26.4402 1

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 ((AVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE17 continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HAUDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

DEAFNESS

T N MP R N

I TREATM I TREATM I

F H, P

I

RP

I 1

I I SEEN PRESENTA-

II TION OF PATIENT

II

I

NI

ROWXI

COL%I

I

II

864
43.227.1

32.33%1

I

14

7.04X1

41.187.

I

0 I

0.0 71

0.0 m

1

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 8 I 2 1 I

II OF PATIENT ROW! 44.44%1 11417. 5.56%1

II COW 3.01%1 5.88X1 100.00%1

II 1 I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 31 1 4 I 0 1

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 53.457.1 6..90X1 0.0 XI

II COM 11.65%1 11.76Zl 0.0 XI

II 1 1 I 1

II RESPONS/BLE FOR NI c 5 1 0 I 0 1

TWO OR MORE WWI 62.507.1 0.0 XI 0.0 ZI

II COLX1 1.88) 0.0 XI 0.0 XI

II I I I I

I I NO RESPONSE Ili 136 I 14 I 0 I

II POWZI 43.73%1 4.50%1 0.0 Xi

II COW 51.137.I 41.187.1 0.0 XI

I 1 I I 1 I .

NO I ND

U A T R P 4 Tom 1

I 11 11

84 12 II 199 11

43.72%1 6.037.11 100.007.II

33.597.1 35.297.11 33.50X11

I II

il5 I 2 II 18

27.78%1 11:11%11 100.007.11

1.93%4 5.887.11 3437.11

I ow II II

19 i 4 14 58 li

32.76%1 6.907.1) 100.007.I1

7.34X1 11.76%11 9.76411

1 11

3 1 0 1Im 8 11

37.50%1 0.0 XII 100.007.II

1,167.I 0.0 %11 1,35X11
r 1 II II

44.. 1 1441 311 11

46.627.1 5.147.11 100.007.11

55.987.1 47.067.11 52.367.11

I 1I 1 1

cor=occoccoccuuccunuccoucc- -- cc......:baricuccaccon4cccucconnuclicormuccuccormaccucc,

II I -I i I II II

II TOTAL iff 266 I 34 I
1 I 259 I 34 II 594 II

11 R0147.1 44.78Z1 5.72XI 0.177.1 43.60X1 5.727.11 100.007.II

II COLXI 100.ml 100.007.1. 100.067.1 100.007.1 100.0001 100.007.11 I

II 1 I 1 1 1 II 11 .

0----0-----auccricucctiocc-cc---,-,-cuc-coccucc-cmlooccupc-.-"Avoccoccococco=c

CH/-SQUAREa 41.6819

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LEsp THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUAA CALCULATIOM)
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TABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

EPILEPSY

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO 11

I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI CONTACTIRESPONSE11

11

TOTAL'II

11 I I I I I 11 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 116 1 11 I 1 1 17 I 7 11 152 II.:

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 76.32%1 7.24%1 0.66%1 11.184 4.61%11 100.00%11

1 1
COW 26.61%1 29.73%1 33.33%1 18.68%4 25.93%11 25.59%11

II I 1 1 I 3 1 1 II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 19 I 3 I 0 1 5 I,
,

, 2 I i 29 1 1

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 65.52%1 10.34%1 0.0 %I 17.24%1 6.90%11 100.00%11
44

1 1 COW 4.36%! 8.11%1 0.0 %I 5.49%1 7.41%11 4.88%11

11 , 1 1 I I I 11 II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 77 I * 5 I 1 I 15 I
8 II 106 11

11 ONE PATIENT ROW%I 72.6431 .4.72%1 0.94%1 14.15%1 47.55%11 100.00%11

I 1 s
COW 17.6631 13.51x1 33.337.1 16.48%1 29.63311 17.85311

41 I 1 1 I I I iI II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR , NI 24 I 1 I 0 I 4 I 1 II 30 II

11 TWO OR MORE ROW%I 80.0031 3.33%1 0.0 %I 13.33%1 3.33%11 100.00%11

11 COL%1 5.5031 2.70XI 0.0 XI 4.40%1 3.70%11 5.05%11

I 1 1 I I I t SL1 II

II NO.RESPONSE NI 200 I 17 I 1 I 50 I 9 II .277 II

II ROW%1 72.2031 6.14%1 0.36%1 18.05%1 3.25%11 100.00%11

II COL%1 45.8731 45.95%1 33.33%1 54,957.1 33.33%11 46.63%11

II 1 I 1 ' I I 1.1 1 I

II
\ I

1 1
1

I 4 1 II I:.

II TOTAL, N I 436 I, --I 37 1

3
91 I3 1

27 II 594 I

II ROWXI 73.4031 6.23%1 - 0.51%1 15.327.I 4.55311 100.00%11

H COW 100.0031 100.0031 100.0031 100.007.1100.00M 100. 0%11

If I ,1 I 0, I . II II

a
A

-

,
// .

CHI-SQUARE= 10-2437 /

(NUE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED I7 E CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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II

II

II

II

II

II

S UOENT EXPE

SEEN PRESENTA- NI

TION OF PATIENT ROW%1

COL%1

HELPED TREATMENT 'NI

OF PATIENT ROW%I

II COW
II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI

II ONE PATIENT ROW7.1

11 COL%1

II 1

II RESPONSIBLE FOR - NI 5

II TWO OR MORE 4 R0147.1 55.56%

COW 1.68%

II NO RESPONSE NI, 143

11 ROW%I 46.28%

II COW 47.99%

I I

TABLE17 (continued)
I gl

STUDENT EXPERIENCE.WJTH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GliADUATES

STROKE

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM I TREATM I
NO

F C

I NO II

HO P TA R F RRED CONTA T RESPONSE OTA

104 I

,53.A.%1

34.90%1

18 I

58..06%1

1

12 I

6.19%1

27.27%1

1

3 1

9.68%1

6.047.1. 6.82%1

28 1-1' 61
54.90%1 11.76XI

9.40%1 13.64X1

1

11.1L/.I

2.277.

22 I.

7.2ZI 0.657.)* 40.13%1 5.83711 100.00%11

5D.O/.I 50.00XI 58.77%1 48.657.11 52.02%11

I. 1 I I C V. 11

2 I

1

63 I

11

43 II

II

194 II

1.037. 32.4771 6.70%11 100.007.11

50.00XI 29.86%1 35.14%11 32.66%11

0 9 I 1 11 I31 ll

0.0 XI 29.03%1 3.23%1 0.00%11

0:0 '.I 4.27%1 2.70%11 5.22%11

11 -

I 12 1 5 11 ,51 11

0.0 XI 23.53%1 9.80%11 100.00%11

0.0 % I 5.69%1 13.51%11 8.59%11

II 11

01 3 1 ' 0 11 ,S 9 ri

0.0 X. 33.33%1 0.0 711 100.007.11

0.0 XI 1.427.1 0.0 %II 1.527.11

1 'I I I1,

2 I 124 18 II . 309 II

I1 II

298 I 44 I

.

4 I 211 I 37 II 194 II

-50.17X1 741%1 0.67X1 35.52%1 6.23%11100.007.11

1 100.007. 100.00%1 100.007. loo.00m

j II II

te)

. CHI-SQUARE= 12.1586

(NOTE: EXPECTEO -CELL *FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI,SQUARE CALCULATION)

9

"6

1 77

'-1297*.
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TABLE 17 (continued)

1GTUDENT EXPERIENa WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

,ACOMPARED W/TH

dOPRACTICE ERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

PARKINSON/SM

Si- l'/DE T E"EFR
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREArTM I'TREATM r I

13

NO I NO II

CONTACT(RESPONSEII

II

°TM-

I I
I I 1 1 I 11 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- .411 68 I 16 I 0 I 114 I 1 1.1.,,s 216 II

11 TION OF PATIENT R0W%1 31.48%1 7.41%1 0.0 %1 52.78%1 8.33%11 100.00%11/

II COL%I 40.48%1 42.11%1 0.0 %I 33.43%1 39.13%11 36.367411

11

II HELPED TREATMENT

1

NI

1

7 I

1

4 I

1

o I

1

11 I

H
3 II 25 1111'''

11 OF PATIENT '

. ...-

ROW%1 28.00%1 16a00%1 0.0 %1 44.00%1 12.00%11 100.00%11

LI COL%I '4.17%1 10.53%1 0.0 %I 3N2Axl 6.52x11 4.21%11

H 1 -4 I I I II II
A

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 51 J3I 01 18 I 2 II 28 11J4Alwk

11 ONE PATIENT (WW I '17.861% 10.71%1 0.0 %I 64.29%1 7.14%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 2.98%1 7.84p7.4 0.0 xl .11,28xl 4.35%11 4.71%11

II
it

I I I . F 11 II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1 II 3 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 66.67%1 0,.0 zl 0.0 xl 0.0 xl 33.337.11 loo.00xll

II coLx1 1.19xl o.(CJxl 0.0 xl 0.0 %I 2.17%11 0.51%11

II' I 1 I I . I II I i

II NO RESPONSE NI 86 I ' 1!. I 1 I 198 I 22 II 322 II

II R01.17.1 26.71%1 4:66%1 0.31%1 61.49%1 6.83%11 100.007.11.,

II ,COL%1 51.19%1 39.47%1 100.00%1 58.06%1 47.83%1I 54.217.11

II I I I 1 1 II II

=

1 I
I' I I I I II II

11;TOTAL - NI 168 I 38 I 1 1' 341 1 46 11 594 11

ROW%I 28.28%1 6.40%1 0.17%1 57.41%1 7.74%rI 100.00%11

II caLxj loo.00xl loo.00xl loo.00xl

4

loo.00xi loo.00xII loo.00xll

II 1 I I I 1 l l 1 1

CHI-SQUARE= 19.0800

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN'USED /N THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

th,

a

178
-13 0-

Li
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPOIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

1

ATTNRITIS "

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I 1 NO I NO 11 11

STUDEN EXPER ENCE OF C IOSP TA EF ED CONTACT RESPONSE OTAL

II, I I I 1 1 11 11

II SgEN PREMINTA- NI 96 I 5 I 0 1 16 I 8 II 125 I,

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 76.80%1 4.00% 0.0 %I 0804, 6..40%11 100.0041

1

1 %1 36.36%11 21..04%1)COL%I 20.73% % 0.0 % 20.251 16.67

1 I 1 II II of

11 HELPED TREATMENT 'NI 12 I 3 I 0 1 1 1 i 2 11 18 11

11 OF PATIENT ROW%I 66.6*I 16.67% 0.0 1 5.56%1 11.11.41 100.00x11

II COLXI 2.59%1 10.00ZI 0.0 %1 1.27%i 9,09%11 3.411

1 1 1 1 I 1 1

11 RE$PONSIBLE FOR NI 86 I 8 I 0 1 7 1 / 1) 102 11

11 ONE PAT;ENT ROW%I 84.31%1 7.84I 0.0 gl '6.86%1 0.98%11 100.00Z14

'II COL%I 18.57%1 26.67XI 0.0 %1 8.86%1 4.55%11 17.1741

11 I 1 1 1 11 11

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 22 I 1 I 0 1 1 1 4 11 28 II

11 TWO OR MORE ROW%1 78.5741 3.S7XI 0.0 %1 3.57%1 14.29%11 100.00Z/1

1 I . COW 4.75%1 3.33% 0.0 %1 1.27741 48.18%11 4.71%11

I I - 1 - I I 1 1 If II

11 NO RESPONSE NI 247 I 13 I 0 1 54 I 7 11 321 1 1

PI 1 ROW%1 76.95%1 4.05% '0.0 I 16.82%1 2.18%11'100.00%11

11 COL%1 53.35%1 43.33% 0.0 %1 68.35J71 31.82%11 54,04%11

1 1 1 1 I 1 1 '1 1 I

II

II

1 1 !) 0
I I I I I

'NI 463 t 30 0 I 79 I

I
22 II 594 11

ROW%I 77.95%1 5.05% F.0 %I 13.30%1 3.70%11 10t:00% I

couI loo.o07.4 100.00>'.I 0.0 7.I loo.owar.00xII 100.007.I

I I I I I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 34.9422

(NO EXPECT D CE461. FREQUgNCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

-131- 17)
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TABLE 17 (continued) .

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPAREpAIITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCEWTER GRADUATION

nE T EXPE IENCE

1976 GRADUATES

POLIOMYELITIS

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO

OSP P E 0 ACOF

II

32.57%1 32. 8%11 34,.8574)

I I I I I. I II 11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 0 I 2 1 0 7' 7 1 s 0 1 1 9 II

II OF-PAT-TEAT ROW%I 0.0 %I 22.22%1 0.0 /.l 77.787.1 0.0 II 100.00%11

II COL%I 0.0 71 13.33%1 0.0 7.1 1.61%1 0.0 %II 1.52%11

II I I I l

,.

I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NJ 3 I 1 I 0 I 14 I 4 II 22 II

II ONE pATIENT ROW%I 13.64%1 4.557.1 0.0 Xl 63.64%4 18.18%11 100.00%11

II . COL%I 3.37%1 6.67%1 ,0.0 xl 3.21%1 7.55%11 3.70%11

I I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 i 0 I 0 I 3 1 0 I I 3 I I

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 0.0 %I 0.0 I 0.0 XI 100.00%1 0.0 %II I

I I
C01.71 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.0 xl 0.69%1 0.0 711 0.51%11

I I I I I I I

II NO RESPONSE HI 45 I 5 I 4411 1 270 1 3e 353 .

t

141

II ROW:II 12.75%1 1.42%1 0.28x1 76.49%1 9.07%11 100.00%11

II
,

C01.41 50.56%1 33.337.1 ioo.00xi 61.93%1 60.38%11 59.43%11

1 N. II 11
II I I

I

I I 1 1 1 1 NN,11 II'

II TOTAL NIk 89 I 15 I 1 436 I 53 II 594 II

II R0147.1 14.98%1 2.537.1, 0.177.1 73.40%1 8.92%11 100.00%11

II 1 COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%4.100.00%11 100.00%11

11 1 I 1 I 1 11 11

CHI-SQUAPE= 28.4937

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE.BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

44e.

1

CHI-SQUAPE= 28.4937

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE.BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

44e.

*ft

1 b

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

II
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIEhCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

SPINAL CORD INJURIES

S D NT

CT

I TREATM I TREATM I

FC HP
NO

$,

NO II II

OT

I I I II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- 01 33 I t 17 I 0 I 126 I 19 II 195 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 16.92%1 8.72%1 0.0 XI% 64.62%1 9. 4%11 100.00%11

COL%I 30.84%1 42.501 0.0 XI 31.82%1 39. 4I 32.83%11

I I I I I I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 31 0 I 0 I 91 o II 12 II

II OF PATIENT . ROW%I 25.00% 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 75.00%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

COL%I 2.80ZI 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 2.27%1 0.0 %II 2.02%11

I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 121 21 OtI 18 I 2 II 34 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 35.29% 5.88% 0.0 %I 52.94%1 5.88%11 100.00%11

COL%I ii.aizI 5.00% 0.0 XI 4.55%1 4:17%11 5.72%11

I I I I 1 II 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI ii 11 01 3 I o II 5 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 20.00ZI 20.00ZI 0.0 % 60.00%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

I I COL%I 0.93% 2.!0ZI 0.0 zI 0.76%1 0.0 %II 0.84%11

1 I I I / I I

II NO RESPONSE NI 58 I 0 I 3 I
240 I 27 II 348 II

II ROW%I 16.67I 5.75Y.I 0.86I 68.971 7.76%II 100.00%11

It COL%I 54.21I 50.00ZI ioo.00ZI 60.61%1 56.25%11 58.59%11

I I I I I 1,11 11

P =

1r - ". 1 I I I 10 II 11

II TOTAL NI 107 I 40 I 3 1 396 1
.40 II 594 II

II . ROW%I 18.01%1 6.73>I 0.51%1 66.67%1 8.08%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00% 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00411

II I I I I I II JI

CHI-SQUARE= 16.1738

(NOTE: ,EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI- CALCULATION)

0
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TABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCIE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS

STUOENT EXPE ENC

I TREATM I TREATM

OF C

NO I NO II

P NS

II

I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 32 I 12 I 0 I 147'1 14 11 205 11

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 15.61%1 5.85X1 0.0 xl 71.71%1 6183%11 100.003:11

II COL%I 36.36%1 35.29% 0.0 '/.l 34.92%1 2840%11 34.51%11

II \ I 1

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 1 1 11 Dl 13 I 1 11 1611

II OF PATIENT ROHM 6.25%1 6.25'/.I 0.0 % J 81.25%1 6.25%Il 100.00%1I

II COL%I 1.14%1 2.94Z1 0.0 xl 3.09%1 2.00%11 2.69%11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 7 1 7 I 0 I 10 I 6 II 30 II

II ONO'PATIENT ROW%1 23.3374 23.33x1 0.0 xl 33.33%) 20.00%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 7.95%1 20.59% 0.i xl 2.38%1 12.00%11 5.05%11

1 1 11
t

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 Dl DI ii 1 I I 3 I I

11 TWO CR MORE
5

ROW%1 33.33%1 0.0 zI 0.0 33.33%1 33.33%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 1.14%1 0.0 xl 0.0 Xl 0.24%1 2.00%11 0.51%11

. 1 11 11

II NO RESPONSE NI 47 I 14 I 1 I no I 28 II 340 II

II nowl 13.82%1 4.12x1 0.29I 73.53%1 8.24%11 100.00%11

II COL%1 53.41%1 41.16x1 ioo.00xl 59.38%1 56.00%11 57.24%'ll

IL 1

- c

11 I 1 1 I 1 I 1 II

II TOTAL NI 88 I 34 I
1 I 421 I

SO II 594 II

II ROW%I 14.81%1 s.72xI 0.17x1 70.eox1 8.42%II 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 ioo.00zl ioo.00xl 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I I I I 1 II II

CHI-SQUAREc 36.8605

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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IP

XP

TABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY

PRACTICE EXERINCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II

I 14 A

1 1 I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 22 I 4 I 1 I 148 I 20 11 195 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROWZI 11.28%1 2.05Z1 0..51%1 75.90XL 10.26%11 100.00%11

I I COLZI 31.43%1 21.05Z1 33.33%1 33.18%1 35.71%11 32.83%11

II I I I I I II II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 2 I 31 o I 19 I 3 II 27 II

II OF PATIENT ROWZI 7.41%1 11.11xI 0.0 %I 70.37%1 11.11%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 2.86%1 15.79Z1 0.0 XI 4.267.1 5.36%11 4.55%11

II I I I I I 11

llII RESPONSIG E FOR NI 7 I 1 o I 17 1 4 II 29

11 ONE PATIEPT ROWXI 24.14%1 3.4XI 0.0 ZI 58.62%1 13.79%11 100.00XII

I I COLZI 10.00%1 5.26X1 0,0 %I 3.81%1 7.14X/I 4.88ZII

I I I I I I I I I I I

II RESPONS LE FOR NI 2 1 1 I 0 I 0 1 1 II 4 II

II TWO 0 MORE ROW%I 50.00%1 25.00XI 0.0 Z1 0.0 Z1 25.00%11 100.00%11

I I COW 2.86%1 5.26XI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 1.79%11 0.67%11

II I I I I I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 37 I 10 I 2 I 262 1 '28 II 339 II

If RciaI 10.91%1. 2.95X1 0.59%1 77.29%1 8.26%11 100.00%14

I I COL%I 52.86%1 52.63X1 66.67%1 58.74%1 50.00%11 574741

II
dr

I I I I I II II

II I I I , . I - I I I I I

t
II TOTAL NI 70 I 19 I , 3 I 446 I 56 II 594 11

11 ROWZI 11.78%1 3.20x1 0.51%1 75.08Z1 9.43%11 100.00%11

II COLZI 100.00%1 loo.00xl 100.00%1 100.00%r 100.00XII 100.00%11 '

II I I I I 8" I II II

rzo

CH/-SQUAREm 28.5600

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

FACIAL TRAUMA FROM ACCIDENTS

UO T EXPERIENC

RAC ICE EXPERIOCE

1 TREATM I TREATM I I NO I

OFF C 0 T * 1.1

NO I I I I

I I

II SEEN PRESENTA-

1

NI 86 I 17 I 7 I 27 I

I I

9 II

I I

146 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 58:90%1 11.64% 4.79?.I 18.49%1 6.16%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 23.56%1 27.42/.I 41.18% 23.28%1 26.47%11 24.58%11

I I I I I I I I

11
II HELPED TREATMENT NI 47 I 7 1 8 I 4 11 \67

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 7(7.157.1 10.4SXI 1.49ZI 11.94%1 5.97%11 100.00%1I

I I ° COL%I 12.88%1 ii.aozI 5.887. 6.90%1 11.76%11 11.28%11

I I I I I I I I

II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 38 I 4 1 , 7 I o I I IIso

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 76.007.1 8.00XI 2.00XI 14.00%1 0.0 7.1I 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 10.41%1 6.45% 5.88/.I 6.03%1 0.0 7.1I 8.42%11

I I I I I I I 11

I:
II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 14 I 2 1 2 I 2 II 11

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 66.67%1 9.52% 4.76/.I 9.52%1 9.52%11 100.00%11

I I couxI 3.84%1 3.23% 5.88% 1.72%1 5.88%11 3.54%11

I I
I I

I I I I

II NO RESPONSE NI 183 I 32 I 7 72 I 19 II 310 II

II WIWI 58.06%1 10.32% 2.26% 23.23%1 6.23%11 100.00%11

II COW 49.32%1 !1.61Z1 41.18% 62.07%1 55.80%11 52.19%11

I I I I I I I II 11

I I
x

I I I I I I I I I

II TOTAL ° NI 365 I 62 I 17 I 116 I 34 II 594 II

I I
ROW%I 61.457.1 lfl.44XI 2.C6XI 19.53%1 5.72%II 100.00%11

II COW 100.00%1 loo.00xl loo.00xl 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I I I I I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 16.6376

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

MULTIPLY-HANDICAPPED

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO 11 ii

H P A F TA I TA

II I 1 I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 50 I 14 I 0 I 90 I 10 II 164 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 30.49XI 8.54%1 0.0 zl 54.68XI 6.10%11 100.00%11

COL%I 31.06XI 29.17XI 0.0 xl 27.27XI 18.87%11 27.61%11

I I I I I II II

"II HELPED TREATMENT NI 8 I 3 I 0 I 19 I a II 32 II
i

II OF PATIENT ROWXI 25.00XI 9.3871 0.0 %I 59.3SxI 6,257.11 100.00%11

I I C01.7.1 4.97XI 6.25%1 0.0 Xi 5976% 3.777.11 . 5.39%11

II I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 19 I 7 I 0 I 28 I 9 I I 63 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW71 30.l6xI 11.11%1 -0.0 xl 44.4XI 14.29%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 11.80XI 14.58%1 0.0 %i 8.46XI 16.98%11 10.61%11

II I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 10 I 41 0 I 6

II 1140 OR MORE 412WXI 45.4sxI 18.18%1 0.0 XI 27.27xI 9.09%11 100.00%11

11 COLXI 6.21xI 8.33%1 0.0,XI 1.62xI 3.77%11 3.70%11

I I I I I I I II 11

II NO RESPONSE NI 74 I 20 I , 2 I 187 I 30 II 313 LI

II ROW%I 23.64z1 6.39%1 0.64X1 59.74x1 9.58%11 100.00%114

II COL%I 45.")6X1 41.67%1 100.00%1 56.67x1 56.60%11 52.69%11

II I I

II
II

2 II 22 II

. . . . .
I I I I I I I I I I I

II TOTAL NI 161 I 48 I 2 I 330 I 53 II 594 II

11 ROW%I 27.10ZI 13.08z1 0.347.1 55.SoxI 8.92%11 loo.00zli

11 cum 100.00xI loo.00m loo.00zl 100.00xI loo.00zll loo.c0. -1-1\

II I I I I I II II\

. r c n c n c

CHI-SQUAREm 21.1467

(NOTE1 EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

1 ,S
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

c-

TNE NOME-BOUND PATIENT

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

S UOFNT F PFRIEN

TREATM 1 TREATM I I

OFFICE HO P R F ED

NO I

NTA

ND I I

e p NS

I I

Ti

I I 1 1
I I I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 2,11-1\ 6 1 2 I 237 I 16 11 288 11

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 14.897.1 3. xf o.53X1 72.B7xI 8.51%11 100.00%11

.__ COWI 32.56%1 33. 3%1 ioo.00xl 31.64X 28.57X11 31.65%11

II 14 I I I I I II 11

11 HELPED TREATMENT NI a I 1 I o I 6 I 0 11 9 II

II OF PATIENT Rawl 22.22X1 1141%1 0.0 xl 66.67% 0.0 %II 100.00%11

II COL%1 2.33XI 5.4.)6%1 0.0 xl 1.39X1 0.0 %II 1.52%11

I I
1 I 1 I

.

1,1 I I

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR 4' NI 1 I I
0 I 8 I 4 II 13 II

II ONE PATIENT R010 7.69% 8.11\%1 0.0 xl 61.54x1 30.77%11 100.00%11

11 CCIL%1 1.16x1 0.0 %I 0.0 xl i.esxI 7.14%11 2.19%11

11 1 I I I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 I 1 I o I s I 2 II 8 I I

II TWO OR MORE ROWI 0.0 xl 12.50%1 0.0 xl 62.s0xI 25.00%11 100.00%11

II COL4 0.0 xl 5.56%1 0.0 xl 1.15x1 3.57%11 1.35%11

I I
I I I I I I I I I

II NO RESPOPSE NI SS I 10 I 0 I 277 I 34 11 376 11

11 P014x1 14.63x1 2.66%1 0.0 XI 73.7xI 94441 100.00%11

11 CoLX1 63.95x S5.56%1 0.0 xl 63.97xl 60,71%11 63.30%11

1 I 1
I I II

I I
I I I I

It TOTAL NI 86 I 18 I 1 I 433 I 56 11 594 11

PoN%1 14.43x1 3.03%1 0.177.1 72.90% 9.43%I1 100.00%11

II C1L%1 iQo.0ozI 100.00%1 100.00%1 ioO.00XI 100.00%11 100.00%11

11

cc ccm-coccr.--ccc--= ............

CHI-SQUARE= 18.8608

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 17 (contintied)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED wIyH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

j THE NURSING-HOME PATIENT

_PPACTICE_EXPEPIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO 1 NO II II

clo T A R PON

II I I I 1 I I) _,11

II S N PRESENTA- NI 49 17 I 0 89 1 12 11 167'11

II TI 1OF PATIENT ROWI 29.34'.I 10.18%1 0.0 ZI 53.29%I 7.19%11 100.00'41

41
,

COL%I 26.63XI 28.33%1 0.0 xl 29.47%1 29.27%:: 28.11%11

1 1 1 11

4,1 HELPED TREATMENT NI 4 I 6 I 1 I 18 1 0 II 29 11

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 13.79ZI 20.69%1 3.45% 62.07% I 0.0 %II 100.00%11

1 1 COLW 2.17Z1 10.00%1 14.29'/.I S.96%I 0.0 %II 4.887.11

I I - 1 I 1 I 1 II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 13 I 3 I 0 I 9 I 4'1) Zt II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 44.83Y.I 10.34%1 0.0 xl 31.03%) 13.79x11 100.00x11

cw1 7.07Xl S.00%1 0.0 Xl 2.98%1 9.76%11 4.08%11
1 1

11 1 1 I 1 1 I I 1

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 I S I. 0 I 8 I 0 II 16 II

11 TWO OR MORE ROWZI 1e.75Z1 31.25%1 0.0 XI 50.00%1 0.0 %1I 100.00/11

11 COL%1 1.63Z1 8.33%1 0.0 xl 2.654 0.0 %11 2.69%11

1 1 1 11 11

II ND RESPONSE
.

NI 11.5 29 I 6 17a 1 gs 11 353 11
11

11 Rowl 32.58ZI 8.22%1 1.7OXI 50.42%1 7.08%11 100.00%11

I I COIZI 62.1507. 48.337.1 85.71XI 58.94x1 60.m11 59.437.11

11 1 1 1 11 11

11 1

II TOTAL NI 184 I 60 1 7 I 302 I 41 11 594 II

I I 11
(1.

1

11 Rowl 30.90X1 10.10%1 1.181 50.84%l 6.90%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.0OY.I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

11 e.1 1 1 1 11 II

0

CHI-SQUARE= 30.2037

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN S HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 17 '( continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

STU EN XE.

CLEFT PALATE (AND CLEFT LIP)

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE '

I TREATM I TREATM I

F C H A

I

R F RR

NO I NO II

N

11

I I I 1 I I I I I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 82 I 16 I 3 I 95 I. 16 II 212 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 38.68%1 7.55% 1.42?.I 44.81%1 7.55%11 100.00211.

II \ COW 35.34%1 36.36X1 37.5bXI 4.93%1 42.11%11 35.69%11

II I I
I II -II

II HELPED.TREATMEHT NI 17 I 4 I 0 I 1 I I 47 II

II OF PATIENT ROHM 36.17%1 8.51?.I 0.0 XI 5 .19%1 2.13%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 7.33%1 9.00XI 0.0 XI 9.19%1 2.63211 7.91%11

I I
1 1 I I I II II

II RESPONSI&.E FOR NI 22 I 2 1 0 I 15 I 2 II 41 II

II ONE PAT/ENT ROW 53.66%1 4.00XI 0.0 % . 36.5*.I 4.88%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 9.48%1 4.55XI 0.0 XI 5.51%1 5.26%11 6.90%11

I I
I 1 I

1 II 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 I 3 I 1 I 2 I 0 I I. 9 1 I

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 33.33%1 33.33%1 11.11%1 22.22%1 0.0 XII 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 1.29%1 6.82%1 12.50 0.74%1 0.0 %II 1.52%11

I I
1 1 1 1 11 II

II NO RESPONSE NI 108 I 19 I 4 I 135 1 19 II' 285 II

11 ROW%I 37.09%1 6.67%1 1.4ozI 47.37%1 6.67%11 100.(10%11

11 coux1 46.ss%1 43.18%1 50.00% 49.63fl 50.00%11 47.98%11

II 1 1 1 I 1 II' 11

c c c c-cc ccmcoccuccccoccccmcmccnc

I I
I I I I I Ir II

II TOTAL NI 232 I 44 I 8 I 272 I 38 II .594 II

II ROW%1 39.06%1 7.41%1 1.3SZI 45.7921 6.40%11 100.c:to:NI

11 COW 100.1)0%1 100.00%1 iOo.00XI 100.00%1 10040%11 100.00%11

11 1 1 1 I 1 II 11

c cmcccccocccdcuccnc

CHI-SQUAREC 24.0508

(HOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE OAICULATION)



(

TABLE 17(eontinued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

OTHER CRANIOFACIAL ANOMALIES
It

r-

111 NT EXPE Nr

rR-------SIXES1-1-11.---F.-1PRW:

I TREATM REATH I I NO I na 11

FFIC REFEPREDISPINTACTIRVPDN5F11

11

_2TOTAL_IL

11 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 32. 16 I
2 I 130 I 22 II 202 II

11 TION OF PATIENT ROW%1 15.04% 7.92X1 0.99%1 64.36%1 10.69XII 100.00%11

I I CGLXI 39.02% 48.48X1 40.00%1 g31.25%1 37.93%11 34.01%11

I I

AI HELPED TREATMENT NI 4 I o I 10 I 1 II la 11

II OF PATIENT ROW 16.67% 22.22'.l 0.0 xl 95.56X1 5.567.11 100.00%11

II COL%I 3.66% 12.12XI 0.0 xl 2.40%1 1.72%11 3.53%11

I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 4 0 I 11 I 3 II 19 11

11 ONE PATIENT ROW 21.05% S.2oxI 0.0 % ,57.09XI 15.797.11 100.00XII

COW 4.00% 3.03Z1 0.0 xl 2.64%1 5.17%11/ 3.20%11

1 11 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR . NI o I 0 I 3 1 1 II 6 IJ

II TWO CP MORE PoW;(1 33.33% 0.0 xl o.o xl o.00xI 16.67%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 2.44% 0.0 xl 0.0 xl 0.72%1 1.72%11 1.01%11

I I
11 1r

11 NO REsPONSE NI 41 I le I 3 I 262 I 31 11 349 II

OCWXI 11.75% 3.'Xl o.00xl 75.07%) 0.00%11 10000%11

II COW 50.00XI 36.36% 6O.00XI 62.90%1 53.45%II 50.75%11

II 1 I I I I Il II

II TOTAL NI 02 I 33 I 4%)1 ( 50 11 594 11

11 pouxI 13.00xI 5.562 0.3'.i 70.0'3.1 9.76%11) 100.00%11

11 cov.1 loo.00xI loo.ov. l ioo.00xl loo.00z1 100.00x11 1oo.001

11 1 1 I I 1 , 11 11

^ "^ ^^ ^ 0""0"0""0"""00T00000000000000000000,

CHI-SGUAPEc 24.1093
0

(NOTE:, EXPECTED CELL FREGUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE SEEN USED IN THE CHI-SGUAPE CALCULATION)

°I4
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

SPINA BIFIDA

,

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I NO I NO II II

STUDENT EXPERIENCE 1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREOI CONTACTARESPONSEI1 TOTAL II

II I I I I II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 10 I 5 I 0 I 164 I 16 11 195 If

II TION OF PATIENT ROWXI 5.13%1 2.56%1 0.0 % l 84.10XIg 8.21%11 100.00Xi1

II a

COW 26.32%1 0.0 % 33.47%1 0.19%11 32.8341

1 1 I I I II II

j 1

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 0 I 1 I 0 I 5 I 0'11 6 II

II OF PATIENT ROW 0.0 XL 16.67Zl 0.0 xl 83.33%1 0.0 %11 100.00%11

II COW 0.0 xl 7.69x1 0.0 xl 1.02%1 0.0 %II 1.01%11

II I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 5 I 1 I 0 I 7 I 3 II 16 II

II ONE PATIENT ROWXI 31.25x1 6.25x1 0.0 xl 43.75%1 18.75%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 13.16q 7.69x1 0.0 xl 1.434 5.66%11 2.AXII

II I I I I I . II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 1 0 1 1 0 II

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 0.0 xl 0.0 xl 0.0 X l 0.0 XI (1.0 XII 0.0 XII

II COLXI 0.0 xl 0.0 % 0.0 xl 0.0 XI 0.0 XII 0.0 %II

II . I I I I I II II"

II NO RESPONSE NI 23 I 6 I 0 I 314 I 34 II 377 II

II ROWX1 6.lOxl 1.59x1 0.0 xl 83.29%1 9.02%11 100.00%11

II COLXI 60.53x1 46.15% 0.0 xl 64.08%1 64.15%11 63.47%11

II I I I I II II

4
11

_

1 I I I 1 11 II.

II TOTAL NI 38 I 13 I 0 I 490 I
53 II 594 II

II ROWXI 6.40%1 2.19xI 0.0 xl 82.49%1 8.92%11 100.00%11

11 COL%I 100.00%1 ioo.00xl 0.0 xl 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I 'I 1 I I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 29.4525

(NOTE: EXPECTED ,CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

19u
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$ UDENT XPER E

11

.:;:.TABLE 17 (continued)
rs.7

1.

STUDEKEXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS
,,

COMPARED' WITH

PR4CTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976.GRADUATES

THALIDOMIDE

PRACTICE EXPERZENCE

I TREATM. I TREATM 1 I No I NO II II

4119

H P TA

11, SEEN PRESENTA- NI

II TION OF PATIENT WWI
II GOLXI

11 sip,. 1

II HELPED TREATMENT NI

II OF PATIENT ,:f/013W%1

II COL%I
II

1

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI

II ONE PktIENT .ROW%1

11 coLx1

1 1 1

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I

II COL%I

II I

II NO RESPONSE NI

11 ROW
II COL%I

II
1

II
I

II TOTAL NI

II ROW%I

II COL%I

II
I

14

7 I 3 1 1 I 17,1. I 20 11 ;02 11
3.47Z1 1.49%1 0.50%1 84.657.1 9.90%11 100.00%11

50.00ZI 60.00%1 50.00%1 33.14%1 3s.00x11 34.01x11

I I 1 I 11 II

0 I 0 I o 1 s 1 0 11 5 11

0.0 % I 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 100.00%1 0.0 %II 100.00%,11

0.0 % I 00 XI 0.0 %I 0.97%1 0.0 %II 0.84%11

I I I 1 11 II

0 I 0 I R 1 1 I o II 1 II

0.0 % I 0.0 XJ 0.0 xl loo.osx1 0., x11 A00,00xI1

0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.19%1 0.0 %If 0.17%I1
I I 1 1 II I t

0 0 I o 1 i 1 0 11 i 11
0.0 XI 0.0 xl 0.0 %I 100.00%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11
0.0 xl 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.19%1 0.0 %II 0.17XII

I I I I II II

7 I 2 I 1 I 338 I 37 II 384 II
1.82XI 0.52%1 0.26%1 87.79%1 9.61%11 100.00%11

so.00xI 40.00%1 50.00%1 65.504 64.91%11 64.81%11

I 1 1 1 II II

T

I I I II II

24 5 I 2 1 sib I 57 II 594 II
2.36%1 0.84%1 0.34%1 861047%1 9.60%11 200.00%11

100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

I I I

,i
II II

CHI-SQUARE= 4.4434
(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS 1HAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

o-
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TABLE 17(Continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

Q

ENC

1976 GRADUATES

DIABETES

PRACTICE

PI 'III TREATM

A

NO I NO II

II
I I 1 I 1 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI '. 89 I 6 1
o. 1 4 1 6 11 105 II

11 TION OF FATIENT ROW 84.76%1 5.717.1 0.0 %I 3.817.1 5.71%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 17.287.1 18.75%1 0.0 %I 16.00%1 28.57%11 17.68%11

II I I I I I II II

II HELPED TREATMEMT NI 21 .1 0 I o I 1 I o II 22 II

II OF PATIENT A 95.45%1 0.0 %I 0.0 7.1 4.557.1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

C 4.08%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 4.00%1 0.0 %II 3.70%11

I 1
I I I I I I

)1 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 114 I 8 1 o
A

1 s I 4 II 131 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 87.027.1 6427.1 0.0 %I 3.82%1 3.05%11 100.00%11

1COL%1 22.147.1 25:607.1 0.0 a 20.00%1 19.057.11 22.05%11

II I I I 1 . 11 11

.11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 48 1 4 1 o o 1 ill 53 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 90.577.1 7.557.1 0.0 7. 0.0 Z1 1.89%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 9.32%1 12.50%1 0.0 Xl 0.0 %I 4.76%11 8.927.11

II
I

II NO RESPONGE NI 243 I 14 I 1 15 1 10 II 283 II

II ROW%I 85.877.1 4.95%1 0.357. .5.30%1 3.53%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 47.18%1 43.75%1 100.00XI 60.00%1 47.627.11 47.64%11

II I 1
1 1 1 I

II I I I I I II II

II TOTAL NI 515 I 32 I 1 I 25 I 21 II 594 II

R0147.1 86.70%1 5.39%1 0.17%1 4.21%1 3.547.11 100.00%11

11 COL%1 100.007.1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.007.1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I I 1 1tP I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 9.1541

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH .HANOICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

HEMOPHILIA
1.

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II I I

I I I 1 I I I II II

23III SEEN PRESENTA- NI 33 133 I 23 II 223, 11

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 14.93%1 10.41% .07%1 60.18%1 10.41%11 100.00%11

II COW 35.11%1 42.59% 37.50%1 35.56XI 47.92%11 37.21%11

I I I 1 I I I I I I II

II HELPED TREATMENT 27 IINI 5 I 3 1 I 1/ I 1 II

II OF PATIENT ROW%1 18.52%1 11.11 3.70%1 62.9 XI 3.70%11 100.00%11

I I
COW 5.32%1 506% 4:174 4.5 %I 2.08%11 4.55%11

I I 1 I
,

1 II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 1 3 I 0 I iQ 1 0 II U, ii

II ONE PATIENT ROHM 18.75%1 18.7SXI 0.0 XI 62.5071 0.0 XII 100.00%11

I I
COW 3.19%1 5.56XI 0.0 XI 2.67%1 0.0 %11 2.69%11

I I I 1 I I I 11 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI - 0 I 1 I o I 2 I 0 II 3 11

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 0.0 XI 33.33XI 0.0 XI 66.67%1 0.0 XII 100.00a1

11 COL%1 0.0 %I i.85X1 0.0 X I 0.53%1 0.0 XII 0.51%11

.11
o

1 1 I I 11 11

1r NO RESPONSE NI 53 I 24 I 14 I 212 I 24 II 327 II

II ROWXI 16.21%1 7.34X1 4.20X1 64.83%1 7.34%11 100.00%11

I I
COW 56.38%1 44.44XI 58.33ZI 56.68%1 50.00%11 55.05%11

II I 1 I I 1 II II

II I 1 I I

,
1 II 11

II TOTAL ' NI 94 I 54 I 24 I 374 I 48 II 594 II

I I . , ROW 15.82%1 9.09%1 4.04X1 62.96%1 cs.oull loo.oull

II cm! 100.00z1 loo.00m loo.00zI loo.ow loo.owl loo.omi

11 . I I .1 I I II 11

c -

CHI-SQUAREc 11.2150

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES oy LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

193
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TABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HAND/CAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

2976 GRADUATES

CARDIOPULMONARY DISEASE

ST ENT XPER NC

I TREATM I TREATM 1

FF P T

1

F R I

NO I

NTA

NO 1

P N A

1 1 1 1 1 11

11 SEEN.PRESENTA- NI 75 1 10 1 1 I 29 1 4 1 209 11

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%1 68.827.1 9.17%1 0.92%1 27.43%1 3.677.1 100.00%11

II COL%I 26.42%1 27.03%1 200.007.1 26.03%1 25.387.1 28.35%11

II
11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 25 I 31 ' 0 I 2 1 2 1 32 11

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 78.13%1 9.38%1 0.0 7.1 6.25%1 6.25%1 200.00%11

COW 5.477.1 8.12%1 0.0 XI 2.74%1 7.69%1 5.39%11

11
1

1 1 Ii

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 77 I
11 I

6 1 96 11

II ONE PATIENT ROWI 80.22%1 5.227. 0.0 XI 8.33%1 6.257.1 200.00%11

II COL%I 26.85%1 23.527. 0.0 7.1 20.967.1 23.08%1 16.26%11

I 1

11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 47 I .4 0. 2 I 2 1 53 11

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 88.68%1 7.55% 0.0 XI 2.89%1 2.89%1 200.00%11

COL%I 20.287.1 10.82% 0.0 XI 2.37%1 3.85%1 8.9;01

II
1

1 11

II NO RESPONSE NI 233 I 25 DI 43 1 23 1 304 11

11 ROW%1 76.647.1. 4.937. 0.0 7.1 24.24%1 4.28%1 200.00%11

I I
COL%I 50.98%1 40.547. 0.0 XI 58.90%1 50.00%1 52.18%11

I I

1 1 11

c occ----,-0--paccccaccaporlm

11 1

I I I 1 11 11

II TOTAL NI 457 1 37 I 1 I 73 1 26 II 594 fl

II ROW%I 76.94%1 6.23X1 0.17Z1 22.297.1 4.38%11 200.00%11

I1 COL%I 200.00%1 100.00XI 100.00ZI loo.ow ioo.oull ioo.00xII

II I I I I .1 II II

CH/-SQUAREc (-21-rro.754

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE sEgN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

194
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANOICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

ASTHMA

1,0 T X

PPACTICEEXPERIEI10E

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I

4,

no ii II

I I I II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 84 I 6 I 01 10 I 6 II 106 11

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 79.257. 5.667.I 0.0 XI 9.43Zl 5.667.11 100.00%11

I I COW 17.917. 18.75%1 0.0 Xl 14.29Xl 26.09%11 17.857.11

I I I I I I I II II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 19 I 3 I 0 I 3 I 2 II 27 II

II OF PATIENT ROW" 70.377. 11.117,1 0.0 XI 11.117. 7.41%11 100.00%11

II COW 4.OSXI 9.387.1 0.0 Y.I 4.297. 8.707.11 4.557.11

II I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 99 I 6 I 01 7 I 2 II 114 II

II ONE PATIENT ROMP 86.847. 5.264 ^0.0 7.l 6.147. 1.757.11 100.007.11

II COW 21.117. 18.75%i 0.0 '41 io.00zI 8.707.11 19.19%11

I I I I I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 30 2 I 0 2 1 II 3 ll

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 85.717. 5.717.1 0.0 xl s.lizI 2.86%11 100.007.11

II COLXI 6.407. 6.25%1 0.0 xl 2.867. 4.357.11 5.89%11

II I I I I I II II

NO RESPONSE NI 237 I 15 I 0 I 48 I 12 II 312 II

I I ROW 75.967. 4.817.1 0.0 Xl 15.387. 3.857.II 100.007.11

I I cow 50.537. 46.887,1 0.0 XI 68.577. 52.177.II 52.537.11

I I I I 1 1

CO000110CMCCO=0000000 OCCOCUCCOMCCOCCOMOCCOCCCOCOM CCCOCCOCCOCOCCCMCCCMCOCCMCCOM

I I I I I I I I I

HI 469 I 32 I 0 I 70 I 23 II 594 II

ROW%I 78.967.1 5.397.I 0.0 ;I 11.787.1 3.877.II 100.00XII

COW 100.00%1 100.007.1 0.0 7. 100.00%1 100.007.11 100.007.11

I I I I I I I I I

a

CHI-SQUAREm 14.8452

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 17(continued)

4
STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

ATHEROSCLEROSIS

JI 41 NT )(p

I TREATM I TREATM I

Ho-P

I

F P i

No I

iT
NO

R P 64.

I I

I I I I I I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 67 I 8 I o I 53 I 17 I 145 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 46.21X1 5.52%1 0.0 XI 36.55%1 11.72% 1 100.00xII

I I COL%I 21 54%1 26.67%1 0.0 %I 26.37%1 32.694 24.41%11

I I I I I I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 2 I 0 I 0 I a I 1 1 2011

11 OF PATIENT ROW%I 55.00%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 40.00%1 s.abx I 10o.00xII

II

II

au!
I

3:59x1

I

04 xl

I

0.0 XI

I

3.98xI

I

1.92X I 3.37XII

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 38 I 6 I 0 I 15 I 6 I 65 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 58.46%1 9.23%1 0.0 7.1 23.081 9.23% I 10o.o0XII

II COL%I 12.22%1 20.00%4 0.0 XI 7.46%1 11.54% I 10.94xII

.11 ' I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 15 I 2 I 0 I 2 1 1 I 2011

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 75.00%1 10.00%1 0.0 %I 10.00%1 5.00X I loo.00xII

II COW 4.82x1 6.67%1 0.0 XI 1.00%1 1.92% I 3.37%11

II
0

I I
i 1

1 1 1 II

II NO RESPONSE NI 180 I 14 I 0 I 123 I 27 1 344 II

II ROW%1 52.33%1 4.07%1 0.0 41 35.76%1 7.85% I 100.00%11

I I COL%I 57.88%1 46.67%1 0.0 ZI 61.19%1 51.92% I 57.91XII

Ii I I I I I

accconcoaccommoccommonoccutoococccocucconoccoormacmpoommuccomccoutaccmarmanamcaric

II I I I I I I I I I

II TOTAL 141 311 I 30 I o I 201 I 52 II 594 II

II ROW4I 52.36XI 5.052'1 0.0 41 33.84;11 8.75M11 100.00X11

II coLxI 100.00xI Ioo.00XI 0.0 XI loo.00xI loo.00XII 100.00XII

II I I I I I II II

ancocciatioccceoccocaouccoaccuucuocoormococconoccoopacconcopourloccoammormactocccuon000

CHI-SQUARED 17.3831

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LEGS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

1 96
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TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUAtION

_ATAIELEaug( tnE
I I

II SEEN PRESENTA-

II TION OF PATIENT

II

II

II HELPED TREATMENT

II OF PATIENT

I I

I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR

II ONE PATIE,Nr.

II

( 11

.,

. ..4

II RESPONSIBL FOR

II TWO OR MORE

I I

I I

II NO RESPONSE

11

II

pocanuccormoamoccommccomaconcacoaccmcommanconcaccanlacconcaancaccacoacconnonormocc

1976 GRADUATES

EMPHYSEMA

..-----P._.Sfarg.Lkg-VLRMC.L.--------F.A)
I TREATM I TREATM

I oFFICkIMITAILLUE
I I NO I

R kER-011-04-2-----E-klial
I I I

14 I 0 I 62 I

7.91%1 0.0 %I 35.03%1

35.9071 0.0 %I 30.54%1

I I I

3 I o I 5 I

15.0071 0.0 XI 25.0071

7.6971 0.0 XI 2.4671

I° I I

2 I 0 I a I

NO II II

I I I I

14 II 177 II

7.91%II 100.00%11

35.90711 29.80711

II II

2 I I 20 II

10.00711 100.00711

5.13711 3.37711

I I I I
2 I I 42 II

I I

NI 87 I

ROW 49.15%I
COW 27.8071

I I

NI 10 I

ROWI 50.0071

COW 113.19%I

I I

NI 30 I

ROW2I 71.4371 4.767.1 0.0 %I 19.0571 4.76711 100.00711

COW 9.5871 5.13%I 0.0 %I 3.94XI 5.13711 7.07711

I I I I I I i I I

NI S I 1 I .0 I 2 I 1 II 9 II

ROW SS.56%I 11.1171 0.0 %I 22.2271 11.1170 100.00%1I

COLA 1.6071 2.56%I 0.0 XI 0.9971 2.56711 1.52711

I

1/4*

I I I I I I I

NI 181 I 19 I 0 I 126 I 20 II 346 II

ROW 52.3171 5.4971 0.0 %I 36.4271 5.78711 100.00711

COLZI 57.8371 48.7271 0.0 71 62.0771 51.28711 58.25711

I I I. I I II II

I I I I I I I I I I I

II TOTAL NI 313 I 39 I 0 I 203 I 39 II 594 II

II R0147I 52.6971 6.5771 0.0 MI 34.18%1 6.57711 100.00711

II COW 100.0071 100.00gI 0.0 gI loo.aonI loo.ovII 10040711
II I I I 1 I I I I 1

mancocccoboLlamammumuccoccmcomp====camcanaccumnacac----ccacttmannuammarincuccocca

CHI-SQUARED 12.9134

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN S HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERiENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

CYSTIC FIBROSIS

XP 1

I TREATM I TREATM I

iF

I NO I

4

NO I

-P044

II

-

II
I I

11 SEEN PRESENTA- NI a 1 6 I 1 1 172 I 16 I 203 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 3.947.1 2.967.1 0.497.1 84.73%1 7.887.1 100.00%11

II COL7.I 33.337.1 42.867.1 100.00%1 34.26%1 30.197.1 34.18XII

II I 1 I I I I 11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 0 I 0 I 0 1 6 I 0 I 6 II

' II OF RATIENT ROW%I 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.0 %I 100.007.1 0.0 71 100.00%11

II =A 0.0 xI 0.0 XI 0.0 xI 1.2071 0.0 zI 1.01%11

II I I I I I I II
II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 1 0 I 0 1 2 I 1 1 4 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 25.007.1 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 50.00%1 25.00%1 100.00%11

I I COW 4.177.1 0.0 XI 0.0 xI o.40zI 1.89%1 0.67%11

H I I I I I I II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 I 0 I 0 1 1 1 0 I 1 II

II TWO CR MORE ROW%I 0.0 XI 0.0 Xl 0.0 xI loo.00xl 0.0 xl 00.00%11

II 2m.x1 .1).0 71 0.0 XI o.o zI 0.20z1 o.o xl 0.17%11

II I I I I I I I I

II NO RESPONSE NI 15 I 8 I o I 321 I 36 I 380 II

II ROW%1 3.957.1 21117.1 0.0 XI 84.47%1 9.47%1 100.00%11

I I
COW 62.507.1 57.14%1 0.0 %I 63.94%1 67.92%1 83.97x11

I I I I 1 I 1 I I I

II

II TOTAL

I I

II

II

..... CCOOOLICMUCtlaaaaaaaCaC0==0'^-
I

.
I 1

NI 24 I 14 I

4 ROW%I 4.047.1 2.36%1

COL%I 100.00%1 100.007.1

I I 1

OLICa^aaaaaaal=a0300M^=01==== . a

I I I I I I

1 I 502 I 53 II 594 II

0.17%1 84.51%1 8.927.11 100.007.11

100.00%1 100.00%1 100.007.11 100.00%11

1 1 I I I I

c-a-m-mcooacaccaccacc,-.-acacucaaaa-cacaaacccaacca^.-cacaaaaam^--"',^c-c.--"--,-

CHI-SQUARED 10.1641

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 17 (continued)

s).
STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACfICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

2976 GRADUATES

ALLERGIC REACTION

XP

(Ls.
(s_renras

1 TREATM I TREATM I I

H P A

NO I NO li

T T P

11 I 1 I II 11

11 SEEN PRESENTA- NI 62 I 5 I 2 I 31 I 12 II III 11

11 TION OF PATIENT ROW 54.8621 4.5021 0.9021 27.9321 20.81211 200.00%11

11 COW 16.4021 29.2321 9.09%1 21.6821 33.33%11 18469%11

11 1 I 1 I 11 I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 27 I 3 I 0 I 4 I 0 II 24 11

11 OF PATIENT ROW 70.83%1 22.5021 0.0 7.1 26.67%1 0.0 211 200.00%11

11 MAXI 4.5021 22.54%1 0.0 21 2.80%1 0.0 %II 4.04%11

11 1 1 I I 1 , II

II11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 62 1 3 I 2 1 14 I 3 II 84

11 ONE PATIENT ROW* 73.8221 3.5721 2.3821 26.67%1 3.57211 200.00%11

11 COL21 16.4021 11.5421 28.28%1 9.7921 8.33211 24.24211

11 1 I 1 1 I 11 11

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 38 1 3 I 2 1 9 I 2 II 54 II

11 TWO OR MORE ROW 70.3721 5.5621 3.70%1 26.6721 3.70211 200.00%11

11 COW 20.0521 21.5421 28.28%1 6.29%1 5.56211 9.09%11

11 1 1 1 I 1 11 11

11 HO RESPONSE HI 199 1 12 I 6 1 as 1 1§ 11 321 11

11 ROW! 61.99%1 3.74%1 2.87%1 26.4821 5.92211 100.00%11

II COL%1 52.6521 46.1521 54.021 59.4421 52.78211 54.04211

11 1 1 I ' I I II II

ccccoccoccc c--c c- -c-c m - -cccc cm= cocoa= ccc

I I . I I I I I I I I I

11 TOTAL NI 378 1 26 I 21 I 143 I 36 II 594 II

II ROW21 63.64%1 4.38%1 1.85X1 24.07%1 6.06%11 200.00211

II COW 200.0021 100.0021 200.0021 100.0021 100.00211 200.00211

I I 1 1 I 1 II 11

COCCCCC C C

CUL-5QUARE:1 21-S696

(NOTE: EXPECTEO,CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN'S HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

AUTISM

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I. NO I NO

T j I T XP R N P A P i iN T

I I
TA

I I
I I 1 I . I. I I II

II SEEN PRESENTA-* NI 12 I 5 I 0 1 158 I 19 II 194 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 6.19%1 2.58%1 0.0 %I 81.44%1 9.7941 100.00X11

I I
COL%I 40.00%1 33.33%1 0.0 XI 31.987.1 35.19%11 32.66%11

I I " I I I I I I I

12 II
II HELPED TREATMENT NI ,01 I 2 I 0 I 9,1 0 I I

II OF PATIENT ROW%1 8.33%1 16.677.1 0.0 71 75.00%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

I I
COW 3.33%1 13,33%1 6.0 71 1.82X1 0.0 %II 2.02%11

I I
I I I I 1 1 I 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI o I o I o I 6 1 2 II 6 il

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 75.007.r 25.00%11 100.00%11

I 1
COW 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.0 XI 1.217.1 3.70%11 1.35XI1

II I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 I o I q I 3 I o I I 3 I I

II TWO OR MORE ROWZI z0.0 ZI 0.0 %) 0.0 71 100.00%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 0.0 71 0.0 XI 0.0 %I 0.61XI 0.0 711 0.51%II

I I
I I I I I I I I 1

II NO RESPONSE NI 17 I es I 1 I 328 I 33 II 377 II

11 ROW%1 4.517.1 2.12%1 0.27%1 84.357.1 15.75ZI1 100.007.11

II COL%I 56.67%1 53.33%1 100.00%1 64.37%1 61.117.11 63.477.1i

I I
I I I I I I 1 I I

cccuccoccoccucccacar-ncccucc c.-^cocccoccccoccccocc========ccocccmcctmoccc=

NI 01 15 I 1 1 494 I 54 II 594 II

ROW 5.05. 2.53%1 0.17%1 83.167.1 9.097.11 100.007.11

COW 100.00%1 1 .00%1 100.00%1 loo.00xI loo.OoxII

* II

C " CCO'CCC c c cc cmpoccaccbcccopc========cccucccuc

CHI-SQUARED 16.2653

INOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

4,10
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TABLE 17(continued)

STUDENT EXPE*IENCE W/TH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

HYPERACTIVITY goal'

-

I TREATM I TREATM 1 I NO I NO II I I

-11112211-EXEMEI10E-----LSTENLIMPITAki R LEERED COKACIRMERILJEAtili
I I I I I I I j I I I

,

jI SEEN PRESENTA- NI 63 I s I 31 47 I 11 If 129 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROWXI 48.84%1 3.66I 2.33I 36.43%1 8.53%11 100.00%11

I I COLXI 20.9371 1S.15XI 42.86X 22.49XI 25.11%11 21.72XII

I I I I I

III HELPED TREATMENT NI 15 I 2 0 6 I 3 If 26 l

II OF PATIENT KIWI 57.69XI 7.69?.I 0.0 % I 23.08XI 11.54%II 100.0021I

II COW 4.98XI 6.06I 0.0 X I 2.87%1 6.82XII 4.38XII

I I I I I . I I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 44 I 6 I 0 I 17 I 4 II 71 II

II ONE PATIENT ROWXI 61.97XI 8.45XII 0.0 ;I 23.94X1 samal 10o.00311
I I COLXI 14.6=1 -18.187/ 0.0 X 8.13XI 9.09XII 11.95XII

I I I I I I I II II

II-RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 18 1 0 I 0 I 4 I 1 II 23 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW! 78.26V.I 0.0 XI 0.0 X I 1.7.397.I 4.35XII 100.00%1I

II COW 5.98XI 0.0 %I 0.0 % I I.91XI 2.27%11 3.87XII

I I

,

1 I I I I I I I

II NO RESPONSE NI 161 I 20 I 4 I 135 I 25 II 345 II

II ROWZI 46.67ZI 5.80XI 1.16XI 39.13XI 7.25%II 100.00211

I I COLZI S3.49%I 60.61XI 57.14XI 64.59XI 56,82nII 58.08%11

I I I I
I I

I I I I I

OUDOCOODOCUOUODOCCCUOUO033UOCOCODOCCOOCCOODOCODOCOOOOCUOCOCODC0000000DOCCOCOOC00000
w

I I I I I I I I I IN
II TOTAL NI 301 I 33 ) 7 I 209 1 44 II 594 II

II ROWXI 50.67XI 5.56XI 1.18%1 35.19XI 7.41nIi 100.00%1I

II coui loo.owN loo.00gi loo.owl loo.ovI lochocII loo.ocII
II I

I I I I I I I I

pcmcucpccocoucccuuccoccccocuuccoaccocncococccomccucuccaccoommaccomcocommocuramotio

CHI-SQUAREc 21.4922

(NOTE: EXFECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN S HAVE BEEN USED iieTHE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

A
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TABLE 17 (continued)

-

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 QaDUATES

A
OTHER BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS

PRACtICE EXPERIENCE

TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II II

STUDENT EXPERIENCE 1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERRE01 CONTACIIIRESPONSEN TOTAL 11

II
1 I 1 1 1

It 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- - NI 32 I 2 I 2 1 57 I 14 11 .107 11

11 TION OF PATIENT ROW%1 29.91%1 1.87%1 1.87%1 53.27%1 13,08%11 100.00711
.4.

H COL%1 13.79%1 6.90%1 25.00%1 22.53%1 19.44%11 18.01%1I

II . I
I I

I I 11

17 II /

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 9 1 1,I 0 1 7 1 0 II

IFOF PATIENT ROW%I 52.94%1 5.88%1 ,0.0 %I 41.18%1 0.0 7.11 100.00%11

II
COL%I 3.88%1 3.457.1 0.0 %I 2.77%1 0.0 %11 2.867.11

.11
1. 1 I 1 I II

61 II I

'II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 27 1 5 1 1 I 25 1 3 11

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 44.267.1 8.20%1 1.647.1 40.98%1 4.92%11 100.00%11

II .
COI.%1 11.64%1 17.24%1 12.50%1 9.8ul 4.177.11 10.27%11

II
1 1 I 1 1

11 II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 20 I 3 I 1 I 9 1 6 11 39

,11 TWO OR MORE ROW%I 51.28%1 7.69%1 2.567.1, 23.087.1 15.38%11 100.007.11

II
ecivi 8.62%1 10.34%1 12.50%1 3.56%1 8.33%11 6.57%11

II
1 I

I I 1 . II II

11 NO RESPONSE NI 144 I 18 I 4 I 155 I 49 II 370 II

I I
ROW%I 38.92%1., 4.86%1 1.08%1 41.89%1 13.24%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 62.077.1 07%1 50.00%1 61.26%1 68.06XII 62.29ZII

II
I I I, I I II II

NI 232 I 29.1 8 I 253 1 72 II 594 II

ROW%1 39.06%1 4.88%1 1.35ZI 424:59%1 12.12%11 100.00%11

COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 iOo.00ZI 100.00XI 100.007.11 100.00ZII

Cl.q4PUARE= 22.1062

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

".

2 0 2,
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a
- TABLE 17 (continued)

t

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED,PATIENTS

. COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

LEUKEMIA

t\

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM I TREATM I I NO P 'NO II

1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI CONTACTIRESPONSEII

II

TOTAL 11

II

II SEEN PRESENTA-

II TION OF PATIENT

II

I

NI

ROWXI

COW

I

31 I

15.05%1

37.35%1

15 I

7.28ZI

33.33X1

2 I

O97XI

66.67X1

I

140 I

67.96%1

33.25%1

II

18 II

8.74%11

42.86%11

II

206 II

100.00%11

II I I I II II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 4 I 2 1 9 1 1 II II

II OF PATIENT ROW 23.53%1 11.76x1 5.88CI 52.94%1 5.88%11 100.00%11

II COW 4.82%1 4.44x1 33.33Z1 2.14%1 2.38%11 2.867.11

II I I I 1 I 'II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 I '1 I 0 I 6 I 0 II 9 1 1

II ONE PATIENTS ROWXI 22.22%1 n.nxl 0.0 xl 66.67%1 0.0 XII 100.00%11

II COW 4.41%1 2.22X1 0.0 Xl 1.43%1 0.0 XII 1.52%11

II I

. I I I
1.

II II

II RESPONSIBLE (FOR NI 0 1 0 I 0 I 2 I 0 II 2 1 1

II tWO OR MORE ROWXI 0.0 %I 0.0 Xl 0.0 xl 100.00%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

II COW 0.0 xl 0.0 7. l o.o x v.48xj 0.0 xll 0.34x1I

I I I I I I i II

II NO RESPONSr E NI 46 I 27 0 264 I 23 360 1 II

II ROWXI 12.78%1 7.50%1 0.0 xl 73.33%1 6.3 XII 100.00%11

II COLXI 55.42%I 60.00%1 0.0 xl 62..71%1 54. %II 60,61%11

II I I I I I 11 II

II I I I
, I II II

II TOTAL NI 83 I 45 I 3 I 421 1 42 II 594 II

II ROW%I 13.97%1 7.58%1 0.51%1 70.88%1 7.07%11 100.00%11

II COLZI 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00KII 100.00%11

II I I I I I II II

<

a

CHI-SQUARE= 19.0243

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS HAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE,C(T-SQUARE--CALCULATION)

-155-
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TABLE 17 (conti.niieco

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED.WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

OTHER BLOOD DYSCRASIAS

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

*PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM CTREATM 1 1 NO 1 NO 11 11

1 OFFICE 1HOSPITALIREFERRED1 CONTACTIRE$PONSEII TOTAL II

11 1 1 1 1 I II 4 II

14 5E64 PRESENTA- NI 38 I 13 I 3 I 10,6 I 20 II 180 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROWZI 21.11%1 7.22%1 1.67%1 58.89%1 11.117.11 100.00%11

II COLZI 34.86%1 28.26%1 42.86%1 28.807.1 31.257.11 30.30%11

II I I I I I II II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 6 1 3 I 0 1 5 I 2 II 16 11

II OF PATIENT ROWZ1 37.50%1 18.75%1 0.0 %I 31.25%1 12.50%11 100.00%11

11 p COLN 5.50%1 6.52%1 0.0 %1 1.36%1 3.13%11 2.69%11

11 1 1 1 1
1 I 1 II

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 7 1 3 I 1 1 14 I 2 II 27 II

11 ONE PATIENT ROW%I 25.93%1 11.11%1 3.70%i 51.85%1 7.41%11100.00%11

II i COLZ1 6.42%1 6.52%1 14.29%1 3404 3.13%11 4.55%11

II I 1 I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 I
0 1 0 1 1 1 1 II 4 II

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 50.00%1 0.0 Z1 0.0 %I 25.00%1 25.00%11 100.00%11

II COLZ1 1.83%1 0.0 ZI 0.0 %1 0.27%1 1.56%11 0.67%11

11 1 1 1 1 1 I I II

11 NO RESPONSE NI 56 I 27 1 3 I 242 I 39 II 367 II

1

II ROWZI 15.26%1 7.36%1 0.82%1 65.947.1 10.63%11, 100.00%11

II COLZI 51.38%1 58.70%1 42.867.1 65.76%1 60.94%11 61.78%11

I I 1 . I I I I I II II

I.

II I I I 1 1 11 11

II TOTAL NI 109 1 46 1 7 I 368 I 64 11 594 11

11 ROW%1 18.35%1 7.74%1 1.18%1 61.95%1 10.77%11 100.00%11

11 COLXI 100.00%1 100.00%i 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I I I 1 I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 20.7744

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED /N THE,CH/-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 17 (continuod)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRAOUATES

BRAIN TUMORS .

9

PRACTICE EXPERiENCE

I TREATM 1 TREATM I

OFF II PTA
I NO I NO-* II

NS

II
A

I I I ' I I I I I

I 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 441 25 I a 0 I 142 I 15 II 190 II

I 1 TION OF PATIENT 'ROW%I 13.167.1 4.21% 0.0 xl 74.74% 7.89%11 100.00%11

I I tOL%1 33.78%1 27.59% 0.0 xl 32.42Z1 29.41%11 31.99%11

I 1 I 'D II II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 0 I 1 0 I 4 I o II s II

II OF PATIENT ROW%1 0.0 %I 20.00% 0.0 xl ao.00x i-J.1 111 loo.ocall

11 COW 0.0 Xi 3.45% 0.0 zI 0.91Z1 0.0 %1I 0.84%11

II I I

'1 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 1 0 0 I 6 I 1 II a II

Ii ONE PATIENT RON%1 12.soxl .0.0 % 0.0 xl 7.00xI 12.50xIl loo.00xIl

I I COW .1.135x I 0.0 % 0.0 xl 1.37X1 1.96%11 1.35%11

I I 1

'110RESPONSIBLE FOR NI o 4.1 0 0 I 2 I 0 II 2 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW4 0.0 %1 0.0 % 0.0 xl ioo.00xl 0.0 xIl loo.00xll

I 1 COLX1 0.0 %I 0.0 % 0.0 xl 0.46Z1 0.0 %1I0 0.34%11

11

11 NO RESPONSE NI 48 4 20 2 I 284 I 35 II , 389 11

I I Rowxl 12.34%1 5.14% o.5i>I 73.011 9.00%11 aoo.00xll

1 I COII 64.86%, I 68.97% 100.00% 64.84% 68.63%11 .65.49%11

1 I

II TOTAL 1 . 74 I 29 I 2 I 43 I 5), II 594 II

I I ROW .1 12.46%1 4.8841 0.34%1 73.74%1 8.59%11 100.00%11

I 1 CO I 100:00%1 100.007.1. 100.00%1 100.007.i 100.00%11 100.00%11

I I 1 .

CHI-SQUARE= 6,2586

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED

-157- 206

THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 17 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE PITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES'

SARCOMAS f

TUDE T E PE NC

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I

F ICE 0 A

I NO I

A

NO II

.
II

A

,I1

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 20 I 11 I I 157 I 19 fl 208 II

II T/ON OF PATIENT ROWX1 9.62X1 5.29% 0.48%1 75.48%1 9.13%11 100.00%11

11 COL%1 43.48ZI 42.31ZI 100.00%1 33.69%1 34.55%11 35.02%11

11 , 1 I

,
t 11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 3 1 0 7 1 0 11 11 11

II OF PATIENT ROWX1 27.27ZI 9.O9XI 0.0 XI 63.64% I 0.0 XII 100.00%11

II COL%1 .6.52Z1 3.85X1 0.0 ZI 1.50%1 0.0 XII 1.85x11

I I
I

I II II

It RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 21 01 01 7 1 0 14 9 11

11 ONE PATIENT ROW%1 22.22XI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 77.78%1 0.0 XII 100.00X11

11 COL%1 4.3SXI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 1.50X L 0.0 %II 1.52%1I

,11 I I I I I II II

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 I 0 I 0 I 2 1 0 11. 2 1 I

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 100.00% I '0.0 XII 100.00%11

11 COW 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.43%1 0.0 %II 0.34%11

II I I I I I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 21 I 14 I 0 I 293 I 36 II 364 II

II ROW%1 5.77Z1 3.85X1 0.0 xl 80.49%1 9.89%11 100.00%11

I I
COLX1 45.65XI 53.85XI 0.0 XI 62.88%1 65.45%11 61.28%11

It 1 I I I 1 11 11

II I I I I I II II

II TOTAL NI 46 I 26 I 1 I 466 I 55 11 594 II

II ROWX1 774ZI 4.3BXI 0.17ZI 78.45%1 9.26%11 100.00%11

II COLXI ioo.00xl loo.00XI loo.00xl 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I - I I I I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 17.3578

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USEO IN THE CHI-.SQUARE CALCULATION)

206-

-158-
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TABLE 7(continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH.HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

AquAmous CELL CARCINOMA

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II 'II ,

N . ...s, T

1 I 11 11

11 SEEN PRESENTA- NI 31 I 22 I 2 I 137 I 16 II 208 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 14.90Y.I 10.581 0.961 65.87?.I 7.69111 100.00111

COL%I 28.181 35.481 40.001 36.241 41.03111 . 35.02%11

I I I I I II Il

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 10 I 6 I 0 I 18 I 0 11 34 11

11 OF PATIENT ROW%I 29.411 17.651 0.0 xl 52..941 0.0 %II 100.00%11

11 cow 9.091 9.681 0.0 Xl 4.761 0.0 %II 5.72111

II

11 1 11

I
11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 6 4- 0 9 1P 20

II ONE PATIENT

11

II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR

II TWO OR MORE

II

11

II NO RESPONSE

II

II

11

II

II

II TOTAL

II

ii

= =

11

Rowl
cum

I

30.0011

5.451

I

e.00x

6.45?.I

I

0.0 xl

0.0 XI

I

45.001

2.38'.I

I

, 5.00111

2.56111

II

100.00%11

3.37111

II

NI 3 1 0 I 0 I 2 I 0 II 5 II

ROW%I 60.001 0.0 xl 0.0 XI 40.001 0.0 %II 100.00%11

COL11 2.731 xl 0.0 xl 0.531 0.0 %II 0.84,111

1 I

0.0

I I I IF II

NI 60
I 30 4 ' 3 I 212 I 22 II .327 II

ROMI 18.3511 9.1711 0.9211 64.8311 6.73111 200.00XII

COLXI 54.5511 48.3911 60.0011 56.081 56.411 II 55.05111

1 , 1 1 1 I 11 It

I

NI 110 I 62 I s I 378 I, .39 II 594 II

Rowm 18.5211 10.4411 0.8411 63.6411 6.51111 100.00%11

COLXI 200.00x1 200.0011 100.0011 100.00%1 100.00111 100.00111

CHI-SQUARE= 20.1741

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

4



TABLE17 (continued)

\
STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED POIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1976 GRADUATES

OTHE NEOPLASM

S UDE T EXPE IENC

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM 1 TREATM I

OF IC 11S'

1 NO I NO
ORS

II

II 1 1 I
1 I

11 11

11 SEEN PRESEN4- NI 49 1 16 I 5 1 90 I 19 11 179 1r

11 TION OF PATIENT ROW%1 27.37%1 6.94XI 2.79%1 50.28% 10.61%11 00.00%11

II COL%1 27.68%1 35.56X1 .62.50%1 29.03% 35.19%11 30.13%11

II 1 1 I 1 I 11 JI

11 HELPED TREATMENT NI 8 1 0 I
0 1 10 I 5 11 23 11

11 OF PATIENT ROW%1 34.78%1 0.0 % I 0.0 %I 43.48Y.I 21.74%11 100.00%11

11
COL%1 4.52%1 0.0 7.1 0.0 %1 3.23XI 9.26%11 3.87%11

11
1 1 I

1 I - 11 11

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI -. 13 1 , 4 0 1 °6 I
0 11 23 11

11 ONE PATIENT ROW%1 56.52%1 17.39Z 0.0 %1 26.O9XI 0.0 %11 100.00%11

11
COL%1 7.34Z1 5.89ZI 0.0 %1 1.94XI 0.0 XII 3.87%11

II
I

I II II

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR Ni 1. 1 I
0 1 4 I 0 11 6 ).1

11 TWO OR MORE WW1 16.67Z1 16.67X1 0.0 %1 66.67X1 0.0 %II 200.00%11

I I ,

COL%1 0.56% 2.22'/.I 0.0 %1 1.29Z1 0.0 %II 1.02%11

II
I I I 1

II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 106 I 24 I 3 1 200 I
30 11 363 11

11
ROW%I .29.207. 6.61X1 0.83%1 55.1OXI 8.26%11 100.00%11

II
COW 59.89I 53.33X1 37.507.1 64.52X1 55.56%11 61.11%11

II
I I I

1 I

t

H II.

H I I I I I H H

II TOTAL .
NI 177 I 45 I

8 I 310 : 54 11 594 11

H ROW 29.80XI 7.SBXI 1.35%1 52,197. 9.09%11 100.007.11

II
COL%I 100.00% 200.00% 100.00%1 100.00% 100.00%11 100.007.11

II
I

1 I II II

CHI.SQUARE= Z6.5694

MOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

2o0
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_TABLE 18

.STUDENT EXPERIENCE W/TH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUAT/ON

1978 GRADUATES

MENTAL RETARDAT/ON

N EX FR NCF

PRACTICE EXPERXENCF

I TRtATM I TREATM NO I NO I I

OF F HOSPITAL FFRRFD CONTACT RESP*NS

I I

IOTA

I I I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 57 I 16 0 I 24 I 6 1 1 103 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 55.34X1 15.53% 0.0 '.I 23.30%1 5.83%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 15.20% 23.83'.I 0.0 XI 18.90%1 25.00%11 16.97%11

I I I I I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 351 31 01 6 I 3 I I 47 II

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 74.47X1 6.38X1 0.0 XI 12.77%1 6.38%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 9.33X1 4.43X1 0.0 xl 4.72%1 12.50%11 7.74%11

I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 66 I 11 I 3 I 20 I 5 I I 105 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 62.6XI 10.40X1 206X1 19.05%1 4.76%11 100.00%11

COL%I 17.6OXI 16.42X1 21.43XI 15.75%1 20.83X11 17.30%11

I I

II RESPON58LE FOR NI 63 I 10 I 3 I 21 I 5 II 102 II

II TWO OR.MORE ROW%I 61.76%1 9.80ZI 2.94%10 20.59%1 4.90%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 16.80%1 14.93% 21:43%1 16.54%1 20.83%11 16.80%11

I I. 1,1

II NO RESPONSE NI 154 I 271 a I 56 I 5 11 250 11

ROW%I 61.60%I 10.80%I. 3.20%1 22.40%1 2.00%11 100.00%11

COL%I 41.07%1 40,30%1 57.14%1 44.09%1 20.83%11 41.19%11

I I I I

II I I I I I II It

II TOTAL NI 375 I 67 I 14 I 127 I 24 II 607 II

II ROW%I 61.78%1 11.04%1 2.31%1 20.92%1 3.95%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I I I I I II II

..

CHI-SQUARE= 16.2197

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

2 I)



TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

CEREBRAL PALSY

PRACT C EXPERIENC

_aanHT
I TREATM I TREATM I

I NO I NO II II

OPFX_IIIflSPITAIJPFEPPEDLCOflAC1LPLESPOiSF,LLJOTAIJi

I I

-,..

tI SEEN PRESENTA-

II TION OF PAT/ENT

II

I I

II HELPED TREATMENT

I

NI

ROW%I

COL%I

I.

NI

I I
I I 1 II

41 1 14 I 3 I 73 I 13 II 144 II

28.47%1 9.727.1 2.08%1 50.69% 9.03%11 100.00%11

22.04%1 23.73%1 60.00%1 23.03ZI 32.50%11 23.72%11

I I , I I. I I I I

10 I 4 I 0 I 28 I 1 11 43 II

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 23.26%1 9.307.1 0.0 %I 65.12X1 2.33%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 5.30%1 6.78%1 0.0 ZI 8.83Z1 2.50%11 7.08%11

I I
I q I I

II

ll

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 20 9 1 1 I 46 7 11 91

II ONE PATIENT POW%1 30.77X1 9.89%1 1.10%1 5O.SSXI 7.69%11 100.00%11

II COL%1 i&.osxI is.eszl ao.ow 14.S1XI 17.50%11 14.99%11

II I
I I I I ' 11 I I

4) RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 12 I 4 I 0 I 14 I 2 11 32 II

II TWO OR MORE R0W%1 37.50ZI 12.50%1 0.0 %I 43.79Z1 6.25%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 6.4SXI 6.78%1 0.0 %I 4.42% 5.00%11 5.27m1

11
1

,

1 I
11 11

11 NO RESPONSE NI 95 I 28 I 1 I 156 I
17 II 297 II

I I
ROW%I 31.99X1 9.43%1 0.34%1 52.537.s.isx11 loodmIl

11
, COL%I S1.00XI 47.46%1 20.00%1 49.21Z1 42.50%11 48.93%11

II I I I I I II II

c
=lc

I I
I I I 1 I 11 I I

II TOTAL NI 106 I 59 I 5 I 317 I 40 II 607 II

I I
ROW%I 30.64%1 9.72%1 0.82%1 52.22X1 6.59%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100,00%11 100.00%11

II
I I I

.

I II II

*c.0 7
CHI-SQUARE.= 11.1908

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



4(6,

1 I

TABLE 1.8 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

maNprEss

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II II

I uFF mPITAJ, RFFRRPff__-__IL.____1_-_--AJ-REsms

I I I

11 SEEN PRESENTA- NI 64 1 18 I 1 I 74 1 15 II 172 II

II TIONMOF PATIENT ROW%I 37.21%1 10.47% 0.5O/.I 43.02%1 8.72%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 30.48%1 32.73/.I 100.0OXI 24.34%1 40.54%11 2q.34./.11

11 I. I I I 1 11 II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 12 I 5 I 0 I 15 I 2 I I 34 II

11 OF PATIENT ROW%1 35.29%1 14.71J 0.0 % I 44.12%1 5.88%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 5.71%1 9.09XI 0.0 CI 4.93%1 5.41%11 5.60%11

II 1 1 I I 1 II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR
/

NI 22 I 5 0 21 I 4 II 52 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 42.31%1 9.62?.I 0.0 4I 40.38%1 4.69%11 100.00%11

II COL%1 10-48%1 9.O9L 0,0 7. 6.91%1 10.81%11 8.57%11

II I A.I
1 11 11

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI r I , 1 I 0 I 2 I .0 II 6 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 50.00%1 16.67X1 0.0 zI 33.33%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

II COW 1.43%1 1.E2/.I 0.0 xl 0.66%1 0.0 %II 0.99%iI

II 1 1 I I I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 109 I 26 I 0 I 192 I 16 1.1 343 II ,

11 now 31.70%1 7.50%1 0.0 % 55.98%1 4.66%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 51.90%1 47.27%1 0.0 /.I 63.16%1 43.24%11 56.51%11

II I I I I I II II

....... ..... ..... 22.

I I I I

11 TOTAL UI ie 1 55 1 1 I 304 1 37 11 607 11

I I
PGW%I 34.60%1 9.06%1 0.16%1 sn.00xl 6.10%11 100.00%1t

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100,00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

= ^022222M 22 222 222 2,222200222

CHI-SQUAREc 17.0941

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 WAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPER/ENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

. COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

STUBEN EX F IENCF

DEAFNESS

PPAC flg_EERIgt{cF,

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II II

I OF IC OSPITALLPEFRRRFDJ_COHTACIIPEFq5E ILJIOTALJI
II I 1

I I I II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 77 I 14 I 1 I 52 I 16 II 160 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 48.137.1 8.767.1 0.637.1 32.507. 10.00%11 100.007.11

II COL7.I 25.08%1 28.57%1 100.00%1 24.30XJ 44.447.11 26.367.11

II I I I I I II .11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 17 1 2 I 0 I . 7 I 2 II 28 II

II OF PATIENT ROW7.1 60.717.1 7.1471 0.0 7.1 25.0074 7.14711 100.00711

11 COL%I 5.54%1 4.0871 0.0 %I 3.27X1 5.56741 4.61%11

II I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 40 I 9 I 0 1 21 I 3 II 73 11

II ONE PATIENT Row:I 54.797.1 12.3374 0.0 %I 26.77XI 4.11711 100.007.11

I I COW 13.03%1 18.3771 0.0 %I 9.8174 8.33741 12.03741

II I I I I I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 4 I 0 I 0 I 2 I 0' II 6 II

II TWO OR MORE RO ii4k6..67XI 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 33.33X1 0.0 %II 100.00711

II CO 30'61 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.9371 0.0 %II 0.99%11

I I
I I

II ND RESPONSE NI 169 I 24 I 0 1 132 I 15 II 340 II

ROW%I 49.7174 7.0674 0.0 %I 38.82Z1 4.41711 100.00711

II COL%I 55.05%1 48.9874 0.0 %I 61j0X1 41.67711 56.01741

1

ouno=nctlacuncnnoucmoccut:osucuccocc=lacmaccc --0

I I I 1 I I

t
II TOTAL NI 307 1 49 I 1 1

/

I I
ROW%I 50.50%1 0.0771 0.1671

II i COW 100.0074 100.0074 100.0074

II I I I I

.....

I

214 I

35.2674

100.0074

I

c=c--^ --mcc

I I I I

36 11 607 11

5.93711 100.00741

100.00711 100.00741

II II

CHI-SQUAREc 1 16.7530

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED /N THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

0

,



TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER ZRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

EPILEPSY

SUDE I EXPEP ENC

PP C Tr XPER ENr

I TREATM I TREATM I

OF ICE HOSP TAL EFE En

No
I

ONTAC

NO 11

SPON E

1 I

TOT I.

I 1 1 1 1

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 76 1 10 I 0 I \. 21 I 6 IT . 113 11

II TION OF OFIENT R614%1 67.267.1 8.85%1 0.0 zI 18.58%1 5.31%11 100.007.11

I I C01.7I 17.43%1 19.617.1 0.0 xl 21.00XI 30.007.11 18.62%11

11 1 1 1 I 1 11 11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 30*1 2 I 0 I 2 I
1 II 35 II

II OF PATIENT POW%t 85.71%I 5.71%I 0.0 xl 5.717.1 2.867.11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 6.881 3.92%1 0.0 2.00%! 5.00%11 5.77%11

I I 1 i I. I 1 I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 91 I 10 I 0 I 21 I 4 II 126 11

II ONE PATIENT ROW7I 72.227.1 7.947.1 0.0 xl 16.67%! 3.177.11 100.00%11

I I
COL71 20.87%1 19.61%1 0.0 Xl 21.007.1 20.007.11, 20.76%11

I I 1 1 1 I I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 30 I 3 I 0 I S I 3 II 41 II

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 73.17%1 7.327.1 0.0 ?.I 12.20ZI 7.32%11 100.00%11

11 . coLxI 6.80x1 5.88x1 0.0 xl 5.00zl 15.00%11 6.757.11

I I 1 1 1 I I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 26 I . 0 51 6 II 292 II

I I
ROW%I 71.S 3.90%1 0.0 xl 17.477. 2.05%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 47.94%1 50.98%1 0.0 XI 51.00% o 30.00%11 48.11XII

I1
II

1 ,. 1 1 I

.
, 11 I I

I I 1 1 1 I I I I I I

II TOTAL NI 436.1 51 I 0 I 100 I 20 II 607 II

II ROwxI 71.03XI O.40xI 0.0 XI 16.47X$ 3.29%11 100.00%11

II COLx1 loo.00X1%00.00;e1 0.0 X l 100.0OXI 10o.00x11 100.00XII

11 1 1 1 I I 11 II

----- c-cc c-

o CHI-SQUAREm 9.9813

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

srun I P I E 'C

STROKE

PRACT MIER' NC

I TREATM I TREATM

OF ICE HOSP TA RE ER

no I

CO IT cr

NO
SFONS

II

TO

I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 77 I 11 I 1 I

A

58 I 8 11

11

155

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 49.68%1 7.10%1 0.65X1 37.42%1 5.16%11 100.00%11

11 caw 25.67%1 22.45%1 33.33XI 26.01%1 25.00%11 25.54%11

I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 11,1 3 I 01 7 I 4 I I 25 II

II OF PATIENT ROW%1 44.00%1 12.00%1 0.0 XI 28.00XI 16.00%11 100.00%Ii

11 COL%1 3.67%1 6.12%1 0.0 XI 3.14%1 12.50%11 4.12%11

I I

I I tl

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 391 a 1 01 23 I 3 II 73 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW7.1 53.42X1 10.96%1 0.0 XI 31.51%1 4.11%11 100.00%11

11 COL%1 13.00X1 16.33%1 4 000 X 10.31%1 9.38%11 12.03%11

I

I I II

II RESPONSIBLE. FOR NI 41 01 01 2 I , 1 I I 7 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW 57.14X1 0.0 xl 0.0 XI 28.57%1 14.29%11 100.00%11

11 COL%I 1.33XI 0.0 %I 0.0 XI 0.90%1 3.13%11 1.15%11

I I
I

1

II NO RESPONSE NI 1691 27 I 21 133 I 16 347 II

I I
ROW%1 40.70X1 7.78%1 O.SGXI 38.33%1 4.61%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 56.337. 55.107.1 66.67X1 59.64% I 50.00%11 57.1741

II I

1 1 II, "

11 1 I 1 I 1 11 II

II TOTAL NI 300 I
49 1 3 I 223 1 32 II 607 II

I I
ROW%I 49.42X1 8.07%1 0.49%1 36.74%1 5.27%11 100.00%11

II COL%I ioo.00XI 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00XII 100.00%11

11 1 I 1 I I II II

CC C"

CHI-SQUAREP 11.6252

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS..

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES
11.

PARKINSONISM

I TREATM I TREATM 1 I

S MHENT XP P ENCF OFFICE tins TA DEFERRED

1 I

, II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 40 I 15 I '1 I

II TION'OF PATIENT ROW%I 26.02%1 8.30%1 0.56%1

II COLZI 26.23%1 34.097.1 100.00%1

II I I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 8 I 5 I 0 I

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 36.36%1 22.73X1 0.0 XI

II COL%I 4.37%1 11.36X1 0.0 XI

II I / I I

PI RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 1 3 0 I

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 28.57%I 0.71XI 0.0 Xl

I I
COW 4.177.I 6.82% 0.0 /.I

I I , I I a .1 I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 1 '411 o I o I

II TWO OR MORE Rowl 75.00;fI 0..0 xl 0.0 XI

II . COW 1.64i 0.0 XI 0.0 XI

11 1
.

4
11 6 RESPONSE NI 116 I 21 I 0 I

11

-\\
WIWI 31.02%1 5.61XI 0.0 XI

I I
COL%I 63.397.I 47.7XI 0.0 XI

I I I I I I

a

.no I NO I I

couT CT R S smi T TA

1 1 II

1 I

102 I 13 11 179 11

56.98%1 7.26%,11 100.00;111

30.547.1 28.89%11 29.49%11

I 11 11

8 I 1 II 22 II

36.36%1 4.55%11 100.00%11

2.407.I 2.22%11 3.62X11

I II 6 II

15 I 2 1 1 28 11

53.57%1 7.14%I1 100.00%11

4.49%1 4.44%11 4.61%11

I II II

9 1
1 t i 4 I I

0.0f%1615.00%11 100.00%11

0.0 XI VA;22%11 0.66%11

1 .11 11

209 I 28 11 374 11

55.80%1 7.49%11 loo.00nlI

62.57%1 62:22%11 61.61%11

1 ' 11 11

occonccoccocrocc=coccocctlaccopocconotloccocori ccoccono com=pactopoccoccoconocoloconu

1 '1 I I 1 11 11

, NI 183 1 44 I 4 I 334 I 45 II 1607 1 111/4

PCW%1/4 30.1521 7.25XI A o.ioXI 55.02%1 7.41211 100.00211

I 1 I
il II

col..%I loo.out loo.002I 100.00% 100.002( 100.00211 190.002II

colccopopoopocococnc2cconctIccapoonovcocomnoncoccoocc000cc -6onocLacononocccouccnoccoo

CHI-CQUARE0 21.5309

'MOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OP LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN'USED INTIM CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18. (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE W/TH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

m .- ,, COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AUER GRADUAT N

1978 GdADUATES

ARTHRITIS

pRACTICE EXPER/ENCE

1 TREATM 1 TREATM 1 . I. NO i NO: 11 I I

STUDENT EXPERIENCE 1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERRED1 CONTACTIRESPONSE11 TOTAL 11

11
.

* I I I I ' I 11 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 70 I 4 I 0 I , 12 I 4 II 90 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 77.7871 4.4471 0.0 %I 13.3171 4.44711 100.00711

II coLxI 14.5271 13.7971 0.0 xl 1b.90%1 16.67711 14.83711

II I I I I I II jII

1 1 HELPED TREATMENT NI1 6 1 1 (
ot. 1- 1)?.* 1 11 2 II

II OF PATIENT a 'ROW%I 86.9671 4.3571 o.rxi 44357.1 4.35711 roo.00 II

II coLxI 4.1571 3.4571 ooxI 1.4171 4.17711 3.79 II

. 14 1 I
1 I 1 11 ' II

11 RESPONSIBft FOR NI 104 I 11 I 0 I a 1 4 11 127 !,,I

II ONE PATIENT , ROW%I 81.897 8.6671 0.0 71 6.30%1 3.15711 100:00711

II
0, covzI 21%58x 37.9371 0.0 XI 11.2771 16.157711 20.92%11

' II 1 1 I, - 1 I I ' I I

1 II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI, 45 I 0 I 0 I 3 1 3 II sl II

II Iwo OR MORE ROW%I 88.247 0.0 71 0.0 7.1 5.88%I 5.88711 100.00711

-I I COL%I 9.347 0.0°7) 0.0 7.1 4.2371 12.50711 8:40711

II I i. 1 I II' II

. II NO RESPONSE NI 2431 13 1 1 47 1 12 11 316 IF

II
. Row7.1 76.907 4.1171 0.327 14.8771 3.80711 100.00711

I I COL71 50.417 44.8371 i0O.00ZI 66i20%1 50.00711 52.06711

, I.
.

I I I II II

= .
,

11 1 . r 1 11 11

II TOTAL NI 482 1 71 1 24 11 607 II

11 ROWZI 79.4171 xl 0.16Z' 11.7071 3.95711,2oo.00x11

AI 'col.x1 loo.00xl. loa.00xl 100.007. 100.007.1 loo.00zI1 loo.00xII

II I I I I II II

nl

r

CHI-SQUARE= 18.1353

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

1978 GRADUATES

POLIOMYELITIS

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II

1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI CONTACTIRESPONSEII TOTAL II

I I I l |

le.. .

1 I I I I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- , NI 23 | a | 1 I 123 I 15 II 170 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 13.53% 4.71% 0.59%1 72.35%1 8.82%11 100.00%11

I I coul 26.14% 61.54% 100.00%1 27.52%1 25.86%11 28.olxIl

I I I | | I I Il \ II

ll HELPED TREATMENT NI 0 | 0 | 0 I 6 I 2 I I 1 a I I

ll OF PATIENT ROW%I 0.0 z| 0.0 % | 0.0 %I 75.00%1 25.00%11 100.00%1I .

ll coul o.o x | o.o x o.o xl 1.34%1 3.45%11

ll I I I I I

ll RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 0 0 I 18 I 2 I I

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 13.04% 0.0 % | 0.0 %I 78.26%1 8.70%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 3.41% 0.0 r| 0.0 %I 4.03%1 3.45%11 3.79%11 Jr

II I | | I I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 1 0 | 0 I 2 1 0 II 2 11

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 0.0 %I 0.0 % | 0.0 %I loo.00xl o.o xlI loo.00zll

I I coul o.o xl o.o x | o.o xl o.osxl o.o %II 0.33%11

II

II NO RESPONSE , NI 62 I 5 0 I 298 I 39 II 404 II

II ROW%I 15.35%1 1.24% 0.0 %I 73.76%1 9.65%11 100.00%II

II caxl 17o.45x1 38.46% 0.0 %I 66.67%1 67.2441 66.56%11

II I I I I II Il

II TOTAL

1 1

I

NI 88 I 13 1 I 447 I 58 11 607 II

ROW%I 14.50%1 2.14% 0.16%1 73.64%1 9.56%11 100.00%11

COL%I 100.00%1 100.00% 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

CHI-SQUARE= 14.4342

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

4
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HAND/CAPPED PAT/ENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

SPINAL CORD INJURiES

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

"

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM 1 TREATM 1
1 NO I NO II II

I OFFICE IH9SPITALIREFERREDI CONTACTIRESPONSE11 TOTAL II

II 1 1 ) 1 1 1 'II 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 32 I 8 I 0 I 104 I 10 II 154 II

II TION OF PATIENT\ ROW%I 20.78%1 5.19%I 0.0 %I 67.53%1 6.49%11 100.00%11
0

II 1 COL%I 24.06%1 16.67%1 0.0 %I 27.37%1 224.73%11 25.37%11

II 1 1 1 1 1 11 11

11 HELPED TREATMENT NI 2 1 4 1 11 12 I 3 II 22 II

11 OF PATIENT ROW%1 9.09%1 18.18z1 4.55%1 54.55%1 13.64%11.100.00%11

11 bOL%1 1.507.1 8.33%1 50.007.1 3.16%1 6.82%11 3.62%11

11 ' I 1 I "1 1 II . . II

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 11 1 5 I 0 1 26 I 2 II 44 II

II ONE PAT/ENT ROW%I 25.00%1 11.36%1 0.0 %I 59.09%1 4$5%11 100.00%11

1 I
COL%I 8.27%1 10.42%1 0.0 %I' 6.84;41 4.55%11 7.25%11

II 1 0 1 1 - 1 1 11 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 1 1 1 0 1 3 1 1 11 8 11

11 TWO OR MORE ROW%1 37:50%L 12.50%1 0.0 %I 37.50%1 12.50%11 100.00%11

11 COL%1 2.26%1 2.08%1 0.0 %1 0.79%1 2.27%11 1.32%11

11 1 1 1 1 1 II II

11 NO RESPONSE NI 85 I 3' 1 X I 235 I 28 II 379 II

II ROW%1 22.43%1 7.92%1 0.26%1 62.01%1 7.39%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 63.91%1 62.50%1 50.00%1 61.84%1_ 63.64%11 62.44%11

II I I I I I '11 11

I I
I 1 -.- 1 1 1 11 11

11 TOTAL NI 133 1 48 1 2 1 380 1 44 11 607 11

11 ROW%1 21.91%1 7.917.1 0.33%1 62.60%1 7.25%11 100.00%11

11 COL%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

11 I I I 1 I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 24.5664

(NOTE: EXPECTEO CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

2
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TABLE 18 continued)

0

SAJOENT EXPERIENCE WITH pANDICAPPED PATIENTS-

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

1978 GRADUATES

MUMPLE SCLEROSIS

- PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM f TREATM I I NO I -NO II .11

1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREOI CONTACTIRESPONSEJI TOTAL 11 %

I I I I II I)

II SEEN PRESENTA-

II TION OF PATIENT

II

11

II HELPED TREATMENT

II OF PATIENT
,

I I

II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR,

II ONE PATIENT

II

NI

ROW%I

COL%I

I

NI

ROW%I

COL%I

I

NI

R011%1

COW

35 I

22.88%1

22.15%1*

I

5 I

20.00%1

3.16%1

I

13 I

33.33%1

8.23%1

14 I

9.15%1

35:90%1

I

4 I

16.00%1

11).26Xl

I

2 1

5.13%1

5.13%1

0

0.0 %

0.0 %

0

0.0 %

00 x

0

0.0 %

0.0 %

95 I

62.09%1

26.03%1

I

15 I

60.00%1

4.11%1

I

22 I

56.41%1
6.03%1

9 1 (

5.88%11

20.93%11

Ii

1 II

4.00%11,

2.33%11

II

2 II

5.13%11

4.65%11

153 II

100.00%11

25.21%11

25 11

100.00%11

4.12%11

39 I:

100.00%11

6.43%11

1 1 . 1 1 I I I II IP

II RESPONSIBLE FOR , NI 4 1 0 1 0 I 4 1 1 1 1 9 1 1

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 44.44%1 0.0 %I 0.0 % I 44.44%1 11.11%11 X00.00%11

II COL%I 2.53%1 0.0 %I 0.0 XI 1.10%1 2.33%11 1.48%11

II 1 1 f 1 tt it

II NO RESPONSE NI 101 I 19 I 2 I 229 I 30 II 381 II

II ROW 26.51%1 4.99%1 0.52%1 60.10%1 7.87%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 63.92%1 48.72%1 100.00%1 62.74%1 69177%11 62.77%11

II I i I 16 I II I I

II I I I I I II II'

II TOTAL NI 158 I 39 I 2 I 365 I 43 II 607 II

II ROW%I 26.03%1 6.43%1 0.33%1 60.13%1 7.08%11 10040%11
II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 10000%1I

II I I I I I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 13.3241

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 18 (continued)

STuDENT EXPERIENCE WITH.HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY

.

..14k

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM 1 TREATM.1 I No 1 No 11

1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIRFERREDI CONTACTIRESpONSE11

11

TOTAL 11

. II I I q I I I . II II

; 11 SEEN PRESENTA= NI 15 1 12 1 0 I 123 1 '' 13 11
,

163 11

11 TION oF PATIENT
,

RoW%1 9z20%1, 7.367.I 0.0 % .75.46%1 , 7.98'41 100.o0%11

11 ou.1 19.48%1 33.33%1 0.0 XI 28.02%1 .23.64%11 26.85%11

t I I
I I I I 1 II 11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 6 1 3 1 0 I 14 1 2 11 21 11

11 OF PATIENT Row%1 28.57%1 14.29%1 0.0 XI 47.62%1 9.527411 100.00%11

I I
COLXI 7.79%1 8.33%1 0.0 xl 2.28%1 3.64%11 3.46%11

11 1 1 1 I 1 11 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 1 3 1 . 0 I 23 1 1 It 29 11

JI ONE PATIENT ROWXI 6.90%1 10.34%1 0.0 xl 79.31%1 3.45%11 100.00%11

11 CoL%1 2.60%1 8.33%1 0.0 xl 5.24%1' 1.82%11 4.78%11

- 11 1 1 1, I 1 'II 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 I 0 I a I I 1 I I q 5 II

11 TwO OR MoRE RO4%1 20.00%1 0.0 XI 0.0 xl 60.00%1 20.I10%11 100.00%11

11 COLX1 1.30%1 0.0 %1 0.0 xl 0.687.1 1.82%11. 0.82%11

11 I I -I- I I II II'

II No RESPONSE NI 53 1 la 1 0 I 280 1 38- -14 389 It

11 RoW7.1 13.62%1 4.63%1 0.0 xl 71.98%1 9.77%11 100.00%11

II CoL%1 68.83%1 50.00%1 0.0 xl 63.78%1 69.09%If 64.(39%1L

II 1 1 1 I

r
1 11. 11

11 1 1 1 I. 11 11

II TOTAL NI 77 1 36 1 0 439 I 55 II 607 II

11 .R0W%I 12.69X1 5.93%1 0.0 Y. 72.32%1 9.06%11 100.00%11

II C0L%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 0.0 x 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I I 1 I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 16.7839

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

FACIAL TRAUMA FROM ACCIDENTS

XP

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM I TREATM 1

FF C A R

, 1

F Z"

NO I

NTA

NO II

PN
II

II 1 1 I I 11 II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 661 20 1 2 1 36 I 8 11 132 11

II TION OF,PATIENT ROW%1 SO.00ZI 15.15%1 1.52%1 27.27%1 6.06%11 100.00%11

II COW 18.03XI 32.79%1 50.00%1 24.32%1 28.57%11 21.75%11

II 1 1 1 I I I 11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 491 5 1 o I 13 I 4 II 71 II

II OF PATrENT ROWX1 69.01X1 7.04%1 0.0 XI 18.31%1 5.63%11 100.00%11

II COLX1 13.39): °8.2o71 0.0 Xi 8.78%1 14.29%11 11.70%11

II 1 1 I 11 II

II RESPON;IBLE FOR

II ONE PAIENT

NI

ROW
261

60.47X1

5 1

11.63%1

1 1

2.33%1

8 I

18.60%1

3 II

6.98%11

43 II

100.00%11

II COL%1 7.10ZI 8.20%1 25.00%1 5.41%1 10.71%11 7.08%11

II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 161 4 1 1 1 2 I 2 11 2s II

II TWO OR MORE ROW%1 64.00XI 16.00%1 4.00%1 8.00%1 8.00%11 100.00%11

II COLX1 4.37X1 6.56%1 25.00%1 1.35%1 7.14%11 4.12%11

Ii 1 1 1 lt IT

II NO RESPONSE NI 209 I 27 1 o 1 89 1 11 11 336 II

II ROW 62.20Z1 8.04%1 0.0 XI 26.49%1 3.27%11 100.00%11

II COW 57.1OXI 44.26%1 0.0 %I 60.14%1 39.29%11 55.35%11

II 1 1 1

I I I I 1 I I II 11

II TOTAL NI 366 I 61 I 4 I 148 I 8 11 607 II

II RowI 60.30Z1 10.05%1 0.66%1 24.38%1 4.61%11 100.00%11

II COLX1 100.O0XI l00.o07.1 100.00x1 100.00x1 loo.00zII loo.00th

I

CH/-BQUARE= 28.7608

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

MULTIPLY-HANDICAPPED

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM 1 TREATN I

II
I

F R Z

NO I NO II

I

I I

T A

I

11 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 27 I 10 I 1 I 72 I 8 II 118 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 22.88%1 8.47%1 0.85%1 61.02%1 6.78%11 100.00%11

I I COW 15.61%1 15.387.1 25.00%1 22.22%1 19.51%11 19.44%11

I I
II 11

II HELPEO TREATMENT NI 10 I 6 I LI 16 I 5 II 38 11

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 26.32%1 15.79%1 2.63%1 42.11%1 13.16%11 100.00%11

I I COW 5.78%1 9.23%1 25.00%1 4.94%1 12.20%11 6.26%11

I 1
I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 21 I 11 I 0 I 40 I 2 I I 7411

II ONE PATIENT ROWXI 28.38%1 14.86%1 0.0 71 54.05%1 2.70%11 100.00%11

I I COW 12.14%1 16.92%1 0.0 %I 12.35%1 4.887.11 12.19%11

I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 11 I 3 I 0 I 14 I 1 II 29 II

II TWO OR MORES ROW%I 37.93%1 10.344 0.0 %I 48.28%1 3.45%11 100.00%11

I I
COW 6.36%1 4.62%1 0.0 %I 4.32%1 2.447.11 4.78%11

11

11 NO RESPONSE KI 104 i 35 1 2 i 182 1 es 11 348 11

I I ROWXI 29.89%1 10.06%1 0.57%1 52.3071 7.18%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 60.12%1 53.85%1 50.00%1 56.17%1 60.98%11 57.33%11

I I

II I I I I I II II

II TOTAL NI 173 I 65 I 4 I 324 I 41 II 607 II

II ROW%I 28.50%1 10.71%1 0.66%1 53.38%1 6.75%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1I 100.00%11

11 I I I I I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 15.4233

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE'CALCULATION)

222-174-



TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE W/TH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

THE HOME-BOUND PATIENT

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I

14

I NO I

NT

NO II

'8,k. TA

I I I t I 1 1 1 1 II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 23 I 7 I 1 1 113 1 14 I1 158 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 14.56%1 4.43%1 0.63%1 71.52%1 8.86%11 100.00%11

1 I COL%I 24.21%1 25.93%1 25.00%1 27.16%1 21.54%11 26.03%11

I I I I I I I

I III HELPED TREATMEAT NI 0 1 1 1 0 1 8 1 3 II 12 II

11 OF PATIENT ROW%I 0.0 %I 8.33%1 0.0 %I 66.677.1 25.00%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 0.0 %I 3.70%1 0.0 %I 1.92%1 4.62%11 1.98'41

II I I I I I 11 II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 I 4 I 0 1 5 I 0 II 12 II

II ONE'PATIENT ROW%I 25.00%1 33.33%1 0.0 %I 41.677.1 0.0 %II 100.00%11

I I COL%I 3.16%1 14.81%1 0.0 %1 1.20%1 0.0 %11 1.98%11

H I I I I I H H

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 I 01 01 5 I 1 II 9 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW 33.33%1 0.0 71 0.0 %I 0.5671 11.1=11 100.00x1I

I I
COW 3.16%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 4.20X1 1.54%11 1.48%11

11 1 I 1 .1 1 11 II

II NO RESPONSE NJ 66 I 15 I
3 1 285 I 47 11 416 II

II ROW%I 15.87%1 3.61%1 0.72%1 68.51%1 11.307.11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 69.47%1 55.56%1 75.00%1 68.51%1 72.31%11 68.53%11

I I
I I I hr 1 11 11

II I I I I I II II

11 TOTAL NI 95 I 27 I 4 I 416 1 65 II 607 II

I I
ROW%I 15.65%1 4.457.1 0.66%1 68.53%1 10.71%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00)01 100.007.11

II I I 1 I I 11 11

= = ..... === =p====

CHI-SQUARE= 34.6137

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 NAME BEEN USE0 IN THE ChI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (coritinued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

THE NURSING-HOME PATIENT

I TREATM I TREATM I

1 I P A

I

F

NO I NO II II

II I I I I I II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 41 I 15 I 1 1 71 I
9 11 137 II

II TION OF PATIENT R01.17.1 29.93%1 10.957.1 0.737.1 51.827.1 6.57%11400.00%11

I I
COL%I 19.25%1 2-17NLV114.29%1 25.82%1 21.43%11 22.57%11

I I
I I I 1 1 II

11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 8 I 3 I 0 I 13 I 4 II 28

II OF PATIENT ROW! 28.57%1 10.717.1 0.0 %I 46.43%1 14.29%11 100.00%11

II COLXI 3.76%1 4.29%1 0.0 %I 4.73%1 9.52%11 4.61%11

II
1 I 1 , 1 1 II

11

II RESPONS/BLE FOR NI 6 If 8 I 1 1 13 I 1 II 29

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 20.69%1 27.597.1 3.45%1 44.83%1 3.457.11 100.00%11

I I ,
COL%I 2.82%1 11.43%1 14.29%1 4.73%1 2.38%11 4.78%11

II
I 1 1 1 1 II

II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 12 I 4 I 0 I 10 I 4 II 30 I

II TWO OR MORE ROWI 40.007,1 13.33%1 0.0 %I 33.337.1. 13.33%11 100.00%11

II COM 5.63%1 5.71%1 0.0 %I 3.64%1 9.52%11 4.947.11

II
I I I

I I I I I I

II NO RESPONSE NI 146 I 40 I 5 I 168 1 24 44 381 11

II ROWXI 38.12%1 "10.44%1 1.31%1 43.86%1 6.27%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 68.54%1 57.14%1 71.43%1 61.09%1 57.14%11 63.10%11

II

I I I I

II
I I I I I II i II

II TOTAL NI 213 I 70 I 7 I 275 I 42 11 '607 II

II
R01.171 35.09%1 11.53%1 1.15%1 45.307.1 6.92X1Jf100.00XII

II
COL%) 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00% I 100.00%11

II I I I I I II II

Z2n

CHI-SQUARE0 20.7647

(NOTE! EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

224
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TABLE 18 (contInued)

4
STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITWHANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

4

1978 GRADUATES

CLEFT PALATE (AND CLEFT LIP)

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I NO I NU
TA FRP R P

11 II

11 , .1 I 1 I I I I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 60 I 19 I 3 93 I 11 II 186 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW . 32.26ZI 10.22X1 1.61Z S0.00Z1 SAIXII 100.00%11

COW 29.70XI 39.58ZI 37.SOZ 29.81XI 29.73%11 30.64ZII

.

I I I I I

II HELPED TREATMENT HI 6 I 7 I . 1 20 I 3 II \ 47 ll

II OF PATIENT ROHM 34.04%1 14.89ZI 2...13Z 42.55?.I 6.38Z11 100.00%11

11

11

II COW 7.927.1 14.58ZI 12.5OZ 6.417.1 8.11Z11 7.7101

I I I H I I I I ° I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 18 I 2 I 1 I 18 I 5 II 44 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW 40.91ZI 4.04 2.27?.I 40.91XI 11.36%11 100.00XII

COW, 8.91ZI 4.17ZI 12.5OZ 5.77ZI 13.51211 7.25'41II

II I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 I 0 I 0 I 3 i 2 II 7 11

II TWO OR MORE ROW 28.57ZI 0.0 ZI 0.0 XI 42.864 28.57%11 100.00%11

II COW 0.99Z1 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.96ZI 5.41XII 1.15%11

II

II NO RESPON E

I I

I I

I I

1 1 1 I 1 11 11

NI 106 I . 20 I 3 I 178 I 16 II 323 II

ROHM 32.82Z1 6.19Z1 0.93Z1 55.1121 4.95%11 100.00%11

COW 52.48Z1 41.67XI 37.50ZI 57.0W 43.24%11 53.21XII

I I0'0 UOCCOCCUar.Caa= ...... CaCwaa amaacamaammamaaaaaaa

II TOTAL NI 202 I 48 I eN 312 I 37 II 607 II

I I ROWI 33.28%1 7.91%1 1.32%1 51.40%.1 6.10%11 100.00%11

11 COW 100.00XI 100.00ZI 100.00XI 100.00ZI 100.00XII 100.00XII

CHI-SQUAREC 19.7699

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF.LESS THAN 5 HAVE SEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

22J
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PAT/ENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

OTHER CRANIOFACIAL ANOMALIES

T O N XP R

PRACTICt EXPERANCE

I TREATH I TREATti I I HO 4 NO II

P TA PFP # A T FiN

II

T TA

II I I I I -I II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 27 I 10 I 2 I 117 I 14 II 170 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 15.881 5.88%1 1.18%1 68.82%1 8.24%11 T00.00%11

I I
, 'COW 33.33%1 28.57XI 28.57%1 27.15%1 26.42%11 28.01%11

I I
I 1 1 1 1 11 I I

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 3 I 5 I. 0 1 9 I 2 II . 19 II

II OF PATIENT ' ROW 15.79%1, 26.32%1 0.0 XI 47.37%1 10.53%11 100.00%11

1i COW 3.70%1 14.29%1 0.0 %I 2,09%[ 3.77%11 3.13%11

I 1
1 1 1 1 1 II I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 5 I 2 I 0 I 10 I 3 11 ,20 II

II'ONE PATIENT ROW 25.00%1 10.00%1 0.0 XI 50.00%1 .15.00%11 100.00%11

I I
COLkI 6.17%1 5.71%1 0.0 %I 2.32%1 5.66%11 3.29%11

II 1 1 1 1 1 I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI '1 1 1 I 0 1 2 I 0 II 4 II

It TWO OR MORE ROW 25.00%1 25.00%1 0.0 %I 50.00%1 0.04%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 1.23%1 2.86%1 0.0 %I 0.46%1 0.0 %II 11.66%11

I I
1 1 I 1 1 11 I I

II NO RESPONSE NI 45 I 17 I 5 I 293 I 34.11 394 II

II ROW 11.42%1 4.31%1 1.27%1 74.37%1 8.63%11 100.00%11

I I
COW 55.56%1 48.57%1 71.43%1 67.98%1 64.15%11 64.91%11

I I
1 1 I I 1 II I I

c a ccac^" ^c c

II I' I I I I II 11

Ifi TOTAL NI 81 1 35 I 7 I 431 I ,53 11 607 II

II ROW%I 13.34%1 5.77%1 1.15%1 71.00%1 8.73%11 100.00%11

II COW 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%II 100.00%11

II I I I I I II 'II

0,
CHI-SQUARE= 28.6288

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUWAON)

CC

226

-178-
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4

'4TABLE 18 (continued)

41c-0-91

STUDENT EXPERIENCE W TH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPA ED WI

PRACTICE EXPERIENC ,TER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

SPINA BIFIDA

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM / I NO I NO 11 II

T T

I I 1 1
k

. 1 1 1 1 1 I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 8 I 4 I 0 I I 13 11 169 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 4.737.1 2.37%1 0.0 %I

.144

85.21%1 7.69%11,,100.00X11

11 COJZI 32.00%1 33.33%1 0.0 ZI 28.02%1 23.64%11 27.84%11

1 I ir I I I I I I I . II

PI HELPED TREATMENT NI 1 I 0 I 0 I 5 I 0 II 6 II

II OF PATIENT ROWZI 16.677.1 0.0 ZI 0.0 %I 83.337.1 0.0 %II 100.007.11

I I COW 4.007.1 0.0 %I 0.0 ZI 0.97%1 0.0 %II 0.99%I1

II A I 1 I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI . 0 I I 0 I 2 I 0 II 2 II

II ONE PATIENT ROWXI 0.0 ZI 0.0 J 0.0 ZI 100.00%1 0.1 7.I1 100.00%11

1 I COL4 0.0 ZI 0.0 0:0 ZI 0.397.1 0.0 %II 0.337.11

I I ° I I I I I I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 I 0 I 0 I 1 I 0 II 2 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 50.00%1 0.0 ZI 0.0 %I 50.00%1 0.0 XII 100.00%11

I I COLZI 4.00%1 0.0 ZI 0.0 %I 0.19%1 0.0 %II , 0.33%11

I L I I I I I I I I 1

II NO RESPONSE NI 15 I 8 I 1 I 362 I 42 II 428 II

II ROW 3.50%1 1.87%1 0.23%1 84.58%1 9.817.11 100.00%11

II COL7.I 60.00%1 66.67%1 100.00%1 70.43%1 76.367.11 70.517.11

II I I I I 1 II t II

1 1- 1 I I I I

II TOTAL NI 25 I 12 I 1 I 514 I 55 II 607 II

II ROW7.I 4.127.1 10087.1 0.167.1 84.687.1 9.067.11 100.007.11

COW 100.00XI 116.00%1 100.00%1 100.00ZI 100.007.11 100.00:11

= C = = == =a t====t IIMMIKEIWCC=

CHI-SQUARE=' 15.7860

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUqNCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (contiRued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE NITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

v.

XPR N

IHALIDOMIDE

PRAcTICE_EXPEPI14CE

I TREATM I TREATM I

FF P TA

I NO I NO II

II I I I I I I I I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 6 I 5 I 0 I 137 I 13 II 161 11

II T/ON OF PATIENT ROW%I 3.7341 3.11%1 0.0 '41 85.097.1 8.0741I 100.00%1I

I I
COW 31.58%1 41.67%1 040 %I 26.86%1 20.00%11 26.52%11

I I
I 1 I i I II II

II ULPED TREATMENT NI. 0 1 0 I 0 I 5 1 2 II 7 II

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 71.43%1 28.57%I1 100.00%11

II COL%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.98%1 3.08%11 1.15%11

'II I I I I 'I I I II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 I 1 I 0 I 1 1 0 II 2 II

' II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 0.0 %I 50.00%1 0.0 %I 50.00XI 0.0 XII' 100.00%1I

I I
COL%I 0.0 ;(1 8.33%1 0.0 %I 0.20%1 0e0 MI' 0.33%11

II I I I I I II II,

II RESPONSIBLE.FOR NI 0 1 0. I 0 I c 2 I 0 I I 2, IP

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 0.0 %I 0.0 71 0.0 %I 100.00%1 0.0 %11 100.00%11

II COL%I 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.39%1 0.0 %II 0.33%11

II I 1 I I I 11 II

II NO RESPONSE NI 13 I 6 I 1 I 365 I 50. II 435 II

II ROW%I 2.99%1 1.38%1 0.23%1 83.91%1 11.49%11 100.00%11

I I
COL%I 68.42%1 50.00%1 100.00%1 71.57%1 76.92%11 71.66%11

I I
I 1 I I ? I I II II

II I I If I I II II

II TOTAL NI 19 I 12 I 1 I 510 I 65 11 607 11

II ROHM 3.13%1 1.98'4 0.16%1 84.02%1 10.71211 100.00%11

II COW 100.007.1 100.00%1 irfo.00xI loo.00xI loo.00xII loo.00xII

II I I I I r 1

11 il

..............._ ..... .................. .. ...

cy

CO
t41,

CHI-SQUAREci4 30.5821

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS 1HAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED'IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)



TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

.7 COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

DIABETES

__ERAgyagLyamulag
1 TREATM 1 TREATM 1 NO 1 NO II

11 1 1 1 11

11 SEEN PRESENTA- NI 51 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 53 11

*1-11 TION OF PATIENT ROWX1 96.23%1 1.89%( 0.0 Z1 1.89Z1 0.0 Xl. 10.00211.

11 COLA 9.66%1 2.94X1 0.0 Z1 3.57%1 0.0 Z1 8.73X11

11 1 I. I 1 1 - i 11

11 HELPED TREATMENT NI- 24 1 .1 I . 0 1 17 1 2 1 28 II

11 OF PATIENT ROWZ1 85.71%1 3.57X1 0.0 Z1 3.57%1 7.14XF 100.00X1i

11 ,COLZI. 4.55%1 2.94X1 0.0 XI 3.57Z1 12.50X1 4.61Xkl

11 1 1 I 1 1 1 11.

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 133 1 11 I op- a 1 2 1 154 11

11 ONE PATIENT .R0W%1 86.'36%1 7.14XI 0.0 X1 5.19%1 1.30%1 100.00M

I f COLX1 25.19%1 32.35XI 0.0 Xi 28.57%1 12.50X1 25.37X11

11 1 1 7 I 1 1 1 11

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 75 1 5 I 1 1 2 1 S 1 . as II

11 TWO OR MORE ROWX1 85.23%1 5.68X1 1.14%1 2.27Z1 5.68%1 loo.oanIl

11 COL%1 14.20%1 14.71% 100.00%1 7.14X1 31.25%1 14.50X11

11 1 1 I 1 1 . 1 IF

11 NO RES. 14 ONSE N1 245 i 16 V 0 1 ,16 1 7 I 264'11

II , ROW 86.27%1 5.61X1 0.0 X1 5.63%1 2.46%1 100.00Z11

11 COW 46.40%1 47.06%1 0.0 X1. $7.14X1 43.7541 46.79411

11 t 1 1 1 1 1 11

caaccatmoccmaccoccatra=camccv----cc-concunacucaunnacuoccucmcioccoanucoccaccccupomno

11. 1 1 1 1 1 I I I I

11 TOTAL NI 528 I 34 1 1 1 28 I 16 II 607 II

11 ROW7.1 86.9941 5.6041 0.1641 4.6141 2.64411 100.00411

11 COL41 100.0041 100.0041 100.0041 zoo.00nl loo.00nll

1 1 1 l3 11

mantlunnoccmcccancc====== pacummmomcmanzpaccamcmnuccommomancriumnamumunocumincumcM

CHD-SQUARED 19.0920

(NOTE: EXPECTID CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE tHI-SQUARE CALCULATION/

22,4
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TABLE 18 (tontiniled)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED-PATIENTS

° COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION "

1978 GRADUATES

HEMOPHILIA

iTUDENT EXPERIENCE

' PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM1 I NO I No II Il

I OFFICE IHOSPITALIWERREDI CONTACTIRESPONSE11 TOTAL II

11 I I r 1 1 -II I i

II SEEN PRESENTAr NI . 28 I . 17 1 6 1 104 1 13 II la II

II TION OF PATIENT\ RONA 164674 10.12%10 3.57%1 61.90%1 7.74%11 100.00%11

I I COW 29.17%1 28.3301-43.33%1 27.51%1 23.64%11. 27.68%11

I I I I ° . I
I I I I I I I

NH HELPED TREATMENT NI ° 4 I 7 I 1 I 13 1 1 II 26 II

II OF PATIENT Rowx1 15.38z10 26.92%1 3.85%1 50.00%1 3./0 'II 100.00%11

'-"LamI I 7 COW 4.17%1 11.67%1 5.56%1 3.44%1 4.28%11

II I I II II

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 5 I - 3 I o I 11 I 4 I 23 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%1 .21.74%1 13.04%1 xl 47.83%1 17.39%11 100.00%11

I 1 COL%1 5.21%I 5.00%1 0.0 ki 2.91%1 7.27%11 3.79%11

11 1 1 I I 1 I II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 1 0 1 0 I 1 I 1 CI 3 I I

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 33.33%1 0.0 %1 0.0 %I 33.337.1 33.33k11 160.00%11
..)

COW 1.04%1 0.0 %1 0.0 %1 0.26%1 1.827.11 0.49%11

II ; 1 1 1 II , II

II NO RESPONSE NI 58 I 33 I 11 1 249 1 36 ir 387 II

11 ROW%1 14:99%1 8.53%1 2.84%1 64.34%1 9:30%1I 100.00%11

II COW 60.42%1 55.00%1 61.11%1 65.87%1 65.45%11 63.76%11

I I
I I 11, 1 I

II I I I I v I I I I I

II TOTAL NI 96 I 60 I 18 1 378 I 55 II 607 11

II RotaI 15.82%1 9.88%1 2.97%1 \62.27%I ' 9.06%11 100.00%11

II
1 COW 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I I I 4 I II II

ci

'CHI-SQUARE= 18.2172

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

'"

23
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT.EXPIWIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE/AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

CARDIOPULMONARY DISEASE

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

' PRACTICE EXPERIVNCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II

I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI COETACTIRESPONSEII

II

TOTAL II

.11 I I I 1. I II II

. II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 52 I 4 I ' 1 1 6 I 2 II 65 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 80.00%1 6.15%1 1.54%1 9.23%1 3.08%11 100.00%11

II 'COW 10.81%J 10.00%1 14.29X1 10.53%1 9.097.11 10.71%11..

II 1 1 1 1 I II II

II HELPEy TREATMENT NI 24 r 2 1 0 I 1 I 3 II 150 II

II OF PATIENT ROWXI ao.mmI 6.67%1 0.0 XJ 3.33%1 10.00%11 100. 0%11

II COW, 4.99%1 5.00%1 0.0 %I 1.75%1 13.64%11 4.94%11

II I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 106 I 11 I --1/1 11 I 3 II 132 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 80.307.1 8.33%1 0.767.1 8:33%1 2.27%11 100.00%11

II COW 22.047.1 27.50%1 14.29%1 19.307.1 13.64%11 21.75%11

II - I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 6S I 4 I 0 I 3 I 5 II 77 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW%I 84.42%1 5.197.1 0,0 %I 3.90%1 6.49%11 100.00%11

II COW 13.51%1 10.00%1 '' 0.0 XI 5.26%1 22.73%11 12.69%11

II 1 I I 1 1 II II

II NO RESPONSE ill 234.1 11P1 5 1 36 I 9 II 303 II

II R0W%I 7743%1 6,27%1 1.65%1 11.88%1 2.97%11 100.007.11

II COLXI 48.65%1 47.50%1 71.43%1 63.16%1 40.91%11 49.92%11

II tIr I I 0 I I I II II

-4C

II I , 1

II TOTAL NI 481 I 40 I. 7 I 57 I 22 II 607 II

II ROW' 79.24%1 6.59%1 1.1571 .9.397.1 3.62%11 100.007.11

11 COLZI 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100-00x1 100.00:01 100-0041
II 1

CHI-SQUARE= 15.4870

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL kEQUENCIES OF LESS ,THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

231
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH '

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER.GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

m ASTHMA

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE-
,

.

I TREATM I TREATM 1 I NO I NO . II - , II

STUDEWT EXPERIENCE I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI CONTACTIRESPONSEII :TOTAL II

II

11-SEEN PRESENTA-

II TION OF PATIENT

11

11

II HELPED TREATMENT

11 OF PATIENT

II

II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR

II ONE PATIENT

II

II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR

II IWO OR MORE

II

11

II NO RESPONSE

H
II

11

I L I I I II

INI 69 I 4 I .0 I 7 I

I

3 II 83 II

ROW%1 83.13%1 4.82%1 0.0 %Ij 8.43%1 3.61%11.100.00%11

COL4 13.75%1 11.76%1 0.0.4 14.58%1 15.00%11 13.677.11

I I
_.... - I I II

NI 25 31 .01 2 I 3 11

ROW%I 75.76% 9.09%1 0.0 %I 6.064 9.09%11

COL%I 4.98% 8.82%1 0.0 4 4.17%1 15.00%11

1 I I I II

NI 108 6 I 1 I 10 I 2 II

ROW 85.04% 4.72%1 0.79%1 .. 7.87%1 1.5741

COL%1 21.51% 17.65%1 33.33%1 20.83.4 10.00%11

1 1 1
_1

11

NI 39 2 I 0 1 0 I 2 II

ROW4 90.70% 4.65%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 4.65%11

COW 7.77% 5.88x1 0.0 XI 0.0 m lo.00zil

I I. I I I 1

NI 261 141 2 I 29 1 10 II

.ROW%1 81.31% 5.92%1 0.624 9.03%1 3.12%11

COW 51.99xI 55.88%1 66.67%1 60.42%1 50.00%11

:1 I 1 1 I II

1 I I 1 I 11

NI 502 I 34 I 3 I 48 I 20 11

Row 82.70%1 5.60%1 0.49%1 7.91%1 3.29%11

COL%I loo.00m loo.00m loo.00xl loo.00m loo.00ml

1 I 1 1 I 11

II

607 11

100.00%11

100.00711

11

CHI-SQUAgE= 11.7993 -

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

ATHEROSCLEROSIS

XP R

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I

T

I

R

NO I NO 11

N

II

I I I I 1 II I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 66 I 5 I 0 I 28 I
s II 104 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 63.46%1 4.81%1 0.0 %I 26.92%1 4.81%11 100.00%11

II COW 17.51%1 16.67%1 0.0 %I 17.83%1 11.90%11 17.13%11

11 1 I 1 1 it II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI

____i

7 I 2 I 0 I 5 I 1 II 15 II

II OF PATIENT ROMI 46.67%1 13.33%1 0.0 %I 33.33%1 6.67%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 1.86%1 6.67%1 0.0 %I 3.18%1
,

2.38%11 2.47%11

I I . I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 50 I 7 I 0 I ., 10 I 4 II 71 1 1

II ONE PATIENT ROW 70.42%1 9.86%1 0.0 %I 14.08%1 5.63%11 100.00ZII

II COL%I 13.26%1 23.33%1 0.0 %I 6.37%1 9.52%11 11.70%11

I I I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 35 I 3 I 0 I 2 I 2 II 42 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW 83.33%1 7.14%1 0.0 %I 4.76%1 4.76%11 100.00%11

II COW 9.28%1 10.00%1 0.0 %I 1.27%1 4.76%11 6.92%11

I I I I I I I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 219 I 13 I 1 I 112 I 30 II 375 II

II R0W%I 58.40%1 3.47%1 0.27%1 29.87%1 8.00%11 100:00%11

II COL%I 58.09%1 43.33%1 100.00%1 71.34%1 71.43%11 6178%11

II I I I I I I I II

II I I 1 I I 11 II

II TOTAL NI 377 I 30 I 1 I 157 I 42 II 607 II

II ROW 62.11%1 4.94%1 0.16%1 25.86%1 6.92%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.007.1 100.00%1 100.00%II 100.00%11

II I I I 1 1 I I I I

CHI-SQUARE= ' 29.0574

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

I.
-185-
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUOENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANOICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPAREO WITH ,

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRAOUATION

1978 GRADUATES

EMPHYSEMA

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

11 SEEN PRESENTA-

II TION OF PATIENT

II

11 HELPED TREATMENT

: II OF PATIENT

Ii

11 RESPONSIBLE

" II ONE PATIENT

I I

11 RESPONSIBLE

II TWO OR MORE

11

1111

11

11

11

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

4. 0

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO 'I NO II

I OFF'ICE IHUSPITALIPEFERREDI C0NTACT1RE5PONSEII

I F I 1 11

NI 73 I 9 I 3

ROW%1 56.59%) 6.987.1 2.33!

COL%1 21.167.1 21.43%1 75.007.

NI 14 I 3 I

RoWX1 58.13%1 12.5071

201.71 4.067.1' 7.14%1

1

FOR NI 37 I 2

ROWXI 7r.15x1 3.857.1

COL%1 10.72X1 4.76%1

I I

FOR NI 11 1 0

'RowxI 84.6271 ,0.0 71

coL71 3.19%1 0.0 %1

NI 210 I 28 1

ROW%I 53.98%1 7.20%1

COW 0.8771 66.67%1

1

*IP

NO RESPONSE
A

39 1 5 II

30.237.1. 3.88%11

20.97%1 16.67%11

I I

TOTAL II

129'11

100.00%11

21.25%11

II

0 6 I 1 11 24 11

0.0 XI 25.00%1 4.17%11 100.00%1J

0.0 XI 3.23%1 3.33711 ' 3.95711

1 11 11

12.1 1 11 52 11

0.0 7.1 23.0871 t..192%11 100:007.11

0.0 XI 6.457.1 3.337.11 8.57711

1 11 : 11

01 2 1 0 11 1311

0.0 XI 15.3871 0.0 %II 100.007I1'

0.0 % I 1.0871 0.0 %1I 2.14711

I II II
1

1 I 127 1 2311 309 11

0.267 32.6571 .5.917.11. 100.00%11

25.0'OZI 68.2671 76.67711 64.09711

I I. . 11 II

I I

II TOTAL

H

I I 1 I 1 11 I I .

NI 345 I ,42 I 4 I 186 I , 30 II 607. 11

ROW 56%84%1 6.9271 .0.667.1 30.6471 4.94711 100.00711

*
, CoLX1 loo.00xl 100,0071 100.0071 1004071 100.00711 100.00711

1 I I I 1 11 11

,

CHI-SQUARE= 19.3135

(NOTE: EXPECTEO CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH 4

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

XP

1978 GRADUATES,

CYSTIC FIBROSIS

PRACTICk EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I

P TA R

NO 1 1

1 1 I I I I II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 9 I 6 I 1 I 129 1 11 11

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 5.77%1 3.85%1 0.64%1 82.69%1 7.05%11

1 1 COW 20.00%1 35.294 100.00%1 26.43%1 19.64%1I

11 I 1 I I I II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 1 I 0 I 0 I a I 1 II

II OF PATIENT ROW%I 10.00%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 80.00%1 10.00%11

II COLA 2.22%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 1.64%1 1.79%11

I I I I I I I

IIII RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 4 I 0 I 0 I 12 I 2 II

1 1

II

10 11

100.00%11

1.65%11

I I18

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 22.22%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 66.67%1 11.11%11 100.00%11

I I COL%I 8.89%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 2.46%1 3.57%11 2.97%11

II I I I I I. II I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 1

II TWO OR MORE ROW 50.00%1
.

I I COLA 4.44%1

11 A . 1 I

II NO RESPONSE NI 29 I

II ROW 6.92%1

I I COW 64.44%1
4 1 1 I

I 1 1 I

II TOTAL NI 45 I

11 t ROW%I 7.41%1

il COW 100.00XI

II I I

0 I 0 1 1 I, 1 11 4 II

0.0 %I 0.0 %I 25.00%1 25.00%11 100.00%11

0.0.%1 0.0 %I 0.20%1 1.79%11 0.66%11

I 1 I II II

11 I 0 I 338 1 41 II 419 II

2.63%1 0.0 %I 80.67%1. 9.79%11 100.00%11

64.71%1 0.0 %1 69.26%1 73.21%11 69.03%11

I I I II II

I I 1 I 1 I 1

17 I 1 I 488 I 56 II 607 II

2.80%1 0.16%1 80.40%1 9.23%11 100.00%11

100.004 100.00XI 100.00XI 100.00XII 100.00xII

I I I Il II

CHI-SQUARE= 24.4997

ANOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

2 3 5
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.TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

ALLERGIC REACTION

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

1 TREATM I TREATM I I NO I No

FF P A NTA"

11

II

. 11 SEEN PRESENTA

11 TION OF PATIENT

I I

11

11 HELPED TREATMENT

11 OF PAT/ENT

11

11

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR

11 ONE PATIENT

11

I

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR

11 TWG OR MORE

11

I I

11 NO RESPONSE

11

11

11

1

NI

ROW
COLZ1

1

NI

ROWZ1

COLZ1

1

'N1

ROW%1

CDLZ1

1

N1

ROWZ1

COL%1

1

NI

ROW%1

COLZ1

1 1

52 -3 I 0 1 17 1 5 11 77 11

67.53X1 3.90%1 0.0 %1 22.08%1 6.49% 11 400.00%11

12.94X1 8.82%1 0.0 %1 12.41%1 17.24%11 12.69%11
I

1 I I I

231 4 1 0 1 2 I 0 II 29 II

79.31X1 13.79Z1' 0.0%1 6.°0%7 I O.& 711 100.00%11

5.72Z1 11.76%1 0.0 71 1.467.1 0.0 7.11 4.78%11

1
1

11 /

67 I 12 1 2 I. 15 I
11 11 107 11

62.62X1 11.217.1. 1.87%1 14.02%1 10.287.11 100.00%11

16.67X1 35.29%1 40.00%1. 10.95%1 37.93%11 17.637.11

II

531 1 1 0 I 19 1 0 11 73' 11

72.60X1 1.37%1 0.0 ZI 26.03%1 0.0 %11 100,00%11

13.18X1 2.94%1 0.0 Z1 13.87%1 0.0 4II 12.03x11

11 11

207 I 14 1 3 1 84 1 13 II 321 11

64.49X1 4.36%1 0,93%1 26.17%1 4.05%11 100.00%11

51.49XI 41.18%1 60.00ZI 61.317.1 44.83%11 52.887.11

1 I I II 111

N1 402 34 1 5 1 137 I 29 II 607 11

ROW%I_ 66.23%1 5.607.1 0.82%1 22.577.1 4.78%11 100.00%11

COLZ1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.007.11 100.00%11

1 1 . 1 1 1 11 11

CHI-SQUARE= 38.9699

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHD-SQUARE CALCULATION)

236
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

AUtISP1
1,6

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

a

1 TREATM I TREATM 1

P

I

:

NO I

'di,

NO II II

.oN

II 1 1 I 1
i' I

I I I 1

11 SEEN PRESENTA- NI 9 1 4 1 0 1 13S 1 15 II 163 11

11 TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 5.52%1 2.457.1 0.0 7.I 82.827.1 9.207.1 100.00%11

II COL%I 28.13%1 16.67%1 0.0 %I 27.66%1 25.86%1 26.85%11

II 1 1 , 1 1 I I I 1

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 0 1 1 I 0 I 10 I 0 1 11 II

II OF-PATIENT ROW%I 0.0 7.1 9.09%1 0.0 %I 90.91%1 0.0 %I 100.00%11

II COL%1 0.0 71 4,17X 1 0.0 %I i.oul o.b xI 1.mM!
II I I I I 1 1 II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 0 I 0 I 0 I 9 I 0 1 9 I)

11 ONE.PATIENT 1 ROW%I 0.0 %I 0.0.7.I 0.0 %I 100.00%1 0.0 V.1 100.00%11

I I COW 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 1.84%1 0.0 %I 1.48%11

I I I 1 I I I 1 I 1

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 1 0 I 0 I 1 I 1 I 4 II

44 TWO OR MORE ROW%I 50.00%1 0.0 %1 0.0,7.1 25.00%1 25.00%1 200.00%11

I I COW 6.25%1 0.0 7.1 0.0 %I 0.207.1 1.72%1 0.66711

-11 I I 1 I 1 1 II

11 NO RESPONSE NI 21 I 19 I 5 I 333 I 42 I 420 II

11 ROMI 4 5.00%1 4.527.1 1.19%1 79.29%1 10.007.1 100.00%11

I I COW 65.63%1 79.17%1 100.00%f 68.24%1 72.41%1 69197.11

II i I I 1 1 I II

=.1 ....=

1 I 1

II TOTAL NI 32 1 24 1 g I 488 1 58 II 607 II

14 ROW%1 5.277.1 3.957.1 0.827.1 80.40X1 9.56%11 100.00%11

II COW 100800X1 100.00ZI 100.007.1 100.00%1 100.007.II 100.00%11

11 1 1

CHI-SQUARE= 26.3687.

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BiEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

;



TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENtE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES'

HYPERACTIVITY

EXP RI

I TREATM I TREATM I

P k

I

ERR

NO t

NTA

NO H
Ne

1

TA

I
1 1 1 11 1

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 49 I 7 1 2 I 53 I 11 II 122 1

II TION OF PATIENT ROWXI 40.16%1 5.74%1 1.64%1 43.44X1 9.02%11 100.00%1

II COL%1 17.25%1 21.21%1 26.67%1 22.04%1 23.91%11 20.10%1

11
I ,,Il

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 15 I e I 1 1 11 1 2 11 31 I

II OF PATIENT ROW 48.39%1 6.45%1 3.23%1 35.46X1 6.45%11 1(50.00X1

11 COW 5.28%1 6.06%1 8.33%1 4.74X1 4.35XII 5.11XI

I I

I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 37 I 4 I 3 1 16 I 3 II 65 I

II ONE PATIENT ROW 56.92%1 6.15X1 4.624 27.69%1 4.62%11 100.00%1

II CDLXI 13.03%1 12.12%1 25.00%1 7.76%1 6.52Z11 10.71%1

I I I I

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 7 I 0 I 2 1 4 I 1 11 14 I

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 50.00%1 0.0 7.1 14.29%1 28.57%1 7.14%11 100.00%1

I I
COW 2.46%1 0.0 XI 16.67%1 1.72%1 2.17%11 2.31%1

I I
I 1 II 1

II NO RESPONSE tlfl 276 1 aol 4 I 146 I 29 11 375 1

II ROWX1 46.93%1 5.337.1 1.07%1 38.93%1 7.73%11 100.00%1

I I
COW 61.97%1 60.61X1 33.33X1 62.93%1 63.04%11 61.76%1

I I I 1 I Il 1

CCC MC CC -- cum....._cm_cmcwar=ccunr,

I I
I I I I

II TOTAL NI 284 1 33 1 12 1 232-1 46 II 607 11

I I ROWXI 46.79%1 5.44X1 1.98XI 38.22%1 7.58XII 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00XI 100.00%1 100.00XI 100.00%11 100.00%11

Z.. - OCCMC

CHI-SQUAREu 22.7947

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

23,
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TABLE *18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

OTHER BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS

1 XP

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO 11 1 I

II 1 1 I 1 '1I 11

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 44 I 9 I 4 1 37 I 9 11 103 11

11 TION OF PATIENT ROW%1 42.72%1 8.74%1 3.88%1 35.92%1 6.74ZI1 100.00%11

11 COLXI 14.01%1 22.50%4 26.57%1 20.67%1 15.00%11 16.9740

1 I I I 4 I I 1 11 It

11 HELPED TREATMENT NI 17 I 1 1 1 I 7 1 3 11 29 11

11 OF PATIENT ROWXI 58.62%1 3.45%1 3.45%1 24.14%1 10.34%11 100.00%11

II C01%1 5.41%1 2.50%1 7.14%1 3.91%1 5.00%11 4.76%11

11 I I I 1 1 1.1 II

11 kESPONSIDLE FOR NI 37 I 5 I 1 I 17 I 3 11 63 II

II ONE PATIENT ROWXI 58.73%1 7.94%1 1.59%1 26.98%1 4.76%11 100.00%11

II COL7.1 11.7eal 12.50%1 7.14%1 9.50%1 5.00%1I 10.38%11

II I I I r 1 il ii

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 34 I 0 I 2 I 6 I 2 II 44 II

II TWO OR MORE ROWXI 77.27%1 0.0 %I 4.55%1 13.64%1 4.55%11 100.00%11

II anal 10.83%1 0.0 XI 14.29%1 3.35%1 3.33%11 7.25%11

II I '" I I I I 11 11

II NO RESPONSE NI 152 1 25 I 6 1 112 1 43 11 368 11

II ROW;11 49.4414 6.79%1 1.63%1 30.43X1 *11.68%11 100.00%11

11 COW *57.96%1 62.50%1 42.86:41 62.57Z1 71.67%11 60.63%11

ir I I I I'

II I 1 I I 1 II 11

11 TOTAL N1 314 1 40 1 14 I 179 1 60 II 607 II

II ROWXI 51.73%1 6.59%1 2.31%1 29.49%1 9.88311 100.00%11

11 COW 100.00X1100.00X1 100.00%1 100.00% 1 xdo.00gii loo.00gii

ii i I i i
1 II ii

CHI-SQUAREn 25.7636

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE SEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (cont nued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE W;TH.HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH 4
40RACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

LEUKEMIA

PPAtTICE EXPRIEUCE

1 TREATM 1 TREATM I NO I NO 1

II I 1 I

11 SEEN PRESENTA- * NI 29 1 19 I 116 1 18 1 182

11 TION OF PATIENT ROW7.1 15.93%1 10.44%1 0.0 % 63.74%1 9.89%1 100.007.

11 COLZ1 28.71%1 38.00%1 0.0 % 28.71%1 35.29%1 29.987.

11 I . t

II HELPED TREATMENT , NI 0 I 3 I 0 8 I ii 12

11 OF PATIENT ROW%I 0.0,7.I 25.007.1 0.0 X 66.677.1 8.33%1 .100.00%

11 COM 0.0 71 6.00%1 0.0 X 1.987.1 1.96%1 1.98%

11 1 i 1 I 1

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 I 0 I 0 8 1 ii 12

II ONE PATIENT ROW7.1 25.004 0.0 Xi 0.0 X 66.677.1 8.33%1 100.00%

II COLZI 2.3441 0.0 %1 0.0 7. 1.987.1 1.967.1 1.987.

11 1 1 1 1

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 I 0 I 0 0 I 0 1 1

II TWO OR MORE ROW 100.00%1 0.0 XI 0.0 % 0.0 ZI 0.0 ZI 100.007.

II COLXI 0.99%1 0.0 XI 0.0 % 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.167.

II I I 1
1

11 NO RESPONSE NI 68 I 28 I 1 . 27g I 31 I 400
43

I I
ROW 17.007.1 7.00%1 0.25% 68.00%1 7.75%1 100.007.

II COLZI 67.334 56.00%1 100.007. 67.33%1 60.78%1 65.907.

II 1

or
1 1 I

11 I 1 1 I I II I I

II TOTAL NI 101 1 50 I 1 I 404 I 51 11 607 11

11 ROWZI 16.647.1 8.247.1 0.16%1 66.56%( 8.40%11 100.007.11

ii COLXI 100.007.1 100.00%1 10000%1 100.00%1 100.007.11 100.007.11

II 1 I 1 I I II II

CCCOCCMCCCMCC=CM....0

CHI-SQUARE0 16.0341

!NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)

.24u
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPER/ENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1:4, GRADUATES

OTHER BLOOD DYSCRASIAS

PRACTICEEXPERINCE

1 TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO 11

P N

11

T TA

I I I 11 II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 48 1 17 1 1 80 I 13 11 159 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%I 30.19X1 10.69% 0.634 50.31X4

11 cow 34.04X1 34.00% 16.67%1 22.60ZI 23.21%11 26.19%11

H I I I I I H H
11 HELPED TREATMENT NI 5 I 2 I '1 1 6 I 1 11 15 11

11 OF PATIENT ROWXI 33.33X1 13.33X1 6.67%1 40.00XI 6.67%11 100.00X11

H COW 3.55X1 4.00ZI 16.67%1 1.69Z1 1.79%11 2.47%11

H 1 I I I I H H
II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 4 I 1 I 0 I 7 I 1 11 13 11

11 ONE PATIENT ROWXI 30.77XI 7.69Z1 0.0 XI 53.65X1 7.69%11 100.00%11

11 COW 2.84Z1 2.0OXI 0.0 XI 1.98X1 1.79%11, 2,14XII

11 1 I I I I 11 il

11 RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 I o I 0 I 3 0 11 4 11

11 TWO OR MORE ROWXI 25.00XI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 75.00?.I 0.0 %II 100.00%11

--II cow 0.71X1 0.0 xl 0.0 XI o.85X1 0.0 41 0.66%11

11 1 I I I I il 11

II NO RESPONSE NI 83 I 30 I 4 I 258 I 41 11 416 11

11 ROW%I 19.95X1 7.21X1 0.96%1 62.02X1 9.86%11 t00.0041

11 COLXI ss.87XI 60.00XI 66.67%1 72.86X1 73.21%11, 68.53%11

11 1 I II I 1

..COC.ATCC c c..1 c

I I I I I I \ I I I I I

II TOTAL NI 141 I 50 I 6 1 354 I 56 II 607 II

I I ROWX)* 23.23X1 8.24x1 0.99%1 58.32%1 9.2341 100.00%11

11 COLXI 100.00XI 100.00XI 10000XI .100.00%1 100.00XII 100.00%11

11 I I I I I li -II

- =-m

* CtiI-SQUAREm 48.6943

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 H VE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE W/TH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCEAFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

BRAIN TUHORS

XP N

PPACI_EXEEPiEIICE

I TREATM I TREATM I

H. ' TA

I

IF

*IVO

A

NO 1

I I

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 21 8 I 21 115 13 I 159 I

,11 TION OF PATIENT ROWZI 13.21% 5.03%1 1.26%1 72.33% 8.18% I 100.00%1

II COLXI 23.60% 24.24%1 50.00%1 27.00% 23.64% I 26.19%1

II
I \ 1

II HELPED TREATMENT 0 1 1 0 1 4 o I 5 I

II OF PATIENT RO Al 0.0 20.00xI 0.0 xl 0o.00x 0.0 X I loo.obXI

II COL%I 0.0 % 3.03%1 0.0 %I 0.94% 0.0 % I 0.82%1

11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 4 1 1 0 1 8 1 I 14 1

II ONE PAT/ENT ROW%I 28.57% 7.14%1 0.0 %I 57.14% 7.14% I 100.00%1

II
COL%1 4.49% 3.03%1 0.0 Z1 1.88% 1.82% I 2.324

11 I
It

II RESPONSIBLE FOR % NI 1 o I ,o I 0 DI 1 I

TWO OR MORE ROW%I 100.00% 0.0 XI" 0.0 ZI 0.0 X 0.0 X I loo.00XI

)1
COL%I 1.12% 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.0 X 0.1b x I 0.164

II NO BESPONSE NI 63 23 I 2 I 299 41 I 428

II ROW%I 14.72% S.37%1 0.47%1 69.86% 9.58% I 100.004

II COL%I 70.79% 69.70%1 50.00%1 70.19% 74.55% I 70.51%1

II

1 1

cc-cc m-m m .. mcmcc cmcccommcmccummcmmcm

II
II II

II TOTAL NI 89 I .33 I 4 I ,426 I 55 II 607-11

II
00w4 14.66x1 5.44xI 0.66%1 70.1,K 9.06%11 100.00%11

II
COL%I 10000ZI 200.00ZI 200.00%16100.0W-1 100.0041 100.00%11

II
I I I I

C
= ..... ,

CHI-SQUAREn 134.2297
6

INO:fE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN }ZED IN TH.E CHI-SQUARE CALCULATIOH;
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TABLE 18 (continued)

'STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPiRIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

SARCOKA

HT X

PACJ1CL.P1PIEI10E

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I

NT T

NO II

II (1 I I I '1 1 II II)

II SEEN PRESENTA- , NI 18 I ' 9 I ' 4 1 129 1 19 11 179 a
II TION OF PATIENT ROW 10.067.1 5.03%1 2.237.1 72.077.1 10.61%Ii 100.00%11

11 mixt 28a3r7.l- 32.14%1 66.67%1 28.927.1 30.167.11 29.49%11

ii I I I I . 1 I I

I I11 HELPED TREATMENT NI 2 I 0 I 0 I 6'1 2 II 10

II OF PATIENT ROWXI 20.007.1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 60.007.1 20.007.11 100.007.11

II COW 3.13%1 0.0 %I 0.0 %I 1.357.1 3.17%11 1.657.11

.1 I I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 2 I 0 I 0 I 2 1 1 II 5 II

11 ONE PATIENT ROW%I 40.007.1 0.0 %I 0.0 %V 40.007.1 20.007.11 100.007.11

I I COW 3.137.1 0.0 %I 0.0 ZI 0.45%1 1.597.11 0.827.11

11 , I I I I I . II II
0 II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 1 1 -0 I 0 1 0 I % 0 II 1 11

.11 TWO OR MORE ROWX1 100.00%1 0.0 %I 0.0 XI 0.0 %1 0.0 X11 100.007.11

II . COW 1.567.1 0.0 gI 0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.0 gII 0.167.11

11 ., I I I I I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 41 1 19 I 2 I 309 I 41 II 412 II

11 ROW 9.95%1 4.61%1 0.49'44 73:007.1 9495%11 100.007.11

II COL%I 64.067.1 67.86%1 ,,33.337.I -69.28%1 0.087.11 67.877.11

I I
I I ''I I I Il II

o ocD000naccccqcoaacococmmoarmcoccncmpnccooncnnnocccnoacooccmormconcotmOmncmmnmncm

.

11

II TOTAL NI 64 1 28 I 6 I 446 1 63 LI 607 11,

II R0147.1 10.547.1 4.617.1 0.997.1 73.487.1 10.387.11 100.00%11

II COO 100407.1 100.007.i 100.007.1 100407. 3 100.007.II 100.007.II

II I I I I I II II

punnmanoncucarnmcommccuocconacut=ommonmocconammmaclomccuumcoummtmtammm0000000000000

CHI-SQUARE0 21.0067

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN S HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 continued)

STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH',

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATES

SQUAMOUS CELL CARCINOMA

STUDENM EXPERIENCE

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM I TIAATM 1 I NO 1 NO II II

I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERRED1 CONTACTIRESPONSEII TOTAL II
- *

11 1 1 1 I I II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI .27 I 18 1. 4 I 101 I 18 II 168 II

II TION OF PATIENT ROW%1' 16.07%1 10.71%1 .38I 60.12%1 10.71%11 100.00%11

11 COL%I 24.32%1 33.33%1 25.00ZI 27.01%1 34.62%11 27.68%11

11 1 1 1

.

1 11 11

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 8 1 3 I 2 I 23 I 3 II 39 II

11 OF PATIENT ROW 20,51%1 7.69%1 5.13% 58.97%1 7.69%11 100.00%11

II COLA 7.21%1 5.56%1 12.5OZI 6.15%1 5.77%11 6.43%11

II 1 1 I 1. II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 3 I 3 I 0 I 14 I 1 II 21 II

II ONE PATIENT ROW%I 14.29%1 14.29%1 0.0 % I 66.67%1 4.76%11 100.00%11

II COW 2:70%1 5.56%1 0.0 XI 3.74%1 1.92%11 3.46%11

II I .., 01 1

.

I 11 11

II RESPONSIBLE FOR . NJ 1 I 0 1 0 I 1 1 0 II 2 II

II TWO OR MORE ROW 50.00%1 0.0 %I 0.0 XI 50.00%1 0.0 %11 100.00%11

11'0 COW 0.90%1 0.0 %I 0.0 XI 0.27%1 0.0 %II 0.33%11

11 1
, 1

1 I. 1 11 11

II NO RESPONSE NI 2 I 30 I 10 I 235 I 30 1 1 377 11

II ROW%1 19.10%1 7.96%1 2.65%1 62.33%1 7.96%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 64.86%1 55.56%1 62.50%1 62.83%1 57.69%11 62.11%11

II I 1 I I I II II

=

11 .1 I 1 I I I I I I

II TOTAL NI ,111 I 54 I 16 I 374 I 52 11 607 II

I I ROW%I 18.29%1 8.90%1 2.64%1 61.617.1 8.57%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.0041 100.00%1 100.00%11 100.00%11

II I 1 I. 1 I. If 11

CHI-SQUARE= 7.3642

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION)
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TABLE 18 (continUed).

STUDENT EXPERIENCE.WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS

COMPARED WITH

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION

1978 GRADUATEi

OTHER NEOPLASM

c;

STUDENT EXPERIENCE

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE

I TREATM 1 TREATM I 1 NO 1 NO II

1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERRED1 CONTACTIRESPONSEII

II

TOTAL II

II 1 1 1 1 1 II II

II SEEN PRESENTA- NI 49 I 18 I , 7 F 60 I 22 11 156 If

11 TION OF PATIENT ROWZ1 31.41%1 11.54%1 4.49%1 13.46%1 14.10%11 100.00711

11 COLZI 26.20%1 37.50%1 50.00%1 20.00%1 37.93%11 25.70%11

11 I I " I I I II II

II HELPED TREATMENT NI 12 1 0 1 0 1 13 1
.

2 II 27 II

II OF PATIENT ROWZ1 44.44%1 0.0 ZI 0.0 ZI 48.15%1 7.417.11 100.00%11

11 COLZI 6.42%1 0.0 7.I 0.0 ZI 4.33%1 3.457.11 4.45%11

II 1 1 1 1 1

I 1 1II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 11 1 2 1 0 .1 8 I 1 I / , 22

II ONE OATIENT ROWZI S0.00%1 9.0,2m 9.13 xl 36.36%1 4.55%11
,

100.00%11

II COLZI 5.88%1 4.17%1 iLo %I 2.677.1 1.72%11 3.627.11

II I I I I I II II

II RESPONSIBLE FOR NI 7 I- 0 1 0 1 5 1 0 11
1

12 II

II TWO OR MORE ROWZI 58.33%1 0.0 %1 0.0 %I 41.67%1 0.0 %II 100.00%11 s

II COL%I 3.74%1 0.0 ZI 0.0 %1 1.67%1 0.0 %II 1.98%11

II ) 1

r
1 1 I II II

II NO RESPONSE NI 108 I 28 I 7 1 214 I 33 II 390 II

II ROW7.I 27.69%1 7.187.1 1.79%1 54.87%1 8.46%11 100.00%11

II COL%I 57.75%1,,58.33%1 50.00%1 71.33%1 56.90%11 64.25%11

II 1 1 1 1 1 II II

.7

II 1 I 1 1 1 II II

II TOTAL NI 187 1 48 1 14 I 300 I 58 II 607 II

II ,,. ROWZI 30.817.1 7.91%1 2.31%1 49.42%1 9,56%11 100.00%11

II COL%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1 100.00%1I 100.00%11

II I I I I I II II

CHI-SQUARE= 4 32.2779

(NOTE: EXPECTEO tELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUIP(TION)

24 5
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Of those who had assisted in treatment, "office treatment" had the largest

entry for only 14 conditions, and of those who had only seen a presentation

"office treatment" was the preferred disposition for only 11 conditions.

Tables 18-1 through 18-37 shows the corresponding data for the 1978

graduates, and a similar pattern emerges. Those who as students had treated

two or more patients with a particular handicap were most likely to give office

treatment to patients with that handicap. For 23 of the 37 conditions "office

treatment" was the disposition most often reported by that category of graduate.,

Of those who had treated one patient, there were 16 conditions where "office

treatment" Was the preferred disposition. Of those who had assisted in treat-

ment, "office treatment" was the preferred,disposition for only 14 conditions,

and of those who had only seen a presentation "office treatment" was the

preferred disposition for only 14 conditions.

Clinical experience with handicapped patients while in dental school, it

may be concluded, is highly important for improving access to dental care for

the handicapped.

Table 19 examines the effect of "hands on" experience in school with

selected handicapping conditions in relation to treatment Of those condLtions

after gnaduation. The graduates who reported that they had only "seen a presen-

tation" of a particular condition are compared with those who said they had

trdated two or more patients with that condition. For nine out of the ten

A
conditions, a Parger percegtage of the 1976 graduates who had treated patients

in school reported treating patients with that conditilpb in practice than did

those who halkonly seen a presentation. Of the 1978 graduates, this held true

for eight out of the ten conditions.

0

,24t;
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Table 19

Percent of dentists who redbrted treating patients
with selected handicapping conditions compared
with in-school experience with that condition,

by year of graduation

Handicap

1.

1976

r

Saw Presentation
Treated

two or more

1978

Treated

Saw Presentation ' two or.more

_ N N % N

Mental reardation 68 122 79 63 71 103 72 102

Cerebral palsy 37 195 40 20 39 144 50 32

Epilepsy 84 . 152 80 30 76 113 .80 41,

Stroke (including
facial paralysis)

60 194 67 9 57 155 57 7
.

Spinal cord injuries 26 195 40 5 26 154 50 8

Multiple sclerosis 21 205 33 3 32 153 44 9

MUscular dystrophy 13 195 75 4 17 163 20 5

Multiply-handicapped 39 164 64 22 31 118 48 19

The Nursing-home patient
,
40 167 50 16 41 137 53 30

Cleft palate (and Cleft 46 212 66 9 42 186 29 7

lip) ,

Average 43 _ 59 43 50



.4.

Over the ten conditions an avekage of 43 percent of those who had seen a

presentation treated patients in practice for both 1976 and 1978 graddates.

An average of 59 percent oi.the.1976 graduates and 50 Peicent of the 1978

graduates who had treated two or more patients in school also treated such

patients in practice.

Table 20 examines the number of different liandiicapping conditions treated

in relation to clinical experience with handitapped 'patients tn school. It

should be noted that for the funded schOols, the number of 1976"and 1978 .

graduates reporting no such clinical experience decredsed considerably fromr,;
the 1974 figures, while there was a corresponding.increase in'the number who

repdrted treating two or more handicappedpatients4.
b

Of those without clinical experience in sclionl, fewer than 27 percent of:

the 1974 graduates of funded schools repOrted.thaf they had treated 16 or more
0

different hondicapping conditions; Aimost 40 pertent of the 1978 graduates

said they had treated that manf. Incoriiparisone Onel-third of the.1978 graduates

of non-funded schools had treated 16 or more conditions.

Sixteen,percent of the 1974 grnduates of the funded :schools had treated

live or fewer handicapping condieions,, while the figures for 1978 gradUates

increasedto 20 percent. Probably most of the 1978 graduates who did not have
o

clinical experience in school haa,a definite aversion to treating handiCapped

patients, and carried this over into their practice. In comparison, less than

9 percent of the 1978 graduates of the nOn-funded schools had treated five or

%

fewer handicapping conditions.

Of those who hpd treated two or more handicapped patients while in school,

slightly less than 30 percent of the 1974 graduates from the funded schools had

treated 16 or more different conditions. For the 1978 graduates, the peiCentage

-200- .



TABLE 20

Relationship of Reported Clinical Experience in School
to Number of Different Handicapping Conditions

Treated in Practice For Graduates of
Funded and Non-Funded SchoAti, in Per Cent

Number of Handicapping
Conditions Treated,

in Practice

21 +

16 - 20

11 - 15

,. 6 - 10

1 - 5

,0

21 +

16 - 20

11 - 15

6 - 10

1 - 5

0

Funded Schools Non-Funded Schools

1974 1976 1978 1976 1978

No Clinical Experience in School

No185 No58 N-56 No212 N-169

9.7 8.6 10.7 8.5 11.8

16.8 12.1 28.6 15.1 21.3

36.8 44.8 23.2 36.8 36.7

20.5 20.7 17.9 25.5 21.3

11.4 5.2 14.3 9.5 4.1

4.9 8.6 . 5.4 4.7 4.7

Treated One Handicapped Patient in Schdol

No81 No112 No95 No79 No107
,

4.9 9.8 17.9 16.5 14.0

22.2 27.7 21.1 .16.5. ( ' 25.2

28.3 25.9 34.7 26.6 32.7

18.5 25'.0 17.9 25.3 15.9

11.1 8.0 4.2 5.1 7.5

4.9 3.6 4.2 10.1 4.7

Treated Two or More Handicapped Patients in School

No213 No410 No449 N-155 No142

21 +
P

7.5 14.9 12Ag 16.1 21.8

16 - 20 21.1 19.5 27.6 20.0 31.7

11 - 15 33.3 29.5 28.3 27.7 25.4

6 - 10 22.5 21.7 19.4 18.7 14.1

1 - 5 8.5 7.8 6.5 11.0 2.8

0 , 7.0 6.6 5.6 6.5 . 4.2

-201-
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.

had increased to just over 40. In comparison, of the 1978 graduates at the

non-funded schools, over 50 percent Wad treated'16 or more conditions. More

than 15 percent of the 1974 graduates of the funded schools reported treating

five or fewer different conditions. For the 1978 graduates, the comparable

figure was 12 percent. -However, only seven percent of the 1978 grauates of

the non-funded schools reported treating five oi fewer conditions. It seems

likely that at the non-funded schools, those students who treated two or more

handicapped.patients would be primarily those who were particularly interested

in treating the handicapped, and that they carried this interest over, into

their practice. At the funded schools considerable effort was made to have as

many students as possible treat several handicapped patients whether or not

this was a particular interest,

Table 21 shows breatth of experience in treati9 selected related condi-

*

tions in the office in relatigAuto reported clinical experience in school, for

graduates of funded and non-funded schools. The first section of the table

covers the grouping of mental retardation and autism.

,
Relatively few graduates in any category reported treating both conditions,

which might be expected, since autism is not encountered as frequently as mental

retardation. Of those with no clinical experience in school, 58 percent of the

1974 graduates from funded schools had treated one or both conditions, and the

figure increased somewhat to almost 61 percent for the 1978 graduates. The

comparable figure for the 1978 graduates of non-funded schools was 58 percent.

. Of those graduates who had treated two or more handicapped patients in

school, 51.4percent of the 1974 graduates of)t,he funded schools had treated one

or both conditions. Slightly more than 63 percent of the 1978 gradautea had

treated one or both conditions. For the 1978 graduates of non-funded schools

the figures was a little higher at more than 67 percent.

2 u20



TABLE 21

Breailth of ExPerience in Treating Selected Related
Conditions in the Office in Relation to

Reported Clinical Experience In School inlott Cent

A. 'Mental Retardation and Autism

Treated both conditions
Treated one condition
Treated neither condition

Treatedboth conditions
Treated one condition
Treated'neither condition

Treated both conditions
Treated one condition
Treated neither condition

Funded Schools

1974 1976 1978

Ho Clinical ExperienCe in

N= 56 '1,W185 N=58

2.2
55.7
42.2

1.7,

62.1
36.2

3.6
57.1
39:3

Nbn-Funded-Schools

1976 1978
. -----

School

W212 N=169

5.2

4985
45,3

Treated One Handicapped Patient in School

N=81 W112 N=95 N=79 W107

3.7 1.8 6.3 1.3 5.6
51.9 60.7 54.7 55.7 54.2
44.4 -37.5 39.0 43.0 40.2

2.4
55.6
42.0

Treated Two or More Handicapped Patients in School

W213 N=410 W449

2.4

50.7
47.0

6.3,

57.3
36.3

4.0 ,
59.5
36.5

W155 N=142

3.2
60.0
36.8

1.4

66.2
32.4

U. Cerebral Palsy, Stroke, Parkinsonism,
Spinal Cord Injuries Multiple Sclerosis,

4bn-Funded SchoolsFunded Schools ,

1974 1976

No Clinical

1978 1976

School

1978'

Experience in

W185 N=58 tb56 W212 N=169

Treated 5 or 6 conditions 4.3 0 5.4 2,8 3.0

Treated 3 or 4 conditions 16.8 17.2 21.4 15.1 20.1

Treated 1 or 2 conditions 42.2 51.7 41.1 50.5 54.4

Treated no condition 36.8 31.0 32.1 31.6 22.5

Treated One Handicapped Patient in School

W8'1 N=112 W95 N=79 W107

Treated 5 or 6 conditions 0 3.6 8.4 3.8 0.9

Treated 3 or 4 conditions 16.1 19.6 .24.2 20.3 17.8

Treated 1 or 2 conditions 59.3 47.3 48.4 44.3 54.2

Treated no condition 24.7 29.5 19.0, 31.7 27.1

Treated Two

N=213 W-410 W449 W155 N=142

Treated 5 or 6 conditions 1.9 4.1 3.9 8.9

Treated 3 or 4 conditions 12.7 17.8 22.7 19.4 24.7

Treated 1 or 2 conditions 46.5 49.0 48.1 45.8 47.9

Treated no condition 39.0 29.0 25.4 31.0 17.6

400 ,
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C. Nursing linme PatientS

Fufided Schools'

1974 1976 1978

4

N=185

Treated.this condition 3.8
Did not treat this condition 62.2

N=81

Treated this coridition 35.8

Did not treat this condition 64.2

Non-Funded Schools

1976 1978

No Clinical Experience in School
_ .

1=58 N=56 .N.7212 N=169

27.6 46.4 36.3 37,3

72.4 , 53.6 63.7 62;7

Treated One Handicapped Patient in School

MAU ' N=95

' 36.6 34.7

q 63.4 65.3

N=79 N=1Q1

34:2 36.5

65.Q 63.6

Treated Two or More Handicapped Patients in SchoOl

Nb213 N:=410 1b449 W155 N=142

Treated this condition 28.6 30.0 34.1

Did not treat this. condition 71.4 .70.0

36.8
63.2

43.0

D. Cleft Palate-and Other Facial Deformities

Non-Funlied SchoolsFunded Schools

1974 1976 1978 1976

Schpol

1978

No Clinical Experience in

U=58 N=56 U=212 K=169

Treated both Cdnditions 4.3 8.6 8.9 6.6 9.5

Treated one condition 26.5 32.8 26.8 26.4 25.4

Treated neither condition 69.2 58.6 64.3 67.0 65.1

Treated One Handicapped Patient in School

. 1b81 N5112 1595 N579 1L,107

Treated both conditions 4.9 8.9 8.4 11.4 10.3

Treatea.one.condition 32.1 35.7 30.5 19.0 29.0

Treated neither condition 63.0. 55.4 61.1 69.6 60.8

Treated Two or More Handicapped Patients in School

N=213 N=410 N=449 N=155 N=142

Treated both conditions 8.9 8.8 8.2 14.8 13.4

Treated one condition 32.4 35.4 30.3 37.4 34.5

Treated neither condition 58.7 55.9 61.5 47.7 52.1

25.
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For the grouping of cerebral palsy, stroke, Parkinsonism, spinal cord

injuries, multiple sclerosis and muscular dystroOliy, of those with no clinical

experience in school, 4.3 percent of the 1974 graduates of funded schools had

treated 5 or 6 of these conditions. Of the 1978 graduates, 5.4 percent had

treated that many conditions. Of the 1978 graduates from the non-funded

schools, the comparable figure was slightly lower at 3 percent. Almost 17

percent of the graduatep of the funded schools reported treating 3 or 4 of

these conditions, while ovtt. 21, percent of the 1978 graduates had done so. For

.

. thL3;1,978 graduates of the non-funded pahools, the figure was almost as High

t.20 percenE. Of those who had treated two or more handicapped liatients in

school, less than two percent of the 1974 graduates of the funded schools

reported treating 5 or 6 of these conditions, cOmparable with almost four

percent of the 1978 graduates. The figlire for the um graduates ,of the

non-funded schools was more than twice as high, 'at almost nine percent.

Almost 13 percent of the 1974 graduates of the funded schoolp. reported

treating 3 or 4 of these conditions, while nearly 23 pe'rcent of the 1978

graduates had done oo. The figure pr. the 1978 graduates af the non-funded

7

schools was higher once again, at 25 percent.

In the category of nursing home patientsl, of those with no clinical

experience in school, 38 percent of the 1974 graduates of funded schools
4

reported treating such patients, compared with over 46 percent of the, 1978

graduates. Slightly more than 37 percent of the 1978 graduates of non-funded

schools reported treating ouch patiento:'

Of those who, reported treating two'rei gore handicapped patients in school,

almost 29 percent of the 1974 graduates of funded schools reported treating



A

such,patients, as did 34 percent of the 1978 graduates. The 1978 graduates

of non-funded schools had a higher figure,, 43 percent reporting treating such

patients.

The fourth category of handicapping conditions is cleft palate and other

facial deformitieo. Of those with no clinical experience in school, almost

31 percent c:4 the 1974 graduates of funded schools reported treating one or

both conditions, and this fiegure increased to almost 36 percent for-the 1978

graduateo. The figure.for the 1978 graduates of non-funded schools was almost

ao high, t 35 percent.

Of those who reported treating two or more handicapped patients while in

school, 41 percent treated one or both conditions. The 1978 graduates reported

a slightly lower figure, at 38.5 percent. The figure for the graduates of

non-funded schools was higher at 48 percent.

Conclusions

'In summary, the data support the conclusion that the overall goal of the

program, inc'reasing the availability of dental care for the handicapped, wao

accomplished. Since the graduates of non-funded schools report treating as

many categories of handicapped,patients ao did th.e graduates of funded schools,

it appeara that factors other than Ole instructional effoi-ts of the funded

schools were at work. It is quite likely, though, tb,at the existence of the

program itoelf created at least some of these factors.
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Questionnaires used for follow-up,survey

of 1974, 1976, and 1978 graduates
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AUESTIONNAIRE ON DENTAL TREATMENT O1 THE HEIDICAPPED.

1

SOme parts of this questionnaire .may not apply to you II. you-are
. _

a graduate student, for instance), or You.may have inforpation or

exPeriences that are not included here. Please feeffree to use the

margins, the backs of pages, or extra pagesto in ude any explanations

'or additional comments you'd like to make, but do complete whatever

parts ripply.

1974

I

First some questions about you an your practice

Please correct mailing address, if it is not corredi

What month and year did you graduate from dental school?

What sdhool?

How would you describe your current practice?

re

(A) Self-emplOyed professional practice

(B) Professional partnership

(C) Employed professional practice

(D) Full-time residency or graduate training

,
(E). Rtsearch and/or teaching

(F) Military service

(p) Other (specify)

25



Below is a list of handicapping conditions. Please indicate by

circling ele appropriate letter what your experiences with,each condition

has been since graduation.- If you have cOZiltied more'than one patient

witb the same tondition, please indicate that, too,

A. I Kaye treated a patient with this condition in my office.

B. I have treated a patient-with this condition in a hospital.

C. I have had contact with such a pa.tient, but referred him to

D.

another facility.

I have had no contact with this condition in my-practice.

a

A 3 C D 1. Mental retardation (including Down's
syndrome, hydrocephaly, mn4 brain
damage)

A $ C D 2. Cerebral palsy

A $ C D 3. Slindness

A 3 C D 4. Deafness

A 3 C D 5. IpiTepsy

6. Stroke (including facial paralysis)ABCD

A 3 C 7. Parklneonlas

A 3 C D S. Arthriti

A 3 C D 9. Poliomyilitia

A 1 C D 10. Spinal cord injuries

A 3 C D 11. Multiple selerosls

A 1 C D 12. Muscular dystrophy

A 3 C D 13. facial trauma from,accidents
41.

A I C D 14. Multiply-handicapped

A 3 C D 15. The hose-bound patient

A 3 C D 16. The nursing-home patient

A 1 C D 17. Cleft palate (ind cleft lip)

A 3 C D 18. Other craniofacial &noing. (includ-
ing micrestamis fed micrognathis)

A 3 C D lg. Spine bifida

-3-

Mow
Meaty?

0

A B C D 20. Thalidomide-induced deformities and
'similarksalformations

A E C D 21. Diabetes and other endocrine dim+
turbances

A 1 C D 22. Heisophilis

ABCD 2,3: Cardiopulmonary disease

A I C D 24. Asthma

A 1 C D 25. Atherosclerosis

A 11,IF D 26. Emphysess

A 1 C D 27. Cystic fibrosis

Al C D 28. Allergic reactions to drugs used in
destal treatment

A l'C D 29. Autism

A 3 CD 30. Hyperactivity

A C D 31. Other behavior Problems

A 8 C D 32. Leukemia

A B C D 33. Other blood dyscrasiss

A 8 C D. .34. Brain tumors

A C 0 35. Sarcomas

A B C 0 36. Cquasous cell carcinoma. (including
maxillofaciel prosthetics)

A B C 0 37. Other neoplasms

25
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This-is a questioriliabout your experiences while-in school. Please
-

estimate how much exposure you had to the_topic of dental care for the

handicapped:

Course work: S Clinical experience;

A. None at all

B. Some mention in passing

C. Perhaps one specific course

D. SeVeral specific courses

Comment?

41

A. None at all

B. Exposed to one or more conditions,
but did not treat

C. Treated a handicapped 13atient

D. Treated two or more handicapped
patients%

Do you feel your attitude taward treating the handicapped was changed

by your school experience?

Yes No

Comment?

oo',Z

Would you say you have:

A. Actively sought out opportunities to treat the handicapped?

B. Treated handicapped patients.when they appeared?

C. Generally avoided treating handicapped patients?

Comment?

2 53-
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What steps do you feel are necessary to improve the nation's dental

care of the handicapped?
."1

Finally, we would be interested in any general comnents you may have

about your experience with handicapped patients:

25J
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QUESTIONNAIRE ON DENTAL TREATMENT OF THE HANDICAPPED

Some Parts of this questionnaire may not apply to you (if.you are a

graduate student, for instance), or you may have information or experienceS

that are not included here. 4lease feel free to use the margins, the backs

of pages, or extra pages to include any explanations or additional-comments

you'd like to make, but do complete whatever parts apply.

Please correct mailing address above, if it is not correct.

First some questions about you and your practice:

How would you describe your current practice?

(A) Self-employed professional practice

(B) Professional partnership

(C) Employed pfofessional practice

(D) Full-time residency or graduate training

(E) Research and/or teaching

(g) Military service 6

(G) Other (specify)

2 6 u
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11.

BelaW is a list of handicapping conditions. Please indicate by .

cArcling the appropriate letter what your experiences with each condition

has been since graduation. If you have been contacted by more than one

patient with the sane cohdition, and have made different dispositions,

please indicate that, too. Please also indicate the total number of such

patients with whom you have had.contact.

A. I have treated.a patient with this condition in my office.

B. I have treated a patient with this condition in a hospital.

C. I have had contact with such a patient, but referred him to

another facility.

D. I have had no contact with this col-edition in my practice.

How
Many'.

A8CD 1. Mental retardation (including Down's
syndrome, hydrocephaly, mnd brain
damage)

A 8 C D 2. Cerebril'palsy

A 1 C D 3. Blindnass

A 8 C D 4. Deafnasa

A 8 C D 5. Epilepsy

A 8 C D 6. Stroll (including facial paralysis)

A 8 C D 7. Parkinson/se

A 8 C D 8. Ahritii

A 8 C D 9. Poliomyelitis

A 8 C D 10. Spine). cord injuries

A 8 C D 11. Multiple sclerosis

A 8 C D 12. Muscular dystrophy

A 8 C 0004.3. Facial triuma from accidents

A 8 C D 14. Multiply-handicapped

A 8 C D 15. The homi-bound patient

A 1 C D 16. The nursing-home patient

A 8 C D 17. Cleft palate (and cleft lip)

0

ABCD 18. Other crsnioficial knotalies (includ-
ing icrostomla and micrognathia)

A 8 C D 19. Spina bifida

S.

How
Many?

A 8 C D 20. Thalidomide-induced deformitiies and
similar malformations

A 8 C D 21. Diabetes and Other endocrinedis-
turbancea

A 1 C

A 8 C

A 8 C

A 8 C

A B C

A 8 C

D 22. Hemophilia

D 23. Cardiopulmonary disease

D 24. Asthma

D 25. AtherotclerOsis

D 26. Emphysema

D 27. Cystic fibrosis

A 8 C D 28. Allergic 'reactions to drugs usad in
dental treatment

A B C D 29. Autism

A 6 C D 30. Hyperactivity

A 8 C D 31% Other behavior problems

A 8 C D 32. Laukemia

4A B C D 33. Other blood dyscrasias

A 5 C D 34. Brain tumors

A C D 35. Sarcomas

AB C D 36. Squamous cell carcinoma (including
maxillofacial prosthetics)

A C D 37. OthWgioplasms

261
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This, is a question.about your experiences while in school. Please

estimate how much exposure you had to the topic of dental care for the

handicapped:

Course*work:
-,/

Clinical experience: a

A. None at all A. None at all

B. Some mention in passing B. Exposed to one or more conditions,

but did-not treat

C. Perhaps one specific course C. Treated a handicapped patient

D. Several specific courses t. Treated two or more handicapped

patients

Comment?

Do you feel your attitude toward treating the handicapped

wa changed by your school experience?

A. Yes - Became more interested in treating handicapped.

B. yes - Became less interested in treating handicapped.

C. No - Was already interested in treating handicapped.
44:s

D. No - Remained uninterested in treating the handicapped.%

E. Other (Specify)

4

Would you say you have:

A. Actively sought out opportunities to treat the handicapped?

B. Treated handiCapped patients when they appeared?

C. Generally avoided treating handicapped patients?

Comment?



4

What steps do you feel are necessary to improve the nation's dental

care of the handicapped?

, Finally,'we would be interested in any general comments you may havg

about your experiente with handicapped patients;

4

4

-9-
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.PLEASE CORRECT TOUR MAILING ADDRESS HEREOF IT IS NOT CORRECT BELOW.

QUESTIONNAIRE ON DENTAL TREATMENT OF THE HAND/CAPPED

Some parts of this questionnaire may not apply to you (if you are a graduate student for

instance), or you may have information or experiences that are not included here: Please indicate

the appropriate response and feel free to woe the margins or extra pages to include any

explanationAor additional comments you'd like to make, but do complete whatever parts apply.

I. YOU AND YOUR PRACTICE:

A. How would you describe your current practice? Check as many apply.

Self-employed professional practice

Professional partnership

Employed professional practice

Full-timeresidency or graduate training

Research and/or teaching

Military service

Other (specify)

B. Would you say you have:

1. Actively sought out opporiunities to treat the handicapped?

2. Treated handicapped patients when they appeared?

3. Generally avoided treating handicapped patients?

Comment?

C. Did you make any modifications to your office to accommodati handicapped patiento?

673-04

Yea

No

If yes, check as Many JIB apply

0 Modified outside entrance

0 Modified interior doors

0 Modified bathroom facilities

0 Provided special equipment (e.g., restraints, wheelchair lift, etc.)

0 Modified' operatory

0 Modified X-ray facilities

Other

I am not in private practice

264
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D. Belo!,,Alra list of handicapping conditions. Please indicate by circling tho appropriate

numbar what ydlir experiencas with each condition has been sine* graduation. /f you have

been contactod by mor than on patient with the same condition, and have made different

dispositions, plague indicate that, too.

1. I have treated pationt with this condition in my office.

2. I have treated a patient with this condiiion in a hospital.

3. I have had contact with ucb a patient, but referred him/her
to another facility.

4. / have had no contact with this condition in my practice.

1 2 3 4 1. Mental retardat on (including
Down's syndrom . hydrocephaly,

iland brain dam ge)

.1234 20. Thalidomide-induced deformities
and similar malformations

1234 21. Diabetes and other endocrine
1 2 3 4 2. Cerebrarpalsy disturbances

1 2 3 4 3. Blindness 1 2 3 4 22. Hemophilia

1 2 3 4 4. Deafness 1 2 3 4 23. Cardlopulmonity disease

1 2 3 4 5. .Epilepsy 1 2 3 4 24, Asthma

1 2 3 4 . 6. Stroke (including facial
paralysis) ..

1 2 3 4 25. Atheronoleroals

1 2 3 4 26. Emphysema
1 2 3 4 7. Parkinsoniom

1 2 3 4 27. Cystic fibrosis
1 2 3 4 8. Arthritis

1 2 3 4 28. Allergic reactions to drugn
1 2 3 4 9. Poliomyelitis used in dental treatment

1 2 3 4 10. Spinal cord injuries 1 2 3 4 29. Autism

1 2 3,4 11. Multiple sclerosis 1 2 3 4 30. Hyperactivity

1 2 3 4 12. Muscular dystrophy 1 2 3 4 31. Other behavior problems

1 2 3 4 13. Facial trauma from
accidents

1 2 3 4 32. Leukemia

1 2 3 4 33. Other blood dyserasias
1 2 3 4 14. Multiply-handicapped

1 2 3 4 34. grain tumors
1 2 1,4 15. The home-bound patient

1 2 3 4 35. Sarcomas
1 2 3 4 16. The nuraing-home.patient

1 2 3 4 36. Squamous cell carcinoma
1 2 3 4 17% Cleft palate (and cleft lip) (including maxillofacial

prosthetics)
1 2 3 4 18. Other craniofacial anomalies

(including microstomia and
micrognathia)

12'34 37. Other neoplasso

1 2 3 4 19. Spina bifida

-11265



II. YOUR EXPER/ENCES WHILE IN SCHOOL

A. Please estimate how much exposure you had to the topic of dental care for the handicapped

while in school.

Course Work: - Clinical experience:

1. None at all 1. None at all

2. Some mention in passing 2. Exposed to one or More
conditions, but did not treat

.3. Perhaps one specific cnurse
3. Treated a handicapped patient

4. Several specific courses
4. Treated two or more handicapped

patients

Comment

B. Do you feel your_attitude toward treating the handicapped was changed by your school

experience?

1. Yes - Became more interested in treating handicapped

2. Yes - Became less interested in treating handicapped

3. No - Was already interested in treating handicapped

4. No - Remained uninterested in treating the handibapped

5. .0ther (Specify)

III. CONTACTS WITH OECANIZITIOTIS IN YOUR PRACTICE

A. What contacts have you had with organizations for Ow handicapped (e.g., Association for

the Advancement of the Mentally Retarded, American Diabetic Association, Epilipsy

Foundation, etc.)?

1. None

2. Incidental contacts with one or more such organizations

3. Close working relations with one organizatien

4. Close working relations with two or more such organizations

B. Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry fOr the Handicapped?

Yen

No

ohC. Have you been a consultant to any group representing the handicapped?

Yes

No

If yes, please specify
P



IV. IDUCAT/ON AND CONSULTATIONS

A. Since completing dental school, have you had additional education on dentistry for the

handicapped?

Yes

N o

If yes, did you

1. Pave full time residency or graduate enrollment?

2. Have one or more short course or workshop?

3. Do informal reading and'study?

4. Other

B. What consultations have you had with medical (other than dental) experts concerning
handicapped patients?

1. None

2. A few consultations about selected patients

3. Frequent consultations about many patients

V. COMMIT

A. What steps do you feel are necessary to imProve the nation's dental care of the
handicapped?

Finally, we would be interested in any general comments you may have about your
eiperience with handicapped patients:

a

4v
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR,

(In Percents)

School 08

How would you describe your current practice?.

Self-employed professional pretice
Professional partnership

N-= 14 8

1974

26

1978

43

Q

11976

38
12

31

12

Employed professional practice 29 12 35

Full-time residency or graduate.training ...
29 25 19

Research and/or teaching
21 25 12

Military service
, Q 0 4

Other
7 . 0 4'

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation - in office 29 62 50

- in hospital 36 38 46

.
.

- referred to others 0 0 4

- no contact 29 0 12

Cerebral palsy - in office
. 21 0 19

7 in hospital 36 38 50

- referred to others 0 "-------% 0 0

h' .
- no contact 43 50 38

BlindneL - in office
7

14 0 19

- in hospital .

21 25 31

- referred to others .0 0 0

- no contact

iii

Deafness - in office

64

21

75

1.25

38

23

- in hospital 21 1 38 31

- referred to others
i - no cOntact

0

57

0

38

0

38

Epilepsy - in office 57 25 42

- in hospital 29 38 42

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 21 25 15

Strcike - in office 43 '12 27

- in hospital 21 25 38

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 36 62 35

Parkinsonism - in office 21 25 8

- in hospital 29 25 35

- referred to others 0 0

- no contact 50 50

Arthritis - in office '50 50 54

- in hospital 29 38 42

- referred to others 0 ---"- 0 0

- no contact 21 12 15

-15- 2fij4



achoo1 08 continued

Poliomxelitis

Spinal cord injuries

Multiple scleiosis

Muscular dystrophy

from accidents

Multiply-handicapped

\L-

Home-bound patient
,

Nuroing-home patient

Cleft palate/cleft lip

Other craniofacial anomalies

Spina bifida

Thalidomide deformities/
similar malformations

N 14 ," 8 26

1974 1936 1978

in office 7 0 11°
in hospital 14 25 S.

referred to others 0 0 0
no contact 71 75 69

in office 14 0 4

in hospital 21 25 19

referred to 0 0 0

nocontact 64 75 65

in office 21 0 15
in hospital 21 25 23

- referred to others 0 .0 0
- no contact 50 75 14

- in office 0 12 12
tn hospital 21 0 23
referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 71 88 58

in office 36 25 38
in hospital 43 38 38

- referred to others 0 12 4

no contact 29 25 19

- in office 14 0 12
in hospital 21 25 035

- referred to others 0 0 0
no contact 57 75 46

in office 7 12 8

in hospital 14 0 15
referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 64 88 t9

- in office 21 12 4

in hospital 21 25 31
referred to others 0 ..,., 0 0
no contact . 57 62 58

- in office 29 25 27
- in hospital 21 25 31
- referred to others 0 0 0
no contact 57 50 42

- in ofgice 7 . 0 8

- in hospital
,fic

21 38 27
- referred to others, 0 0 0
- no contact 71 62 54

in office \
1

in hospital
0

21

0

0

4

4
# referred to others 0 0 0
no contact 71 100 81

- in office 0 0, 0
- in hospital 7 0 12
- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 86 100 81

2 u
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N 14' 8 26

School 08 continued
1974 1 76. 1978

Diabetes/other endocrine -'in office
71 50 69-

disturbances, - in hospital 29 25 46

- referred to others 0 00 1,4

- no contact
7 12 0

Hemophilia - in office
29 12 4

- in hospital
36 25 38

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact
36 75 42

Car,diopulmonary disease( - in office 71 25 62

in hotpital -43 38 35

referred to others 7 0 .0

- no contact
7 38 12

Asthma in office
86 ...-. 25, 69

%,.: in hospital

I referred to other4,00.

no contact

43
7

0

25
0

50
..

42

0
8

Atherosclerosis
in office 50 50 46

in hospital 36 25 42

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact . 36 25 23.

Emphysema in office 50 25 35

- in hospital 29 25 31

- referred to others 0 .N OL. 0

no contact 36 50 38

Cystic fibrosis
Q

- in office

- in hospital

7
21 .

0,
0

8

19

- referred to others 0 0 0

- na contact , a 57 100 65

Allergic reactions to drugs in office 40 50 46

used in dental treatment .
in hospital 21 438

35

referred to other& 0 0
.

0

no contact 43 12 23

4

Autism
in officer 0 0 8

- itrhoopital 29 12 15

- referred to others 0 0 0

,

- no contact 71 88 , 65

Hyperactivity ,i0e .
in office 36 12 35

- in hospital 36 25 27.

- referred to others q) 0 0

,..

*..,_

- no contact 43 % 62 31

Other behavior problem's - in office 29 0 50

- in hospital 21 '25 35

- referred to others 7 0 8'

- no contact 57 62 12

Leukemia - in office. 0 0 4

- in hospital 29 38 27

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 71 62 '62

.7
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N = 14

School 08 continued 1974
V1...

Other blood dyscrasias -'in office 7

- in hospital 29

- referred to others 0

- no contact 64

Brain tumors, in office
. 7

- in hospital 21

- referred to others '0

- no contact 71

Sareomas - in office 0

- in hospital 21

- referred to others. 0 .

- no contact 71

Squamous cell carcinoma - in office 7

- in hospital 29

- referred to others 0

- no contact 57

Other neoplasms - in office 29

in hospital I
21

- referred to others 0
d o

- no contact 57

Experience in school-Course wOrk:

8

1976 1978

12 8

38 35

12 0

38 54'

0 .8 ,

12 19

0 0

88 .65 f

0 .;,14-

25 23-

0 0

75 62

12 8

50 27

12 0

, 50 62

0 19

50 19

% 12. 0

38 46

9
None at all . 7 0 0

Some mention in passing % - 50 12 la"'
Perhaps one specifit cotirge 36 75 58*

Several specific courses 7 12 31

Experience in-school:Clinical:

None at all 36 12 4
f .

Exposed,to 0one or more 14 12 4

Treated a handicapped patient 21 0 0-

Treated two or more , .21 75 92,

0Would you say you have

Actively ttied to treatjapditapped?
Treated handicapped when tlpjey appear?
Generally avoided treating 'handicapped?

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped
changed by school experiences?

Nes
Yes - became more interested
Yes - became less inferested
No
No 7 was already interested

remained uninterested.
/Other

-18-
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14 0 12 '

79 100 77

7 0 8

.29

64.

12 62

25 4

44' 62 23

0 8

, 0 4
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School 08 continided

Have you made any modifications to your office for
handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

Outside entrance
Interior doors
Bathroom facilities
rovided special equipment

0 eratory
X-ray facilities
Other
Not in private practice

What contacts have you had with organizationi for

the handicapped in your.practiace?

None .85

.Incidental with one or more 4

Close working relgtions with one - 12

dose working relations with two or more Qs

-

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the -

handicapped?

Yes 4

No

-N = 14 8 26

1974 1976 1978

,-

8

62

4

4

4

0

4

31

Have you been a consultant to any group representing
the handicapped?

yes
No

Since completing dental,sohool, have you had any
additional education on dentistry for the handrtapped?

Yes
No

If yes, 4ia you

Have full time r4lidency or graduate enrollMent?
Have one or more.short course or Workhop?
Do informal reading and study?.

What consulta6ons have you had with medical experts
-

.concerning handicapped patients?

None /
A few' consultations about selected patients
Frec,dent consultation about many patient '

270
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- 4

92

42

58

38

4

4

23

42
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Fpuow-up QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Percents)

N =

School 09 A
How would you describe your current practice?

..,

Self-emplOedlrofessional practice
' Professic;nal partnership

Employed professional practice
Full-time residency or graduate training 4pe%
Research and/or teaching
Military service .

Other
, --

86

1974

113

1976

89

1978

34

13

38

14

2

7

8

25

11

31

11

4

19

6

38

10

11

4

6

3

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation - in office 43 40 38
- in hospital 47 48
- referred to others 2 2 2

- no contact 19 31 19

Cexebral palsir - in office 15 22 22
- in hospital 30 26 28.

A'''' referred to others 2 4%..1. 1
- no contact.' 49 50 51

I

Blindness. ..... in offiCe 7- 23 33, 37
- in hospiAl 22 20 29
- referred to others 0 0 0
--, no contact 48 46 ' 34G

Deafness

,

7 in office
- in hospital

34

27

42

18

40

P
- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 35 40 33

Epilepsy - in office ,56 65 o 53
- in hospital 43 26 40
- referred, to othdrs 1 2 1

- no contact.
.

13 17 22

Stroke - in office 37 40 . 37
- in hospital 31 23 35
- referred to others 1 0 0
- no contact 29 37 36

Parkinsonism. 7 in office 26 36 33
- in hospital 34 20 24
- referred to others 1 1 0
- no contact / 38

li

41

Arthritis,

t

- in office
- in hospital

63

34 24

69

34
- referred to others 0 1 0
- no contact, 9 11 13

t.

-20-



School 09 continued

Poliomyelitis - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
-I no contact

.Spinal cord injuries - in office
- in hospital
- referred-to
- no contact

Multiple sclerosis :71 office
- in hoapital
- referred to others
- no contact

Muscular dystrophy - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact A

Facial trauma from accidents - in office
- in hospital 7
- referred to others
- no contact

Multiply-handicapped - in office
- in hospital
- ref.erred tti others

- no contact

Home-bound patient '- in office
in hospital

" - referred to others
t

- no contact

Nursing-home patient - in office
Q - in hospital

- referred to others
- no contact

Cleft palate/cleft lip --in office t
( - in-hospital 0

0 - referred to others
- no conac

.
tlt \\

Other craniofacial anomalies - in office

)
- in hospital
- referred to others
- -no oentact

Spina bifida .
- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Thalidomide deformities/ - in office

similar malformatidns - in hospital
- ref.erred to others
- contactno

- 2 1-2

86

1974

113

1976

89

1978

14 8 6

16 6 7

0 ' 1 1

60 79 83

6 4 11

Li 13 25

7 1 1

67 73 63

10 6 13

22 16 19

1 0

60 72 64

7 12 ,7

21 10 18

1 1 1

63 70 72

37 50 33

44 33 44

1 2 1

27 19 28

14 18 15

37 21 37

2 0 1 40

44 55 48

15 8 9

14 7 13 -

0 0 1

58 76 74

23 9 16

31 25 28

0 2 2

42 SA 54

21 27 28

23 19 27

0 * 1 2

51 49 49

6 10 15

19 15 16

0 0 0

66 69 66

5 3 2

3 4 3

0 0 0

81 86 88

.2 6 3

1 2 7
,..-

1 () 0

84 85 84

ct)

I?



School 09 continued

Diabetes/other endocrine
disturbances

N = 86 113 89

1974 1976 1978

- in office 77 -81 80

- in hospital 42 35 44

- referred to others 0 3 0

- no contact 1 4 2
Iv

Hemophilia -\Din office 8 12 16

- 41 hospital 24 19 3]
.-

- referred to others - 6 4 1

- no contact 57 . 61 54

Cardiopulmonary disease - in office 66 72 70

4 "" in hospital 47 35 43
- referred to others 2 4 2

- no contact 51. 12 9

,Asthma

Atherosclerosis

Emphysema

v

Cystic fibrosis

- in office
hospital

- referred to others
- no contect

- in office
- in hosp4a1
- referred to others
- no contact

70

41

1

73 76

28 43

1 1

8 15 6

57 52 58

34 24 34

1 0 1

17 29 26

- in offie 41 45 42

- in hospital 31 19 31

- referred to Others 1 1 1

- no contact 30 36 16

- in oftice 3 3 7

- in hospital 8 5 9

- referred to others 1 1 0

- no contact ,78 85 83

Allergic reactions to drugs - in office 52

used in dental treatment - in hospital 34
- referred to others 5

- no contact \ 23

57 64

19 28

3 1

30 19

Autism - in office
N., 5

. 1 2

- in hospital 7 5 9

- referred to others . 0 0 1

, - ao contact 73 87 82

Hyperactivity - in office 44 37 33

- in hospital 30 P17 24

- referred to others 2 4 6

- no contact 28 42 45
-

Other behavior problems - in office 38 38 51

- in hospital 35 26 / 29

- referred to others 2 3 3

- no contact 22 39 28

Leukemia - in office 9 15 12
- in hospital 19 17 25 t
- referred to-others 1' ,W 0

- no contact 6,2 66 62

-22- (



School 09 continued

Other blood dyscrasias

Brain tumors

Sarcomas

Squamous cell car/kinoma

Other neoplas7S

.4)

N =

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
in hospital

- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
in hospital

- yeferred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to othera
- no contact

Experience in thchool- Course work:

None ai all
Some mention in passing
Perhaps one specific course
Several specific courses

Experience in school- Clinical:

None at all
Exposed to one or more
Treated a handicapped patient
Treated two or more

Would you say you have

ActivAy tried to treat handicapped? ,,

Treated handicapped when they appear?
Generally aVoided treating handicapped?

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped
changed by school experiences?

Yes -
Yes -, became more. interested

Yes - became less interested
çS No

No - was already interested
No - remained uninterested
Other

2 7,

86

1974

113

1976

89

1978

23

30

5

41

3

14

o

19

19

0

61 `

17

12

0

31

31

0

42

8

16

n
73 68 73

6 5 12

14 12 11

1 0 2

66 77 72

10 11 17

33 29 30

8 2

47 58 48

31 31

29 21 34

6 2 1

38 48 35

7 3 1

50 10 3

35 46 55

6 40 40

20 0 1

26 2 2

9 7 ., 4-,

44 90 92

.1

14 8 10'

80 81 85

6 -5 2

42

57 57

1 3

53

18. 25

6 10

17 1

r



School 09 continued

Have you made any modifications to your office for
handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

N 86 113 89

1974 1976 1478

6

65

Outside entrance 3
Interior doors 3

Bathroom facilities 1

Provided special equipment 0
Operatory
X-ray facilities 1

Other 0
Not in private practice 27

a What contacts have you had with organizations for .

the handicapped in your practice?

None 78
Incidental with\one or more 17,

Close working relations with one 3 '

Close working relations with rwo or more 2

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the
handicapped?

Yto 0
No 100

Have you been a consultant to any group representing
the handicapped?

Yes
No

Since completing dental othool, have you had any
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped?

. Yes
No

6

93

54

46

If yes, did you

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 45
Have one or more short course or workshop? 6
Do informal reading and study? 16

What 'consultations have you had with medical experts
concerning handicapped pkt,!_fints?

None 21
A few consultations about selected patients 61
Frequent consultation about many patient 18

-24-



FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Percents)

N r' 26 43 2g

School 01 1974 1976 1978

How would you describe your current practice?

- Self-employed professional practice
- Professional partnership

Employed.professional practice
Full-time residenpy or graduate training
Research and/or teaching
Military service
Other

Have treated.the following

Mental Retardation - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no.contact

Cerebral palsy - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Blindness

)

- in office
- in hospital

///

- referred to others
,.. no contact .

Deafness - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

. - no contact

Epilepsy - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no cdntact

Stroke - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Parkinsonism - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Arthritis - in office
- in hospital

referred to others
- no contact

65 53 66

8 5 14

12 5 7

0 7 3

4 2 7

12 16 3

0 2 7

65 60 59

15 16 3

4 5 7

19 23 28

27 35 38

0 16 0

4 2 0

58 49 52

27 33 45
4 5 0

0 0 0

62 63 41

62 49 52

4 7 3

0 0 0

27 37 34

77 84 79

4 9 0

4 0 0

15 t 9 14

38 51 48
4 5 0

0 2 0

54 40 41

35 14 17

4
5

3

0 0 - 0

58 74 62

73 74 79

4 5 0

0 0 3

15 21 10



t.,1)

N = 26 43 29

Schoo1,01 continued 1974 1976 1978

Poliomyelitis - in office 27 35 28

- in hospital 0 1 5 0

- referred to others a 0 0

- no contact 65 56 55

Spidal cord injuries - in office
.

15 44 28

- in hospital 12 7 0

- referred to 0 .0 0

- no contact 73 42 59

Multiple sclerosis - in office 15 16 10

- in hospital g 5 0

,v.

- referred to others O. 0 0

- no contact 77 74 72

Muscular dystrophy - in office 12 9 14

- in hospital 0 2 --0

- referred to others 0 0 ''0

- no contact 81 77 76

Facial trauma from accidents in office 66 70 62

in hospital 23 14 3

- referred to others 4 0 3

- no contact 27 19 24

Multiply-handicapped in office 35 35 28

- in hospital 8 12 3

- referred to others 4 0 3

- no contact 50
.

52
.

55

Home-bound patient - in office 27 14 14
-- in hospital 4 7 0

- referred to others 4 0 0

- no contact 69 77 76

Nursing-home patient - in office 35 40' 31

- in hospital 15 12 7

- referred to others 0 2

- no contact 50 47 52

Cleft pallte/cleKt lip - in office 31 33 59

- in hospital 8 9 3

referred to others 8 2 7

- no contact 50 53 24

Other craniofacial anomalies - in office 15 26 28

- in hospital 12 9 3

- referred to others 4 0 3

- no contact 65 58 52

Spina bifida - in office' 4 16 14

- in hospital 0 5 0
- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 88 72 76

Thalidomide deformities/ - in office 0 2 3

similar malformations in hospital 0 0 0.

7 referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 92 86 83

r



N = ,26 43 29

School 01 continued
......-

k .

1974 1976 1978

Diabetes/other endocrine - in office 92 86 86
disturbances - in hospital 12 7 0

- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 4 2 3

Hemophilia - in office 23 16 41
- in hospital 4 14 0
- referred to others 15 7 10

- no contact 50 60 38

'Cardiopulmohary disease - in office 85 81 66_
- in hospital 8 7 7

. - referred to others 0 5 7

- no contact 8 9 17

Asthma - in office 88 81 83
- in hbspital 4 7 3

c. - referred to others 0 0 3

- no,contact 8 9 71

Atherosclerosis - in office 58 10 59
- in hospital 8 k5 0
- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 31 37 31

Emphysema - in office .c. 50 58 48

0

- in hospital
- referred to others

8

0

5

0

0

3

%

- no contact
,,-

38 33 38

Cystic fibrosis - in offiee 0 7 10
- in hospital 0 .7 0

- - refereed to others 0 0 0

, - no contact 92 81. 76
S.

Allergic reactions to drugs - in office 65 65 62
used in dental treatment - in hospital 12 7 0

- referred to others 8 0 3

- no contact 19 23 24

Autism - in office 4 7 3

- in hospital
. 0 5 0

- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 85 84 83

Hyperactivity - in office 50 . 61 55
- in hospital 4 5 (

, - referred to others 8 0 7

- no contact 35 28 28

Other behavlor problems - in office 42 42 59
- in hospital 4 7

- referred to other:3 4 0 0
- no contact 35 47 28

Leukemia - in office 12 12 21
- in hospital 9 0
- referred to others 2 0
- no contact 77 74 69

.



N =

Selreal 01 continued

26 -

1974

43

1976

29

1978

.1/ Other blood dyscrasias. - in ofeice 35 28 24

.- in hospital 0 9 0
- referred to Dtbers 0 0 3

- no contact 58 62

Brain tumors - in office 1 9 9 17

-in hospital 8 2 0

- referred to others 0 2 0

- no corqact
7'

69 77 69

Sarcomas im-bffi_ce 12 0 2_

- in hospital 6 . 2 0

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 81 88 ' 79

Squamous cell carcinoma - in office 12 14 14

- in hospital 8 7 0

- refArred to others 8 0 10

- no contact 77 77 66

Other nOloplasms - in office 19 26 21

- in hospital 8 12 0

- referred to others 15 2 14
no contact 62 53 '45

Experience in scho-k- Course work:,

None at all 8 0 0

Some mention in passing 42 9 7

Perhaps one specific courv 35 47 31

Several specific courses 15 40
, r

59

Experience in school-Clinical:
._

None at all 19 5 0

Exposed tO one or more 7 3

Treated a handicapped patient
.27

8 19 7

Treated two or more 46 67 86

Would you say you have

Actively tried to treat handicapped? 15 9 17
Treated handicapped when they appear? 81 79 83
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 4 5 0

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped
changed by school experiences?

Yen 35

Yea - became more interested 53 62

Yes - became lesn interested 7 0

No 65

No - wan already interested 19 31

No - remained untnterested oN5
3

Other
4.73

14 0

4



School 01 continued

4110.
N 26 43 29

1974 1976 1978

Have you made any modifications to your office for

handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

Outside entrance
Interior doors

.--kythronm

Provided special equipment
Operatory
X-ray facilities

\-- Other
Not in private practice

Wha contacts have you had with organizations for

the Qndicapped in your practice?

41

41

38

21

17

7

7

66

,.

Inc.i.' nt 1 with one or more
24

milos wor i (relations with one
7

Cl ork ng relations with two or more 0

,

110 u joined the Academy of Dentistry for the

ndicapped?

Yen
No

fl

v..

Have you 1Aen a consultant to any group representing

the handicapped?

Yes
No

Since completing dental school, have you had any

additional education on.dentissky for thellandicapped?

Yes
No

97

14

83

17

83

If yen, did you

Have full time residency pr graduate enrollment? 7

Have one or'more phvt course or workshop? 0

Do informal reading and study?
3

What consultations have you had with medical experts

concerning handicapped patients?

None
31

A few conbultations about selected patients 59

Frequent consultation about many patient 10



FOLLOY-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Percents)

N = 38 63 50

School 02 1974 1976 1978

How would you describe your current practice?

Self-employed professional practice

\ Erofessional partnership ' .

IEMployed pThfessional practice*
Full-time residency or graduate training
Research and/or teaching
Military service
Other , 11

Have treated the following

.Mental Retardation

Cerebral palsy

Blindness

Deafness

Epilepsy

- in office
- in hospital
- referred kothero
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- rifferred to others

- rieEV contact

E;)

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in offiir
- in hospEtal
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Stroke - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- 7o contact

Parkinsonism - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Arthritits - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

-30-

53

5
*.

46

6

44

14
.

32 21 20

0 8 8

5 3 4

11 8

5 11 10

53 71 66

3 .13 8

0 - 3 6

40 11 20

21 27 '''' 30

0 13

3' 2 0

71 51 54

34. 30 42

0 8 6

0 0 2

63 56 ' 42

45 41 56

0 6 6

'0 0 0

5d 48 36

68 63 80

1 11 8

3 0 2

29 .
21 14

47 60 50

0 10 8

0 1, 0

50 ,., 40

42 25 36

0 8 8

0
,

0 0

53 '0 54

68 Pi 82

0 10 .6

0 0 -0

29 11 12



School 02 continued

( Poliomyelitis

40 Spinal cord injuries

Multiple sclerosis

Muscular dystrophy

Nr 38
6

1

- in office
- in hospital f

referred to others

no'contact 1

- in obfice. a
in hospital 3

referred to -0

no contact 84

It

'Facial trauma from accidents

"it

in office 21

in hospital 0 :

referred to others 0

no contact 74

in c'Afice 3

- in hospital 0

referred to others'. O.

- no contact 92

- in okfice 53

- in hospital 0

- referred to others 3

- no contact 42

...

Muftiply-handicapped - in office 18

- in hospital, 0 7

- referred to others 3c

IV() contact 68

Home-bound patielit - in office 8

in hospital 0

referred to oth6ro 0

4 no contact 84

Nursing-home patient

Cleft palae/cleft lip

Other cranipfacial anomalies

-\

Spina bifida

Thalidomide deformities7
similar malformations ,

Vr

- tn office. 42

- in hospital 3

- referred to others 3

- no contact 50

- in office/ 39

in hospital % ( 0

referred-to others 4)

ho contact 1. 51

- in office
in hospital 0

referred to others 3

no contact 84

63

1976

-4,-,

50

1978

10

2

I . 0
76

22

1;

0

57

°

.v.

10
2

0

78

26

6

0
62

.0
24 36

6 2

0 , 0.

57 )6

19

5 4

0 0

67 16

63 56

14 10

6 2

14 32

13 26

11 8

4) 4

44 58

17 12

3 2

0 2

6') 72

49 36

10 16

0
c2

4

37
%

40

5 6

.3 2

44 54

11 10

6
4

2

2
56

61 76

In office 3
6

in hospital
referred to others

- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact
e-

/

-31-

p
, 0

0 0 0

n9 81 04

0 8 f$

o .0 0

0 2 0

87 81 8h



School 62 continued

'N =

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to othere
-trip contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

in office
- in hospital
7 referred to Others
- no contact

in office
- in hospital
7 referred to others
- no contact

- ih,office'
- intospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

.- no contact

- in office
- i hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in bospital
- referred to others
- no contact

in office ,

in hospita.;

referred to others
no contact

in Office
in hospital
referred to others
no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred, to others
- no contact

= in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

38

1974

63

1976

30

50

1978

Diabetes/other endocrine
disturbances

Hemophilia

Cardiopulmonary disease

Asthma

-Atherosclprosis

st,Emphysema

Cystic fibroSis

A1l6rgic reactions to drug6
_used in dental treatmdrit

Autism

Hyperactivity'

Other beavior Problems

Leukemia

89

0

11

3--,0

3

89

76

0

5

21

84

0

0

13

45

0

47

50

0

0

45

3

0

0

92

53

0

3

42

5

0

0

89

53
0

0

47

37

0

0

53

8

0

3

82

84

13

0

6

13

10

6

60

'79

14

0

11

79

10

0

10

56

10

0

27

51

10

to
5

2

0

81

75

8

2

11

3

2

0

81

56

5

2

27

38

6

2

37

13

10

2

63

90

12

0

6

8

8

2

72

84

14

10

82

8

0

12

62

6

0

3o

44

10

0

42

0

0'

0

88

68

8

0

24

6

0

0

82

38

0

2

44

42

8

8

40

16

4

0

70

-32-
286
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School 02 continued
"

Other blood dyscrasias - in office
- iniho'spital

- referred to others

- no contact

Brain tumors --in office
- in hospital
- referrdd to others

- no contact

Sarcomas / - in office

=

r

38

1974

, 63

1976

50

1978

18
0

0

76

13
0

0

82

13

14
11

0

59

16

8

2

60

11

14
8

G.
66

18
6

0

68

10

- in hospital 6 5 8

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 82 68 72

Squamous cell carcinoma, in office

"N - in hospital k
- referred to others

13
0

0

22,
13

2

20

10

0

0 no contact 79 56 . 62

Other neoplasms - in office
:1

/
H 29 37 36

- in hospital 0 10 8

- referred to others
,3 0 2

no contact 63 43 52

Experience in school- Course work:

None at all
3 0 0

Some mention in pasAng 37 0 0

Perhaps one specifitc course 39 25 18

Several specific courses 21 *71 82

Experience in school- Clinical:

None at all
24 2 0

Exposed to one or more
29 2 4

Treated a handicapped patient 16 33 24

Treated two or more 1

26 62 68'

Would you say you have

Actively tried to tieat handicapped? 3 14 12

Treated handicapped when they appear? 89 79 84

Generally avoided treating handicapped?
v

5 2 4

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped

changed by school experiences?

Yes
37

Yes - became more interested
81 64

Yes - becamL less int rested
0 - 4

No
58

No - was already inter sted
11 26

No - remained uninterested
0 4

Other
6 2



School 02 continued

Have you made any modifications to your office for
handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

Outside entrance
Interior doors
Bathroom facilities
Provided special equipment
Operatory
X-ray. facilities
Other
Not in private practice,

What contacts have you had with organizations for
the handicapped in your practice?

None 88
Incidental with one or more 10
Close working relations with one 2
Close working relations with two or more 0

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the
handicapped?

Yes 0 '

No 100

Have ylau been a consultant to any group representing
the handicapped?

= 38 °63 50

1974 1976. 1978

16

62

Yes
No

6

94

Since completfng dental school, have you had any
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped?

Yes 24
No 76

If yes, did you

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 18
Have one or more short course or workshop? 2

Do informal reading and study? t). 2

What consultations have you had with medical experts
concerning handicapped patients?

None
,A few consultations about selected patients
"Frequent consultation about many patient

-34-
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20



41
FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS By YEAR

(In Percents)

School 03

How would you describe your current practice?

(:. Self-employed professional practice
Professional partnership

.
Employed professional practice
Full-time residency or graduate training
Research and/or teaching
Military servtce
Other

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

-,no contact

Cerebral plsy - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

Blindness - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

Deafness ) - in office
- in hospital

is,_ i - referred to others
.

- no contact

Epilepsy - in office
'''' in hosyital

- referred to others

t, - no contact

Stroke - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact
.

,

PeykiiisOnism. - in office ,

- in hospital ,

- referred to others
- no contact

Arthritis ,
- in office.
- in hospital
- referred to other.

- no contact

2SJ
-35-

29

1974

37

1976

78

1978

59 57 65

14,_ 8 8

3( 11 12

7'''''' 8 0

10 3 8

14 14 8

0 5 15

55 81 73

14 8 27

7 11 8

28 11 8

28 24 46

10 5 15

3 8 4

62 57 31

28 30 35

3 5 12

3 0 0

66 62 42

48 57 54

3 5 12

A 0 0

48 38 31

76 84 77

10 11 23

0 5 0

14 8 8

35 '38 42

7 5 12

0 3 4

55 46 31

31 14 38

7 3 4

0 0 0

62 76 46

79 84 88

7 8 12

0 3 0

14 11 4

4
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School 03 continued

Poliomyelitis in office
in hospital
referred to others

29

1974

24

3

0

4 no contact 72

Spinal cord injuLes in office 21

1 - in hospital 3

\ - referred to 0
- no, contact 72

Multiple sclerosis ' *L - in office 10
- in hospital
- to others 141

,- no contact 86
.,

Muscular dystrophy - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Facial trauma from accidents in office 79
- in hoppital
- referred to others
- no contact 4,4

Multiply-handicapped - in office 17
- in hospital 14
- referred to others 3

- no contact 62

Home-bound patient - in office 10
- in hospital 3

- referred to others 0
- no contact 83

Nursing-home.patient - in office 41
-.in hospital 3

referred to others 0
no contact 55

,Cleft palate/cleft lip - in office 34
- in hospital 10
- referred to others 10
- no contact 48

Other craniofacial anomalies - in office 14
in hospital 7

referred to others 7

no contact 76

Spina bifida - in office 3

- in hospital 0
- referred to others 0
no contact 93

Thalidomide deformities/ in office 0
similar malfQrmations in hospital 0

referred to others 0
no contact 100

37 78

1976 i978

.14 31

3 0

0 0
76 54

14 35

8 15

0 0

70 46

14 35
3 8

0 0

73 46

8 5'

3

3

8 46
,

J
57- 85

16 19

11 4

22 8

35 46
8 15
3

' 51 4,35

19 19
3 8

0 4

65 54
-

23

5 , 8

3,
4

46 50

30 54

14. 15

5 0

51 27

11 15

5 A
0 4

73 62

8 0

0 8

0 4

78 77

3 8

0 4

0 0 ,

86 65



School 03 continued

N = 29

1974

37

1976

Diabetes/other endocrine - in office 93 89

disturbances - in hospital 14 8

- referred to others 3 3

- no contact 0 8

Hemophilia - in office 17 22

- in hospital 3 11

- referred to others 7 3

- no contact 72 57

Cardiopulmonary disease - in office 90 86

- in hospital 14 11

- referred to others 7 11

- no contact 0 8

Asthma - in office 83 84

- in hospital 10 8

referred to others 0 3

- no contact 10 11

Atherosclerosis - in office 52 51

- in hospital 10 5

- referred to others 7 3

- no contact 41 35

Emphysema - in office 62 62

- in hospital]. . 10 8

- referred to others 3 3

- no contact 31 30

Cystic fibrosis - in office '3 3

- in hospital 0 3

- referred to others 0 0

- no contact 93 81

Allergic reactions to drugs - in office 66 57

used in dental treatmpt , - in hospital 10 5

- referred to others 7 5

- no contact 21 27

Auti4 - in office 0 5

- in hospital 0 3

- referred to others 0 0

- no contact 97 81

Hyperactivity - in office 52 43

- in hospital 7 5

- referred to others 3 3

- no contact 38 38

Other behavior problems - in office 45 35

- in hospital 7 3

- referred to others 0 3

- no contact 28 46

Leukemia - in office 28 19

- in hospital 3 5

- referred to others 0 . 0

- no contact 69 68

-37-

78.

1978

85
23
0

0

12

23
12

46

65
19

8

8

85

19

0

0

58

4

0

23

58
12
0

23

4

8

0

73

77

15
4

+8

4

12

4

65

62
19

0

23

62

15

o

12

/1'9

15

0

50
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School 03'continued

29

1974

37.

1976

78,

1978

Other blood dyscrasias - in office 428 19 19

- in hospital 7 5 12
- referred to others 3 3 4

- no contact 59 59 50

Brain tumors - in office 7 8 12
-.in hospital/ 3 5 12
- referred to others 0 0 8
- no contact 90 76 62

Sarcomas - in office 3 5 19
- in hospital 3 5 15
- referred to others 7 0 0
- no contact 86 78 59

Squamous ceil carcinoma - in office 17 22 23
- in hos 1 7 11 8
- refer ed to others 10 0 4
- no c ntact 66 65 42

Other neoplasms - in office 17 27 38
- in hospital 7 11 12
- referred to others 10 5 0
- no contact 64 57 35

Experience in school- Course wOrk:
!

None at, all 0 0 0
Some mention in passing 59 41 8
Perhaps one specific course 31 49 73
Several specific courses 10 11 19

1,

Experience in school- Clinical:

None at all 52 35 8
Expoped to one or more 10 24 15
Treated a handicapped patient 14 19 42,

Treated two or more 14 11 35

Would you say you have

Attively tried to treat handicapped? 3 11 27
Treated handicapped when they appear? 97 86 69
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 0 3 4

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped
changed by school experiences?

Yes 41
Yes - became more interested 32 42
Yes - became less interested 3 4
No 59
No - was already interested 30 35
No - remained uninterested 11 8
Other 24 8

-38- 2 9 ;)
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School 03 continued

Have you made any modifications to your office for

handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

N = -29 37 78

1974 1976 1978

31
50

Outside entrance
23

Interior doors
19

Bathroom facilities
12

Provided special equipment
0

Operatory
8

X-ray facilities
4

Other
4

Not in private practice
19

What contacts have you had with organizations for

the handicapped in your practice?

None
62

Incidental with one or more
31

Close working relations with one
0

Close working relations with two or more 8

Have jou joined the Academy ofiDentistry for the

handicapped?

Yes
No

Hdle you-been 4.9"isultant to any group representing

the handicappede

Yes
8

No
92

Since completing dental school, hav&you had any

additional education on dentistry for the handicapped?

Yes
31

No
69

If yes, did you

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment?
12

Have one or more short course or workshop? 15

Do informal reading ana study?
15

What consultations have you had with medical experts

concerning handicapped patients?

None
27

A few consultations about selected patients
46 .

Frequent consultation about many patient 27

4

96



.ISchool 04

FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Percents)

N 56 67 60

1974 1976 1978

How would you describe your current practice?

Self-employed professional practice 36 43 67

Professional partnership 12 15 8

Employed professional practice 20 13 12

Full-time residency or graduate training 4 6 5

Research and/or teaching 5 0 12

Military service 30 19 12

Other 2 9 7

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation - in office 50 57 62

- in hospital 21 18 12

- referred to others 2 2 3

- Vb contact 32 30 20

%
Cgrebral palsy - in office

- in hospital

16

12

42

9

20

8

- referred to others 2 1 3

- no contact 68 64 58

Blindness - in office 21 25 32

- in hospital 12 3 8

- referred to others 0 0 0

- noocontact 61 70 53

Deafness - in office 32 34 52

- in hospital 14 4 7

- referred to others 0 1 2

- no contact 50 58 )7

Epilepsy - in office 61 76 75

- in hospital 14 9 13

- referred to others 2 0 2

- no contact 25 16 12

Stioke - in office
a

- in hospital

38

21

57

9

47

7

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 39 34 37

Parkinsonism - in office 20 13 27

- in hospital 11 7 7

- referred to others 0 0 2

- no contact 68 79 57

Arthritis - in office 68 72 82

- in hospital 14 10 5

. - referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 20 21 10
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School 04 continued

N 56

1974

67

1976

60

1978

Pollomyelitis r in office 12 7 5

in hospital 4 I 3

referred to others 0 0 0

no contact 79 85 75

Spinal cord injuries in.office 12 19. 17

in hospital 9 3 10

referred to
...

no contact

0

,

(

73

1

76

0

58

.Multiple sclerosis in office 5 7 '27

in hospital 11 ,
4 10

referred to others 0 0 f0-'

no contact 77 87 53

Muscular dystrophy in office 9 6 13

- in hospital 9 3

referred to others 0 1 0

e
no contact 77 88 68

Facial trauma from accidents - in offi e 62 49 63

- in hosplical
25 15 15

--referred to others 2 6 3

- no contact 20 30 25

Multiply:-handicapped
in office 18 21 27

- in hospital 11 9 12

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 66 67 53

Home-bound patient - in office 5 t 15 13

- in hospital 5 I 1 3

- referred to others 0 0 2

- no contact 82 79 63

Nursing-home patient - in office 16 31 23

- in hospital 11
1 12 10

- referred to others ,0 0 0

- no contact 71 58 53

Cleft palate/cleft lip - in office 34 34 28

- in hospital 11 12 8

- referred to others 2 0 2

- no contact 52 58 52
ta

Other craniofacial anomalies in office 12 3 13

- in hospital 9 4 ?

- referred to others 2 0 0

- no contae
-.

70 90 70

Spina bifida
in office. 2 4 3

- in hospital 2 0 3

- referred to others, 0 0 0

no contact 86 91 82

Thalidomide deformities/
similar malformations

*
in office
in hospital

5

0

0

0

3
2

referred to others .. 0 1 0

- nq contact 86" 97 80

-41-



School 04 continued

N r=. 56

1974

67

1976

60

1978

Diabetes/other endocrine - in office 80 85 92

disturbances - in hospital 23 15 13

- referred to others 0 0 2

- no contact 11 6 7

Hemophilia - in office 12 13 8

- in hospital , 12 10 8

- referred to others 0 1 2

- no contact 70 70 70

Cardiopulmonary disease - in office 4 80 $4 115

- in hospital 23 16 15

- referred to others 2 0 \ 0

- no contact 9 9 8

Asihma - in office 77 78 90

- in hospital 20 10 8

- referred to others 0 0 2

- no cOntact 11 12 5

Atherosclerosis - in office 43 40 78

- in hospital 16 7 10

- referred td others ' 0 0, 0

- no contact- 38 48 10

Emphysema - in office 38 48 60

- in hospital 20 6 8

- referred to others 0 1 2

- no contact 43 45 28

Cystic fibrosis - in office 5 1 10

- in hospital 4 0 3

0 - referred to others 0 0 2

- no contact 84 96 77

Allergic reactions to drugs - in office 66 70 67

used in dental treatment - in hospital 14 7 8

- referred to others 4 0 2

- no contact 18 22 22

Autism - in office 2 7 0

- in hospital 4 1 5

- referred to others 0 0, 0

- no contact 89 90 75

Hyperactivity - in office 39 ,55, 52

- in hospital 12 / 6 8

- referred to others 2 0 5

- no contact 48 39 30

Qther behavior problems - in office 36 40 53

- in hoopital 16 6 10

- referred to othero 11 3 7

- no contact 41 49 23

Leukemia - in office 11 15 17

- in hospital 11 9 12

- referred to others 0 1 0

- no contact 7 5 75 63



tio

N P 56 67 60

School 04 continued

Other blood dyserasias -'in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

Brain tumors lin office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

Sarcomas - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

Squamous cell carcinoma - in office
- in hospital
- referred#tuothers
- no contact

Other neoplasms - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

Experience in school Course work:

None at all:
Some mention in passing
Perhaps one specific course
Several specific courses /

1

Experience in school Clinical:

None at all
Exposed to one or more

Treated a handicapped patient
Treated two or more

Would you say you have

Actively tried to treat handicapped?

Treated handicapped when,they appear?

Generally avoided treatingtandicapped? .

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped

changed by school experiences?

Yes
Yes - became more interested
Yes - became less interested
No
No - was already interested

No - remained uninterested
Other

-437

1974
,

1976 .1978

18

7

3

63

11

n

21

11

2

61

7

5

13

10

1

70

3

3

0 0 2

80 90 63

'9
10 5

5 4 3

0
-..

0 3

79 04 75

. 18 15 13

16 10 10

A 0 5

62 13 67

-
32 22 28

16 9 13

4 0 7

46 ri 48

0 0 2

0 0 3

38 42 6. 15

62 57 BO

0 0 0

0 0 0

2 6 3

98 94 97

a

7 12 15

89 85 85

4 1 0
N

62
61 78

0

16

.3

15 17\'

3 3

13 2

It

0



ichool 04 continued

N,= 56. 67

% 1974-

Have you.made any modifications to your office for
handicapped?

4

Yes
. No

Modifications:

Outside entrance
Interior doors
Bathroom facilities
Provided special equipment
Operatory
X-ray facilities
Other
Not in private practice

What contacts have you had with organizations for
the handicapped in your practice2

None
Incidental with one or more
Close working relations with one
Close working relations with two or more

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the
handicapped?

.1976

60

1978

28 .

55

18

20

8

.7

2

5

18,

Yes
No

Have you been a consultant to any group representing
the handicapped?

Yes
Nn

Since completing dental school, have you had any
adaitional education on dentistry for the handicapped?

3

95

10

90

Yes 23
No 77

If yes, id you

Bave,full time residency or graduate enrollment? 15
. Have one or more short course or workshop? 3

: -Do informal reading and studY? 8

What consuitatiOns ha;ie you had With medical experts
concerning, handicapped patients?

None 22
A few consu4ations about seleCted patients 70 .4

Frequent consultation aboUt many patient 8

-44-
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Peitents)

School 05

How would you describe your current practice?

Self-employed professional practice
Professional partnership
Employed professional practice
Full-time residency or graduate training
Research and/or teaching
Military service
Other

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation

Cerebral palsy

Blindness

Deafness

Epilepsy

Stroke

Parkinsonism

Arthritis

t.

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

- in oifice
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

- in office
: in hospital
referred to others

= no contact

- in office
7 in hospital
- referred to

no contact

in office
- in hospital
- referred to
- no contact

others

others

in office
in hospital
referred to others
no contact

- in office
- in htospital
- referred to others

- no ontaet

in o?fice
C in hospital

referred to others
no contact

-45-
29j

N 73 - 84 71

1974 1976 1978

52 61 42

21 11 13

15 8 27

3 4 7

1 2 6

8 5 11

4 12 11

60 81 61

3 6 1

5 8 1_

27 14 32

16 37 24

1 5 4

4 2 1

70 54 65.

21 43 18

1 2 3

0 0 0

66 54 73

41 57 49

% 1 1 3

1 0 0

49 38 44

71 83 70

1 4 4

0 1 0

22 14 23

40 .61 46

4 5 6

0 0 A
52 32 45

15 40 34

1 5 1

0 0 1

74 54 59

71 87 76

3 4 1

0 0 0

22 11 17



N =

School 05 continued*

Poliomyelitis - in office
... - in hospital

."- referred to others
- no Contact

N>

Spinal cord injuries .-,in office
- in hospital
- referred to
- no contact

Multiple sclerosis - in office
..- in hospital'
- referred to' others
- no contact

Musoplar dystrophy - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Facial trauma from accidents - in office

N - in hospital
-, - referred to others

,. - no contact

Multiply-handicapped

Home-bound patient '

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Nursing-home patient. - in office
) 1 - in hospital

- referred to others
- no contact

Cleft palate/cleft lip - in office,
- in hospital
- referred to others
... no contact

Other craniofacial anomalies - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Spina bifida -' in office
- in hospital
k- referred to others
- no contact

Thalidomide deformities/ - in office
similar malformations - in hospital

- referred to others
o contact

3 0 u

73

1974

84

1976

71

1978

11 23 ,17
0 0 0

0, ,0 .0

81 73 76

25 19 24

1 4 0

0 0 0

66 73 69

22 24 28

4 2 0

0 0 0

66 70 66

10 11 13

3 1 1

0 0 0

78 82 \,, 79

63 79 63

'8 7 \ 7

0 1 1

29 13 25

22 32 18

4 5 3

0 1 0

63 57 72

10 18 17

4 2 0

0 0 0

78 75 75

36 42 38

4 10 4

1 0 3

53 46 51

34 63 31

4 2 3

7 0 0.

5 33 59

11 4 14

3 2 1

3 4 0

73 68 79

5 10 1 1

1 1 0

0 0 0'

85 85 92

0 0 4

1 1 0

0 0 0

90 92 86



School 05 continued

Diabetes/other endocrine
disturbances

Hemopililia

N =

- in office
- in hospital

referred to others

no contact

- in office
- in hospital

referred to others

73 .

1974

84

1976

71

1978

86

1

7

8

4

7

95

4

- 0

5

21

1

6

86

6

6
10

18

6

.0

- no contact 71 68 70

%

CardiopulmonaryAisease - in office 74 79 79

in hospital 4 6 4

referred to othees 8, 1 0

- no contact 12 17 17

Asthma - in office 84 89, * 83

,.

- in hospital
referred to others

3,
0 ,.

4

0

3

0

- no contact 11 10 10

Atherosclerosig' .
- in office 52 64 66-

in hospital 3 4 0

referred to others 1 1 0

- no contact 40 31 24

Emphysema - in office 52 67 63

in hospital 3 4 3

.. referred to others 1 0 0

- no contact 40 27 30.

Cystic fibrosis --iin office 3 5 7

. in hospital', 1 0 0

referred to others 1 0 0

- no contact 86 90 83

Allergic reactions to drugs - in office 73 t8 66

used in dental treatment ill hospital 5 ,6 3

referred to others 0 ,0 0

- no contact 18 30 27

1

Autism - in office 0 11 4

in hospital 1 2 0

referred to others 0 1 0

- no contact 86 80 86

Hyperactivity -? in office, 53 67 49

- in hospital 1 4 1 u

referred to others 5 4. 1

-*no contact 38 24 44

Other behavior problems - in office' 49 54 ''' 54

- in hospital , 3 2 4

referred to others 5 5

- no contact 34. 31 34

Leukemia - in office 8 15 18

- in hospital 5 1 4

referred to others 1 1 0

no contact 79 80 69

-47-
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School 05 continued

Other blood dyscrasias - in office
- in hospital
- referred tp others
- no contact

Brain tumors - in office
- in hospital
- referred .to others
- no contact

N = 73

1974

84

1976

71

1978

21

4

0

67

14

0

0

81

.24

2

2

64

li

1

0

77

37

0

0

55

13

1

. 0

79

Sarcomas - in office ' 7 6 11
- in hospital , 1 0 1

- referred to others 0 0 1
- no contact 84 88 79

Squamous cell caicinoma - in office 26 26 20
- in hospital 5 2 3

- referred to others 1 - 0 3

- mi contact 63 67
. 6V

Other neoplasms - in office 23 40 37
- in hospital 5 5- 3.

- referred to others 1 4 3
- no contact 63 49 52

0

Experience in school -Course wolic:

None at all 1 0 0
mention in passing

. 51 6 8'Some
Perhaps one specific course 30 38 49
Several specific courses 15 50 41

Experience in school -Clinical:

None at all 18 4 0
Exposed to one or more 30 6 6
Treated a handicapped patient 27 14 14
Treated two or more 22 75 80

Would you say you have
,

Actively tried to treat handtcapped? 1 8 8
Treated handicapped when they appear? 93 89 85
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 3 0 3

Was yeur attitude toward treating handicapped
changed by school experienceg?

Yes 37
Yes - became more interested 60 72
Yes - became less interested 1 3
No 4 60
No - was already interestear 20 15
No - remained uninterested 2 1
Other. 12 6



School 05 continued

Have you made any modifications to your office for
handicapPed?

Yes
No

Modifications:

Outside entrance
Interior doors
Bathroom facilities
Provided special equipment
Operatory
X-ray facilities
Other
Not in private practi e

What contacts have you had with organizations for
the'handicapped in your practice?

None
Incidental_withone or more
Close working relations with one 0

Close working lations with two or more

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the
handicapped?

Ye 0

No" 100

Have you been a consultant to any group representing
the handicapped?

73 84 71

1974 1976 1978

24
. 55

17

14
18

4

1

1

21

80
20

Yee.

No

1

99

Since completing dental school, have you bad any
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped?

Yes 8

No 90

If yes, did you

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment?
Have one or more short course or workshop?
Do informal reading and study?

What consultations have you had with medical experts
concerning handicapped patients?

None
A few consultations about selected patients
Frequent consultation about many patient

4

-49-
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4

2

41
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School 06

FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Percents)

N e 47 24 89

1974 1976 1978

How would you describe your current practice?
,

Self-employed professional practice
30 54 .60

Ptofessional partnership
23 4 18

Employed professional practice .

17 21 17

Full-time residency or graduate training 4 4 2

Research and/or teaching
2 0 /

Military service
11 4 6

Other
17 12 2

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation - in office 66 62 71

- in hospitAt 17 12 7

.7 referred to others 2' 4 2

- no contact 21 25' 22

in office 19 25 37

- in hospital 9- 8 6

- referred to others 0 8 0

- no contAct 70 62 54
.%

-.in oftice 17 46 -0

- - in hospital 2 8 3

referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 74 50 63

Deafness in office 45 58 56

in hospital 2 8 4

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 47 38 38

Epilepsy - in office 66 83 79
a

- in hospital 13 8 3

- referred to others . 0 0 1

- no contact 21 12 18

Stroke - in office 38 58 d60

- in hospital 6 8 6

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 55 33 37

Parkinsonism - in office 32- 46 33

- in hospital 6 8 2,

- referred to others 0 4 0

- no contact 60 42 60'

Arthritis - in office. 79 83 85

- in hospital 4 8 4

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 13 12 10

. Cerebral palsy

HlinAness

30.4



N =

School 06 continued

PoliOmyelitis , - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Spinal cord injuries - in office
- in'hospital
- referred to

. - no contact

Multiple sclerosis - Jn office
- in hospital

._

: referred to others
- no contact

MuseularAystrophy - in office '

- in hospital
- referred to others

no contact

Facial trauma from accidents - in office
- in hospital .

- referred to others
- no contact

Multiplv-handléapped `

Hone-bound patient

Nursing-home patient

Cleft palate/cleft lip

- in pftice
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact .

,.

- in office
in hospital.
"-eferred,t0 'others

'- no contact

in nftioe
- iil hospital

- referred to others
- no contact

in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Other ctani,lfac:al anomalies - in office
- ,in hospital
- referred to others

no contact

Spina bifida - in office
- in .hosp!tal

- referred to others
- no contact

Thalidomide deformities/ - in office

similar malformations - in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

47

1974

24

1976

89

1978

19

2

0

72

19

4

0

72

-12
8

0

79

17

8

0

75

17

2

0

76

31

4

0

63

26 25 37

- 6 8 4

0 0 2

64 67 58

2 17 16

6 8 2

0 0 0

91 75 78

64 62 74

17 12 s 6

2 0 1

28 29 20

21 25 38

11 4

0

.8

0 0

64 71 54

6 25 20

4 8 4

0 0 0

81 P1 71

49 18 56

6 12 18

0 4 0

43 50 31

38 62 /14

6 8 - 3

2 0 2

53 33 51

6 12 11

0 8 1

2 0 1

83 79 81

0 0 2
N.

4 2

0 0 0

91 96 91

2 0 3

2 4 1

0 0 1

89 92 91



School 06 continued

Diabdtes/other endocrine
disturbances

Hemophilia

Cardiopulmonary disease

- in office
- in hospital

referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

in office
- in hospital
- referred to
- no contact

others

Asthma - in office
In hospital

- referred to others
no contact

Atherosclerosis - in office
- in hospiinl
- referred to others

no contact

Emphysema -,sdn office

- in hospital
- referred to others

no contact

Cystic fibrosds in oftice
- in hospital
- referred to others

no contact

Allergic reactions t-., drugs - in office

used iu dental If
-treatment - in hospital

}

- referred to others
° no contact

Aliti6m - in ofttre
in hospital

.- referred to others
no contact

Hypeta.rivitY - in office
in hospital

- referred to others
- no contact

,

Other behavior problems in office

Leukenatii

in hospital
referred to others
no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

47

1974

24

1976

'89-

1978-

83 96 91
13 8 7

0 0 0
6 0 6

21 8 17

.9 12 3

2 0 2

68 79 75

81 79 84
13 8 8

' 4 2

9 12 1

77 83 88
6 8 6

0 0 1

15 12 9

43 50 56

6 8 7

0 0 I

49 42 37

57 67
,

72

6 8 6

0 0 0

34 29 24

2 4 7

2 8 1

0 0 0
91 88 88

70 50 72
9 8 7

2. 0 4

21 46 26

6. 0 8

0 0 1

0 0 2

97 96 85

41 50 60

4 8 3

2 0 2

43 42 36

51 21 65

6 4 6

6 0. 10
36 67 27

l5 0 19

6 4 6

0 0 0 1

17 88 73



School 06 continued

Other blood dyscrasias

Brain tumors

Sarcomas

Squamous cell carcinoma.

Other neoplasms

N =,

- irr office

- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Experience in school-Course work:

None at all
Some mention in pessig
Perhaps one specific courat
Sevabl specific courses

Experience in school- Clinical:

None at all
Exposed to one or more
Treated a handicapped patient
Treated twaor more

Would you say you have

Actively tried to treat handicapped?
Treated handicapped when they appear?
Generally avoided, treating handicapped?

Wm your attitude toward treating handicapped
changed by school experiences?

Yes
Yes - became more interested
Yes - became leoo interested
No
No - was already interested
No'- remained uninterested
Other

930 "-53-

47

1974

24

1976

89

1978

19 21 26

9 8 4

2 0 2

68 71 64

17 17 24
2 8 4

0 0 0

74 79 70

11 12 13
0 8 3

0 0 2

83 79 79

19 8 19

6 8 6

0 4 4

70 79 71

26 17 27

6 4 6

2 4 1

68 75 0

9 0 0
53 54 7

28 25 55

g 21 38

13 17 13
17 21 18

26 25 21

40 . 38
,

.1,

47

11 17 11

87 79 85
2 4 0

45

21 47

6

51

50 33
8 8
8 4

LI



School 06 continued

Have you made any modifications to your office fOr

handicapped?

Yes
No

47 24 89

1974 1976 1978

26

62

Modifications:

Outside entrance 16

Interior doors 15

Bathroom facilgies 17

Provided special equipment 2

Opeiatory 8

.Xeray facilities 3

Other 6

Not in private practice 1,14

What contacts have you had with organizations for

- the handicapped in your practice?

None 72

Incidental with one or mare 24

Close working relations with one 2

Close working relations with two or more 2

Have you joined the Acadeto; of Dentistry for the

handicapped?

Yes 0

No 100

Hav ,! you been a consultant to any group representing

ihe handicapped?

Yes 2

No 98
P

:tince completing dental school, have you had any

acKitional education on dentistry for the handicapped?

Yea 21

78

If yes, did ,iou

Have f011 time reaidency or graduate tnrollment?

Have one or more short course or workshop?
Do informal reading and study?

What consultations have you had with medical experts

concerning handicapped patients?

None
A few consultations about selected patients

Frequent conPultation about many patient

7

6

1 3

26

69
6
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.FOLLOW-VP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Percents)

N -,

School 07

How would you describe your current practice?

Self-employed professional practice
Professional partnership
Employed professional practice

29

1974

. 10

1976

40

1978

66

21,
14

40

0

o

,

58

25
5

Full-time residency or graduate training 0 0 2

Research and/or teaching 0 10 5

Military service 7 40 10

Other
I

7 20 2

Have treated the following

Methal Retardation - in office 69 50 72

.- in hospital 3 20 22

- referred to others 7 o a
- no contact 24 20 1.kr

Cerebral palsy - in office 38 40 40

- in hospital 0 30 5

- referred to others 0 0 ,0

- no contact .55 30 48

Blindness - in office 28 20 30

- in hospital 3 0 10

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 62 60 58

Deafness - in office 34 10 40

- in hospital 3 0 8

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 59
...

60 45

Epilepsy - in office 69 60 72.

- in hospital
referred 6 othrs

- 3

,o

0 ,
o

,8
o

; - no contact 17 20 20
.

Stroke - in office 45 40 58

-.in hospital 7 20 8

- referred to others 3 0 0

- no contact 41 30 35

Parkinsonism il, - in office 21 20 38

\.,

- in hospital 0 0 5

- referred to others o o o
00 - no contact 69 60 55

Arthritis - in office 83 30 82

- in hospital o 10 5

0,- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 14 40, 15

31).)



School 07 continued e
' Poliomyelitis

Spinal cord injuries

,

N

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred to
- no.contact

... 29

1974

10

1976

40

1978

28
0

0

66

7

3

0

83

10

0

0

70,

20

,1 10

0

50

15

5

0

72

25
8

0

68

/ Multiple sclerosis -.in office
,

9 21 20 32

- in hospital 7 0 2

red to others 0 0

o contact 66 60 60

Muscular dystrophy - in office 7 20 22

- in hospital 3 0 5

- referred to others, 0 0 0

- no contact 83 60 65

0

Facial trauma from accidents - in office- 62 40 62

- in hospital 10 10 10

, - referred to others p 3
10 0

- no contact 21 30 32

Multiply-handicapped in office 24 30 40

,
-1

- In-hospital
- referred to others

3

3

20

0

10

0

,

,

- no contact 66 40 48

Home-bound patient - in office 14 20 25

A - in hoopital 3 0 5

- referred to others 0 0 0

I, -'no contact 69 60 62

. Nursing-home patient - in oihce 52 30 62

- in hospitab 14 10 10

- referred to others 0 0 0

Cleft palate/cleft lip

- no contact
,

- in office

31

31

50

30

.e., 28

42

- in hospital 3 20 5

- referred to others 0 0 2

- no 'contact 66 30 55

Other craniofacial anomalies - in office 10 10 15

- in hospital 0 0 15

- referred to others 3 0 0

A' '- no contact 76 70

Spina bifida - iA office 0 10 10

- in hospital 3 10

- referred to others 3 0 ND

- no contact 90 60 80

Thalidomide deformities/' -Sin office 0 . 0 2

similar malformatioña - in hospital 0 0 2

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 90 80 85

456 3 1.
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School 07 continued-

`IP

N 29 10 40

1974 1976 1978

Diabetes/other.endocrine - in office 97 60 88

disturbances - in hospital 7 10 10
- referred to others 0 0 5

- no contact 3 10 2

Hemophilia - in office /1 10 15
0 - in hospital 3 10 8

r - referred to others 0 0 . 2
, - no contact 66 60 62

Cardiopulmonary isease .
- in oftice o 76 60 88

- An hospital 10 . 10 10

- referred to others . 10 '"1' 0 5 .

- no contact 7 10 5

Asthma - in office 72 60 88

- in hospital 3 10 0
, ,-referred to others o 0P

1= no contact , 21 0 5

Atherosclerosis - in office 28 50 60
- in hospital 3 10 10

- referred to others
,

- no contact
0

b

Fmphyoema - in office
- in .hospitd1

- referred to others

.
- no contact

0

Cystic fibrosis - in office
4,46hospital

- ieRrred to others /

- no contact
/

A11ergc reactioas to drugs
used in detal treatment

-1.n offixe
- 1n hospikal

.

,,,n

..

- referred to others

- no contact

Autism - in office
- in hospital .

- referred to others

- no contact .

Hyperactivity - in office
-.in hospital
- refereed to others
- no contact

ce

Other behaviOr problems - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

- no contact

4,tLeukemia - 11 6fficc'

- in hospital
- referred to others

, - nu contact
v

-57- 3

o
59

59

3

0

o
20

40

V
,'0

31 30

7 0

0 0

0 0

83 80

76
3

60

10

0 0

21 20

0

0 10

0 0

86 TO k

59 20

3 10

3 0

31 50

34 ? 40

3 10

7 0

52 40

17 10

3 100 0

72 60

o
25

52

5 .9'

2

38

22

5

.0/4'
62(

52 \*

8

2

32

2

5

0
82

42

5

5

42

40
12 L
8

4,0

15
8

(.)

70

r



School 07 continued
,

°that brood dyscrasias

Brain tumors

Sarcomas

Squamous cell carcinoma
0

N = 29 10 40

1974 1976 1978
)

in_office 21 20 15

7 in hbspital 0 10 8

7 referred to others 3 0
-1-

2

".' - no contact 66 50 62

.- in Office' AL 10 10
lc

15

in hospital 0 0 5

referred to others. - 0 0 0.

no contact 79 70 72

in office
.in hospital
referred to others
no contact

0

7 10 18

0 10 2

3 0 2

79 60 68,

in office 7 10 30,

in hospital. 3 10,

referred to others 3 10 - 2

no contact 79 50 60

. Other ne7plasma - in office 28 30 32

- in hospital 0 *.10 5
i

- referred to others' 10 0 2

- no contact 55 110 58

A

-Experience in school-Course work:

None at all
Some mentiofi in,passing

'- Perhaps one specific course
Several specific courses

"Experience in school-Clinical:

-1

3 0 0

86 20 20

7 -40 45

3 40 35

None:at all 45 0 0
.

,Exposed to one or more .34

Treated ehandicapped patient 3

Treated two or,more '
014

,

Woulde'you say you have
,

Aetively tried to treat handicapPed? 7

Treated handicapped when they appear? 86

Generally avoided treating handicapped? 7

Was your attitude toward treatinirhandicapped

changed by schob1 experiences?

:Yes k 40

Yes r became more interested
Yes - became ltss interested
No 86

'No - was'already inteiested
.

No - remaibekuninterested
Other

4 II

10_ 2

0 12

90 . 85

20 12

70 82

0 0*

70 $ 48

0 0
.

20 35

0 5

0 10



School 07 continued

Have y?1,1 made any modificationi to your office for
handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

Outside entrance
/nterior doors
Bathroom facilities
Provided special equipment
Operatory
X-rgi facilities
Other
Not,in private practice

What contacts have you-had with organizations fot
the handicapped in your practice?

None
. Incidental with one or more

Close working relations with one
Close working relations with two or more

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the
handicapped?

Yes
No

Have you been a consultant to any group representing
.the handicapped?

Yes
No

N is 29 10

Since completing dental school, have you had any
additional education onsdentistry for the hAndicapptd?

4

Yes
No

If yes, did you

Halle full time residency or graduate enrollment? 12
Haveone or more short course or workshop? 2

Do informal reading and study? 5

What consultations have you had with medical experts
concerning handicapped patients?

None 20
A few consultations about selected patients 62
Frequent consultation about many patient 15,1

40

1974. 1976 1978

It

20

70

18

12

8

2

5.

0

10

75

22

2

0

0

100

12

88

12.

82

4

-59-

3,1 3

1
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In PerCents)

.cs

N =

School 10

How Imuld you describe your cUrrent practice?

Self-employed professional practice
Professional partnership
Employed professional practice
Full-time residency or graduate training

Research and/or teacfiing

_Military service
Other

69

1974

90

1976

79

1978

74

- 6

6

0

1

9

6

,

66
2

6

7.-

2

4

13

. 75

5

3

4

1

5

10

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation - in office 58 73 . 72

- in hospital s, 9

0 6

9 4

- referred to others 3 6 8

- no contact 12 18
'

.29

Cerebral palsy - in office 19 32 43.

- in hospital 7 4 1

- referred to others 0 . 0 1

- no contact 61 53 47

Blindness - in office i 30 34 46

- in hospital
( 1 4 1

- referred to'qhers 0 0 1

- no contact 59 50 48

Deafness - in office 48 59 58

- in hospital 6 3 3

refel;red io others 0 0 0

no contact 39 31 33

Epilepsy in office 80 76 80

in hospital 6 7 5

referred to others 0 0 0

no contact 12
i

13 14

Stroke in office 54 54 65

in hospital 7 4 4

referred to others 1 0 I

no contact 29 33 25

Parkinsonism - in office 20 29 35

- in hospital 3 1 4

- referred to ,others 0 0 0

- no contact 67 56 54
.

Arthritis - in office 84 80 87

in hospital '
6 8 4

referred to others 0 0 1

- no contact 7 9 . 6

(.1

-60-

31 4

..

.



School 10 continued,'

N= 69

1974

90

1976

79

1978

Poliomyelitis - in office
- in hospital

22
1

20
0

19

- referred to o hers 0

no,contact 68 64 711

Spinal cord injuries in office 22 20 20

in hospital° 4 7. 5

referred to 1

no contact 67 62 67

Multiple sclerosis in Ofice 16 14 23

in hoePital
referred to others

4 1 4

no contact' 70 ' 67 67

Muscular dystrophy in office 9 13 11,a

in hospital
referred to others

3 3

no contact 'go 69 76-
Facial trauma from accidents - in office 70 71

in hospital 10 10 6

- referred to others 4 2 8

- no contact 28 18 26

Multiply-handicapped - in office 33 44

- in hospital 6 7 4

- referred to othera 3 5

7 no contact 52 51 48

Home-bound patient - in office 14 19' 23

- in hospital 6 4 1

- referred.to others
- no contact 70 63 61

Nursing-home patient - in office 32 34 43

- in hospital 16 4 10

- referred to others 1 3

- nO contact 43 48 44

Cleft palate/cleft lip - in office 35 34 27

- in hospital 4 4

- referred to others 1 3 5

- no contact 58 49 62

Other craniofacial anomalies - in office 14 17 15

- in hospital 1 3

- referred to others 4

no contact 75 68 70

Spina bifida in office 3 10 8

- in hospital 3 1 1

referred to others b . 0

- no contact 86 76 80

Thalidomide deformities/ - in office 4 2 1

aimilar malformations - in hospital o
- referred to others 1

- no contact 83 80 87

-61- 315



SchOol 10 continued

69

1974

90

1976

79

1978 '

Diabetea/other endocrine - in office 30 86 92

disturbances - in hospital 6

1'

9 4

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 3 3 4

Hemophilia
.

- in office
- in hospital

17
4

18

3

20

4

, - referred to others 4 7 6

0
- no contact 65 61 63

.

Cardiopulmonary disease - in.office 75 74 89

- in hospita; 7 8 8

- referred to others 4 1 3

- no contact 13 13 5,

Asthma - in office 81 77 . 86

- in hospital :. 6 8 5

- referred to others 0 0 0

° -no contact 12 11 9

Atherosclerosis - in Office 49 59 73.

-.: in hospital 6 4 4

- referred to others b 0 0

- no contact 38 26 18

Emphysema - in office 62 58 '73

- in hospital 6 4 5

- referred to others 0 0' O.

- no contact 28 : 27 22

Cystic fibrosis - in office 4 7 6

- in hospital 1 2A 1

,
- referred to others 0 0 ' 0

- no contact 84 73 82,

Allergic reactions to drugs - in office 61 63 13

used in dental treatment, - in hospital 7 3 .5

- referred to others 3 6 6

- no contact 28 . 18 16

Autism - in office , 6 ' 7 4

- in hospital 1 1 1

- referred to others 0 0, 1

- no contact 84 74 84

Hyperactivity - in offide 43 56 49

- in hospital 1 4 4

- referred to Others 0 3 3

- no contact 48 30 39

Other behavior problems - in office 36 38 46

7 in hospital 7 4 -3

- referred to others 4 1 , 5

- no contact 42 41 37 .

Leukemia - in office 12 11 22

- in hospital 4 4 4

- referred to others 1 1 0

- no contact 74 71 70.

0 3 d
-62



School 10 continued

69

1974

90

1976

79

1978

Other blood dyscrasias - tn office 25 16 24
- in.hospital 4 4 4
- referred to others 3 1 1
- no contact 61 64 65

Brain tumors - in office 12 11 15
- in hospital 4 a 4
- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 75 70 73

Sarcomas - in office 12 10 9
- in hospital 3 2 4
- referred to others 0 O. 0
- no contact 75 73 77

Squamous cell carcinoma - in office 16 20 23
- in hospital 4 3 6

% - referred to others 4 1 5

- no contact 70 64 61

Other neoplasms" - in office 28 28 35
- in hospital 4 2 5
- referred to others 1 0 4

, - no contact 59 54 53

Experience in school -Course work:

None at all 3 0 0
Some mentioe in passing 17 3 4
Perhaps one specific course .61 52 63
Several specific courses 19 43 33

Experience in school-Clinical:

None at all 7 0 1
Exposed to one or more 9 7 8
Treated a handicapped patient 28 34 34
Treated two or mote 54 59 57

Would you say you have

Actively tried-to treat handicapped? 4 14 13
Treated handicapped when they appear? 94 82- 87
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 1 1 0

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped
changed by school experiences?

Yes 43
Yes - became more interested 69 41
Yes - became less interested 0 4
No 57
No - was already interested 18 42
No - remained uninterested 3 8
Other , 9 5



N m. 69 90. .79:

SchCol 10 continued
1974 1976 1978

Have you made any modifications to your office for.

handicapped?

Yes

24

No
61

Modifications:

Outside entrance
20

Interior doors
11

Bathroom facilities
'8

Provided special equipment
1

Operatory
5

X-tay facilities
0

Other
- 3

Not in private practice
15'

What contacts have you had with organizations for

the handicapped in your practice?

None
68

Incidental with one or more
19

Close working relations with one
8

Close working relations with two or more
4

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the

handicapped?

Yes

0

No
p 100

Have you been a consultant to any group representing

the handicapped?

Yes
9

No
90

Since completing dental school, have you had any

additionareducation on dentistry for the handicapped?

Yes
11

No
87

If yes, did you

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 5

Have one or more short course or workshop?
4

Do informal reading and study?
6

What consultations have you had with medical experts

Concerning handicapped patients?

None
15

A few consultations about selected patients
76

Frequent consultation about many patient
9

-64-



FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR

(In Percents)

N al.

School 11 .

How would you describe your current practice?

Self-employed professional practice
Professional partnership
Employed professional practice
Full-time residency or graduate training
ftesearch and/or teathing
Military service
Other

Have treated the following

Mental Retardation ". in office
- In hospital
- referred to others

1 - no contact

Cerebral palsy - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Blindness in office
in hospital
referred to others
no contact

Deafness - in office
- in hospital

referred to others
- no contact

Epilepsy - in office
f

- in hospital
- referred to others
- no contact

Stroke - in office
- in hoop tit;
- referre t ith rs
- no tont ct

Parkinsonism ice
in hospital

- referred to others
- no contact '

Arthritis -, in office

- in hospital
- referred to others

no contact

26

1974

49

1976

44

1978

62 53 73

15 2 9

4 8 11
O. 4 7

8 4 5

19 31 2

4 4 5

50 59 64

15 16 16

4 2 0

31 29 23

19 16 25

0 12 14
4 0 0

69 65 57

31 29 43
12 10 7

0 0 0

54 55 39

42 16 61
8 4 7'

b 0 0

46 71 20

77 71 82

8 16 7

0 2 0

15 20 9

54 43 48'

0 8 11

4 2 0
46 43 43

19 33 14

0 2 11
4 0 0

69 55 64

4 84 84

8 6 7

O 0 0

8 12 11

7



School 11 continued

N

1974

49

1976

44

1978

Poliomyelitis - in office 27 16 . '16

- in hospital 0 4 0

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 65 69 70

Spinal cord injuries - in office 27 18 25

- in hospital 4 4 11

, - referred to 0 2 0

- no contact 62 67 57

Multiple sclerosis - in office 27 16 27

- in hospital 0 8 14

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 65 1 69 55

Muscular dystrophy - in office 12 10 2

- in hospital 0 2 5

- referred to others 0 - 0 0

- no contact 81 78 75

Facial trauma from accidents - in office 69 63 64

- in hospital 19 18 18

- referred to others 4 4 0

-, no contact 23 22 27

Multiply-handicapped - in office 19 27 20

- in hospital 0 10 14'

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 73 63 59

Home-bound patient - in office 12 4 7

- in hospital 0 0 2

- referred to others 0 2 2

- no contact 77 84 75

Nursing-home patient - in office 50 24 32

- in hospital 8 6 23

- referred to others 0 2 0

- no contact 42 61 50

Cleft palate/cleft lip - in office 42 43 16

- in hospital 8 4 9

- referred to others 0 2 0

- no contact 50 45 66

Other craniofacial anomalies - ieoffice 8 18 5

- in hospital 4 6 7

- referred to others 4 2 0

- no contact IA,
77 67 80

Spina bifida - in office 4 , 4 0

4- in hospital 4 4 0

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 85 '82 86

Thalidomide deformities/ - in office 0 0 5

simillar malformations - in hospital 0 2 0

- referred to others 0 0 0

- no contact 92 88 80

-66- 34' u



School 11 continued

N
4

1974

49

1976

44

1978

Diabetes/other endocrine - in office 92 96 89
disturbances - in hospital 15 14 9

- referred to Others 0 0 2
d- no contact

,.
0 2 9

Hemophilia - in office 15 18 16
- in hospital 12 14 14
- referred to others 4 4 7

- no contact 65 59
. 55

Cardiopulmonary disease - in ofgce 73 76 82
- in hospital 15 16 16
- referred to others 4 0 2

- no contact 15 16 5

Asthma - in office 92 86 73
- in hospital 15 10 9

- referred to others 0 O. 0

.

- no contact 4
,

.

10 16

Atherosclerosis - in office 62 41 50
- In hospital 0 10 7

- referred to others 0 0\ 0
- no contact 35 51 39

-
Emphysema - in office 58 39 52

- in hospital 8 12 11
- referred to others 0 0 2
- no contact 35 47 32

Cystic fibrosis- . - in office 4 4 5

- in hospital 0 0 0
- referred to others 0 0 0
- no contact 88 86 82,

Allergic reactions to drugs - in office 85 61 66
used in dental treatment - in hospital 12 12 11

. - referred to others 0 4 2

-I no contact 8 22 23
.

Autism in office 0 4 9
- in hospital 0 2 2

- referred to others 0 0 0
- no conta 88 .88 75

Hyperactivity0 - in offic 62 43 43
... in hospi al 4 8 7
- referred o others 11 0 2
no contac 31 45 43

Other behavior problems - in office 54 33 45
in hospital 4 8 9
referred to others 4 4 2

- no contact
,

27 53 30

Leukemia - in office 12 18 16
- in hospital 0 10 11
- referred to others 4 0 0
- no contact 81 65 61



4

SChool 11 coptinued

Other bod dyscraslas- - in office

-Brain tumors

,' - in hospital
-.referred to others
- no contact

- in office
- in hospital
- referred,to others_

'.
- no contact

Sarcomas - in office 1

- in hospital.
- referred to others

- no contact.

Squamous cell carcinoma - in office
- in hospit4
- referred to others

- no contact

Other neoplasms - in office
- in hospital
- referred to others

. - no contact

N = 49 44

1974 1976 1978

Experience in school Course work:

None at all
Some mention in passing
Perhaps one specific *roe
Several specific courses

Experience in school Clinical:

None at all
Exposed to one or more
Treated a handicapped patient
Treated two or more

Would you say you have

Actively tried to treat handicapped?
Treated handicapped when they appear?

Generally avoided treating handicapped?

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped

changed by school. experiences?

Yes
Yes - became more interested
Yes - became less interested
-No
No - was already interested

No - remained uninterested
Other

-68

3 2 ;.)

4.7

12 18 16

4 6 11

A 2 0

77 61 61

13 12 16

0 4 0

4 0 2

77 73 70

15 12 7

0 4 2

4 2 2

73 73 75

27 31 11

15 10 11

8 0 2

46 51 66

35
,

33 25

8 12 11

A 0 2

54 47 50

0 0 0

54 4 i2

23 41 14

23

e

55 84

15 0 2

8 2 2

19.. 31 7

58 67 89

0 8 16

100 88 82

q
0 0

42
69 61

2 2

58
12

0 11

* 16 2

if



School 11 continued

Have you made any modifications to your office .'or
handicapped?

Yes
No

Modifications:

N = 49 . 44

1974 1976 1978

36

57

Outside entrance 20
. Interior doors 20.

Bathroom facilities 30
Provided special equipment 2

Operatory 5
X-ray facilities 5
Other 5
Not in private practice 7

What contacts have you had with organiza ns fOr
the handicapped in your practice?

None, 86
Incidental with one or more 14
Close working relatiAls with one 0 -

Close working relations with two or more 0

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the
handicapped?

Yes 0
No 106

Have you been a consultant to any group repreaenting
the handicapped?

Yes
No

7

93

Since completing dental school, have you had any
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped?

Yes 23
No 77

If yes, did you

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 5
Have one or more short course or workshop? 9

Do informal reading and 'study? 14

What consultations have you had with medical experts
concerning handicapped patients?

None

9

14
A few consultations.about selected patients 80
Frequent consultation about many patient 5


