E

DOCUMENT BRESUME

BD 052 318 YT 012 276

AUTHOR Johnson, Donald W.; Thompson, Mary B.

TITLE Corgpilation ot State Dentist Manpower Heports.

INSTITULION American Associration of Dental Exarminers, Chilcaqo,
11l.

SPONS AGENCY Public Health Service ([DHEW), Washington, D.C.

PUB DATE 70

NOTF £10p.

AVAILABLE FROH Superintendent of Docurents, U.S. Governaent
Printing Ottice, ‘sashington, D.C. 20402
(HE2V0.3102:DU3 /471365067, $5.2%)

EDRS PRICE EDRS Price ¥F-3$0.65 HC-323.03

DPESCRIPTORS Background, Dental Assistants, *Dentists,
*Individual Characteristics, *Labor Supply,
*Natioral Sucveys

ABSTRACT

The 49 studies contained 10 this volume, which were
ntiginally published and distributed as indiviijual State Dentist
Manpower Reports, are the first reports to be drawn from survey data
Jathered through a national Jdata compilation systea desiqned to
collect essential information on the dental manpover supply from all
licensed dentists at the time ot their annual or biennial
registration with state licersing boards. This initjal nationwide
survey of dentists began with the 1965 registration period and
covered a feriod of app.oximately ' years. Information is provided on
the locetion, age, and current professional activity of dentists in
cach state (except Alabama and California), thair professional
background, and selected practice characteristics, including the area
of specialization and ntilization of auxiliary personnel. {Author)

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



ot =P

/34

ED052318

e  U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
: " Ppublic Health Service, National Institutes of Health

d



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

DISCRIMINATION PROHIBITED--Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 states: ''No person in the United States
shall, on the ground of race, color, or natienal origin,
be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits
of, or be subject to discrimination under any program or
activity receiving Federal finarcial assistance.'" ‘flhere-
fore, the dentist manpower data collectiorn systen, like
every program or activity receiving financial assistaace
from the Dep rtment of Health, Cducation, and Welfare,
rust be opcrated in compliance with this law.

For aile Ly the Syprrintendent = Docgments, US Gasernment 170 Hng Ofqe
Was i pton, 10, 22, Yrice $3 205

)



US DEPARTMENTQF HEALTH,
EDUCKTION & WELFARE
OFF{CE OF EDUCATION

THIS DOCUMENT HAS EE(N REPRO
LUCED EXACTLY AS RECE'VED FROM
ThE PERSUN OR URGANIZAT.ON ORIG
INATNG 1T POMNTS OF VEW CR DFIN
1I0NS STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY
REPRESENT DFFHIOAL OFFICE OF EDU
CATION POSITION OR POLICY

COMPILATION

STATE DENTIST MAMNPOWER REPORTS
1965 - 1967

ED052518

DONALD W. JOHNSON, D.D.S., M.P.H.
Deputy Chief, Resource Analysis Branch

MARY B. THOMPSON, B.A.
Statistician, Resource Analysis Branch

U.S. GEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Public Health Service - National Institutes of Health
Bureau of Hea'th Professions Education and blanpower Training
Division of Dentel Health - Resource Analysis Branch
Bethesda, Maryland 20014

o 1970

0



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

FOREWORD

The 4% studies contained in this compilation present the resulte of

a national survey in which the dental profession, the Federal Govern-
ment, the American Association of Dental Examiners, anl State licens-

irg boards cooperated. But the ultimate success of the survey, of
course, resulted from the willingnass of nearly 80,000 dentists
acrose the Nation to complete and return a detailed questionnaire

providing information on their professional characteristics and activ-

ities.

Although the Division of Dental Health has condu:zted dental resource

studies over a perind of years, the urgent need for improving man-
power supply to meet increasing demands fcr care prompted dental

manpower surveys on an individual State basis. The value of individ-

ual State reports has been attested to in their use by planners of

rew and expanded dental schools aad by developers of trairning facil-

ities for dental auxiliaries. For cenvenience and wider use, the
individual reports were assembled into this single reference volume
At a later date, national and regional summaries based on analyses
of data from these State surveys will be published, in conjunctinn
with data from cther sources.

This compilation provides basic source data that can be utilized in

.

projections of future dental manpower requirements, in planning pro-

grams for increasing the dental manpower supply, in the development
of new dental care programs, and in the implenentation of needed
State and Federal dental legislation. 1t is hoped that these data
will be helpful to the dental professicn in its efforts to achieve
a more adsquate manpower supply, and will prove of value to govern-
mental agencins and private organizations as well as to individual
reseerchers, health planners, educators, legislators, students, and
others concerned with dental manpower.

Viron L. Diefenbach, D
Asaistant Surgeon Gene
Director, Division of



PREFACE

Since 1965, the Division of Dental Health, National Institutes of
Health, has been working under contract with the American Association
of Dental Examiners to develop a national data compilation systen
designed to collect essential information on the dental manpower sup-
ply from all licensed dentists and dental hygienists by questionnaires
cupplied at the time of their annual or biennial registration with
State licensing boards. The initial survey of dentists began with the
1965 registration period, and in 1966 the program was expanded to
include a national survey of licensed dental hygienists. In a further
expansion of the system, a second nationwide sirvey of dentists was
initi.ced in 1967.

The yuestionnaires of the first survey, on which this volume is based,
gathered information on the location, age, and current professional
activity of dentistr, their professional background, and selected
practice characteristics, including area of specialization and utiliza-
tion of auxiliary personnel. As cach dentist returned the completed
questionnaire to his State examining board, the board, in turn, for-
warded all questionnaires to the American Association of Dental Exam-
iners. The Association coded the questionnaires and punched the survey
data onto cards, which weve forwarded to the Division of Dental Health
for machine tabulatfon. The Division then tabulated and analyzed the
data, preparing a narrative report for each State. In addition, each
participating State was furnished a detailed book of tabulations of

the basic statistical data on which the report was based.

Because reregistration dates vary among the States, the first survey
of dentists was spread over approximately a 2%-year period from
December 1964 to July 1967. Questionnaire mailing dates for the
States covered in the survey area shown in the accompanying table. All
States except Alabama and California participated.

Survey response rates averaged about 90 percent for individual States,
based on the total number of licensed dentists as reported by the

Statc dental boards. Even though response retes varied from 70 percent
to 99 percent, oaly 8 States fell below 80 percent. Thirty-thr:ze

States had response rates of S0 percent or more, including 10 States
with rates of 95 percent or higher. Every effort wa made to obtain

as much data as possible concerning dentists who failed to respond to
the survey, especially in those States having a relatively low response
rate. Information on nonrespondents, including location of the dentists,
their ages, dental school attended, and year of graduation, were obtained
from the respective State dental boards or from the appropriate annual
edition of the American Dental Directory published by the American

Dental Association,
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Date of Dentist Manpower Survey, by State

Questionnaire Questionnaire
State ___mailing date L/ State mailing dagg;%/
*Alaska 12-65 Nebraska 1-67
*Arizona 4-65 *Nevada 12-65
Arkansas 12-65 New Hampshire 11-66
Colorade 11-65 New Jersey g§~65
*Connecticut 12-65 *New Mexico 6-65
Delaware 5-66 New York 2-66
*District cf Columbia 10-65 North Carolina 10-66
*Florida 9-65 North Dakota 10-66
Georgia 10-66 Ohio 2-67
Hawaii 11-65 Oklahoma 12-65
Idahn 4-66 Oregon 1-65
Tilinois 1-66 Pennsylvenia 2-66
Indiana 1-66 *Rhode Island 11-65
Ixra 4-65 South Carolina 12-65
Kansas 10-65 *South Dakota 5-65
Kentucky 11-65 *Tennegsee 11-65
Louisiana 12-65 *Texas 5-65
*Maine 11-65 Utzah o-66
*Maryland 12-64 *Vermont 4-65
*Massachusetts 1-65 *Virginia 11-65
Michigan 5-65 Washiugton 9-65
Minnesota 1-66 *JesL Virginia 1-65
Mississippi 7-67 Wisconsin 8-66
Misgouri 4-66 Wyoming 11-65
Montana 12-66

17 Questionnaire mailing dates coincide with mailing dates for license
renewal for all States except Georgia, New Hampshire, Ohio, and Texas,
which were surveyed by a special mailing a few mcnths after their
license renewal dates,

* Reports for States marked with an aster.sk were prepared according to

the rather detailed outline originally developed.

All other State

reports, except Oregon with a unique format, were prepated according
to a simplified outline.
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Preparation of the individual State reports xtended over a period of
approximately 3 years, from mid-1966 to mid-1969. The first 17 reports
completed prior to November 1967 were prepared according to a rather
detailed outline as follows:

I. Dentists Licensed in State

I1. Civilian Dentists Located in State
A. Sources of Supply
1. Dental schools
2. Dentists relocating in State
B. Personal Characteristics
1. Age
2. Advanced training
C., Distribution and Current Status
1. Distribution of dentists
2. Professinnal status
3. Active dentists in relation to population
D. Professiocnal Activity
1. Current employment
2. Activity last year
E. Practice Characteristics
1. Limited practice
2. Employment of auxiliaries

III. Out-of-State Civilian Dentists
Iv. Appendix Tablea

In order to facilitate the completion of the remaining reports, a sim-
plified format was developed which aliowed for the covevage of a subject
on a single page, with a tabular presentation and the supporting text.

! tctal of 31 State reports were prepared in the new format according

to the following general outline.

I. Dentists Licensed in State
II. Professional Trafining of Dentists Located in State
11I. Distribution of Dentists
1IV. Age of Dentists
V. Active Dentists in Relation to Population
V1. Utilization of Auxilfaries
VIiI. Other Survey Findings
VIITI. Appendix Table

In general, the preceding outlines were followed for most States. For
some States, however, the outline was modified slightly, in accordance
with the findings. For example, fn a State with a small number of
counties, the county data are presented in the body of the report and
the appendix table, where county data usually appear, is omitted. For
[:[{i?:re of the subjects covered in the reports, such as the utilization

s vii



of auxiliaries, the findings proved to ve very similar from State to
State, and thereforo the supporting text is almost identical, with
appropriate changes in figures. Findings relative to other subjects,
such as dental school attended and distribution of dentists, often
differed considerably from State to State, and consequently the
descriptions of data vary according to the survey results., Fight of
the State reports contain maps illustrating the distribution of den-
tists by county. The Oregon report, with a uniaque format, features
the extensive use of graphic material and the organization of the
data differs from all the other reports.

Anyone wishing to make combinations or comparireons of Stace data
should keep in mind that there are certain limitations in the compar-
ability of data from State to State. One reason for this is the
difference in survey dates among the States, since the survey perfod
extended over approximately two and a half years. O0Other reasons have
to do with the difference in response rates, which varied from State
to State, and the fact that some of the reports include nonrespondent
data, while others do not. In combining State data to form regfonal
or aational data, the reader should review the “ndividual State
reports to become familfar with the variations just described.
Statistics presented in terms of relative proportions--sor example,
the percentages of dentists employing auxiliaries cr limiting their
practices to a dental specialty--may be compared among the various
States with more confidence than statistics which must be expressed
in terms of numbers cf dentists, such as the number of active den-
tists in relation to population.

It is with only minor alteration and renuunbering of pages that the
State Dentist Reports have been brnught together in thle volure. 7%=
original copy has been used, which accounts for the variation in for-
mat among fndividual reports. 7The States are presented in alphabet-
ical order, and the date of completion of each report is show:r in the
lower margin of the last text page. Black index strips bearing the
State name in white have been added in the upper right-hand corner of
the first page, for easy reference.
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ALASKA |

DENTISTS LICENSED IN ALASKA

A total of 131 dentists registered with the Alaska Board of Dental
Examiners during the 1966 registration period (Table 1), The survey
questionnaire was completed by 120 dentists, or 92 percent of all those
registering. Only 69 of the responding dentists, or 57 percent, are
actually Jocated in Alaska. About 31 percent of the respondents are
civilian dentists located in another State, and another 10 percent are

on active duty with the Armed Forces.

Table l.--Location and Military Status of Dentists
Licensed in Alaska

Location and All Pe;;ent

military status dentists dentists
Total licensed 131 100
Respondents 120 92
Nonvrespondents 11 8
Respondents 120 10¢
Civilians in Alaska 69 57
Civilians in another State 37 31
On active duty with Armed Forces 12 10
Not repcrted 2 2

Only seven of the 120 survey respondents are licensed solely in Alaska.
Mcst of the respondents are licensed in just one other State, but 29
hold licenses in two other States, and 15 are licensad in at least three
additional States. Altogether, respondents hold nearly 300 licenses--an
average of about two and one-half per dentist. Slightly more than two-
fifths of the out-of-State licenses are maintained in Washington,
Oregon, and California, while the recmainder are held in 33 other States.
Civilian dentists located in Alaska hold almost as many lfcenses as
cfvilian respondents located ocutsfde the State. Thirty percent of the
in-State dentists are licensed in at least two additional States, com-
pared to 43 percent of the cut-of-State respondents.
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Civilian Dentists in Alaska

Sources of Supply

Dental schools.--Dentists in Alaska are graduates of 24 dental schools,

including one Canadian school. Almost one-third, or 22, of thz State's
69 reporting dentists, however, are graduates of the University of
Oregon. The next largest source of supply is the University of Washing-
ton which graduated six of the in-State respondents. Fourteen dental
schools in the North Central States account for 32 of Alaska's dentists,
but only two of these schools, Indiana University and the University of
Minnesota, have contributed as many as four graduates to the State.

More than half of tlie dentists in Alaska graduited from dental school
after 1955.

Dentisls relocating in Alaska.~-One in every 3 dentists now in Alaska
was professionally active as a civilian dentist in another State immedi-
.tely prior to iocating in Alaska. The in-migrant dentists came from
cight other States, primarily Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. Almost two-
thirls of these dentists relocated during the 1960's.

Personal Characteristics

Age.-~Alaska's dentists, as a group, are very young. The median age of
reporting dentists is only 38.7 years. Thirty-seven percent of the
State's dentists are under the age c¢f 35 and two-thirds are under 45
years of age (Table 2): At the other end of the age scale, one in every
five dentists is 35 years old or over, and one in every 10 has reached
the age of 65.

Table 2.--Age Distribution

Number Percent Cumulative
Age of of percent
dentists dentists distribution
Total 69 100 -
Under 30 6 g 9
30 - 34 19 28 37
35 - 44 20 29 66
45 - 54 10 14 &0
35 - 64 7 10 90
65 & vver 7 10 100
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Advanced training.--Seven of the in-State respondents, or 10 percent,
reported the completion of one year or more of advanced training beyond
their dental degree. All but one of these dentists took clinical train-
ing as an intern or resident, and three ccmpleted at least one year of
advanced academic training.

Distribution and Current Sta*us

Distribution of dentists.--Alaska has been divided into three areas, as
shown in the map on the following page, to permit presentation of .at:

on the geographical distribution of dentists.:/ Forty of the State's
dentists, almost three-fifths of the total dentist supply, are concen-
trated in the South Central and Aleutian Chain area which contains a
large part of the southern coastal area as well as the Aleutian Islands.
Most of rhe dentists in this area are located in Anchorage, the largest
city in Alaska. Another 19 dentists reside in the Southeastern Panhandle
area, which consists of a narrow strip of mainland and an adjace ° chain
of offshore islands along the scutheastern coastline of the State. Den-
tists in this area are concentrated in two cities, Juneau and Ketchikan.
The Inland and Northern Alaska area, which includes about seven-tenths

of the total land area of the State, is the location of 10 of the

State's reporting dentists. Practically all of the dentists in this area
are located in Faiibanks, the second .argest city in Alaska. Herearter,
these three areas will be referred to as the South Central area, the
Southeastern area, and the Northern area.

Active dentists in relation to population.--0f the 69 civilian dentists
responding in the survey, 67 reported that they are active in the pro-
fession. Only two regarded themselves as full: retired. Basad on these
responses, there is one profeseionally active dentist for every 4,084
persons in Alaska (Table 3). ‘he Southeastern ..rca has the most favor-
able population per dentist ratio in the State, with 2,418 persons per
active dentist. 1In the South Central area, which contains 54 percent of
the population, the persons-per-dentist ratio is 3,670. The Northern area
has the least favorable ratio, 8,570 persons for every active dentist.

1/ Geographic aveas in Alaska have been adapted from the State Economic
Areas designated in the following publication: Bogue, D. J., and
Beale, C. L. Economic Areas of the United States. New York, Free
Pt :ss of Glencoe, 1961. 1161 p.
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Table 3.--NMumber of Persons Per Active Civilian Dentist

Professionally Total Persons
Geographic area accive Slation* per active

dentists Pop dentist
Total 67 273,500 4,084

South Central and Aleutian
Chain a:i2a 40 146,800 3,670
Southeastern Panhandle area 17 41,100 2,418
Inland and Northern area 10 85,700 8,570

* Copyright 1365, Sales Management Survey of Buying Power.

The above persons-per-dentist ratios underestimate the act:al dental force
available to tle residents of Alaska because dental care is available to
approximately 30 percent of the State's population through the services of
dentists employed by the Federal Government. The Public Bealth Service,
DivisioE of Indian Health, operates dental care facilitjes for Alaska
Native5~/, who constitute about 19 percent of Altaska's total population.
Military personnel stationed in Alaska, accounting for another 11 percent
of the State's population, are provided dental care by the Armed Services.
Dentists on duty with the Public Health Service and the Armed Forces are
not required to be licensed in the State in whicli they are assigned and
therefore are not likely to be includel in this survey.

Adjustment of Alaska's population to exclude an estimated 52,000 Alaska
Natives and 30,000 military personnel results in a more favorable persons-
per-dentist ratio of 2,850 for the State. Although precise arza popula-
tion data are not avallable, this adjustmeat is knowm to affect the
persons-pzr-dentist ratios in all three gecgraphic areas. In the Northern
and Southeastern areas of the State,the Alaska Native population accounts
for one-third aad oune-fourth of the total inhabitants, respectively.

The South Central area, « ataining thz Alaska Defense Command at Anchorcge
and other large military installations, has a substantial share of the
State's military population. Consequently, the persons-per-dentist ratio
in each of the three guographic areas is actually more favorable than
shown in Table 3.

1/ Alaska Natives include Indians, Eskimos and Alecats.
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Practice Characteristics

Hours worked per week.--All dentists reporting on their professional
activity in Alaska last year indicated that they provided care for
patients. Those dentists reporting time spent in patient care worked
an average of 41.0 hours per week. About one-fourth of these dentists
worked exceptionally long hours, 48 or more. In contrast, 30 percent
of the respondents devoted 35 liours or less per week to patient care.

Use of auxiliaries.--About nine in every 10 practicing dentists in

Alaska reported employment of some type of auxiliary personnel (Table 4).
The dental assistant, the most frequently utilized auxiliary, is employed
by 82 percent of the dental practitioners. Although employed with con-
siderably less frequency, dental hygienists and secretaries are each
employed by a rather sizeable proportion, one-third, of the practitioners.
Less than one-sixth of all practitiorers reported employment of a dental
laboratory technician.

Table 4.--Dental Praciitioners Employing One or More
Auxiliaries, by Type of Auxiliary

Number Percent

Type of auxiliary of of
practitioners __practitioners

Total 67 100

With one or more auxiliaries 60% 90*
With assistant 55 82
With hygienist 22 a3
With laboratory technician 10 15
With sccretary or receptionist 22 53
yith other type of personnel 3 4
With no auxiliary 7 10

% Tudividual items add to more than total because some dentists employ
mere than one type of auxiliary.

By far the majority of dentists employing dental assistants or secretaries
do so on a full-time basls. On the other hand, most of the dental hygien-
ists and laboratory techniclans are part-time employees. Feourteen practi-
tioners reported vacancies for auxiliary personnel, usually for assistants
or hyglenists.



Limited practices.--Seven of the reporting dentists in Alaska limit their
practice to a dental specialty, most frequently orthodontics or oral sur-

gery. Five of these dentists are located in the South Central area cf
the State.

Qut-of-State Civilian Dentists

Alaska licenses are maintainad by at least 37 civilian dentists located
in 14 States. Almost one-third of these out-of-State dentists practice
in California. Washingion and Oregon are the only other States in which
as many as four out-of-Stute respoudents are located. Nine of the out:

of-State dentists practiced in Alaska prior to assuming their present
location.

April 1967.
O
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ARIZONA

\ [

DENTISTS LICENSED IN ARIZONA

Qf the 926 dentists who registered with the Arizona State Dental Board in
1965, 846 completed the survey questionnaire, resulting in a response
rate o€ 91 percent (Table 1). Only 61 percent of these respondents were
civilian dentists-actually locaced in Arizona, Another thirty-three
percent were civilians located in other States, and four pcorcent were on
active duty with the Armed Forces. There were only three women dentists
included among the respondents, two of them located within the State.

Table 1l.-~Location and Militarv Status of Dentists
Licensed in Arizona

Location and All Percent of

military status dentists dentists
Total 926 100
Respondents 846 91
Nonrespondents 8¢ 9
Respondents 846 100
Civilians in Arizona 519 61
Civilians in another State 276 33
Cn active duty with Armed Forces 34 4
Not reported 17 2

Eighty-five percent of the dentists who responded to the survey hold a
license in at least one other State, About four out of five civilian
dentists located in Arizona are licensed in one or mere additional
States--62 percent in one other State and only 17 percent in 2 or more
other States. By comparison, 43 percent of the out-of-State civilian
dentists hold licenses in at least two States in addition to Arizona.

Raspondents hold over 1,809 licenses, an average of more than two per
dentist. About 30 percent of the out-of-State licenses are held in
California, ard an additional 20 percent are maintained in other Western
States, The remairing half of the out-of-State licenses are held in

33 other States scattered across the Nation.
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Civilian Dentists in .irizona
Sources of Supply

Dental schools.--Arizouna‘'s dentists graduated from 41 dental schools,
including 2 schools (Colorado College and Denver College) which are no
longer in existence. Over the years, 16 schools located in the North
Central States have been a major source of dentist supply, contributing
over one-half of the State's dentists (Table 2}. Moreover, the relative
contrioution of these schools has tended to increase slightly in recent
years. While nc one school in this part of the country has been an out-
standing contributor, three universities in Illinois~-Northwestern,
Illinois, and Leyola, and three universities in Missouri--Washington,
St. Louis, and Misscuri at Kansas City, have together trained over one-
fourth of the State's dentists., Five other universities in the North
Central States--Minnesota, Marquette, Iowa, Creighton, and Nebraska--
have each contributed at leist 15 dentists to the State's present supply.

Table 2.--School Awarding Dental Degree, by Year Awarded

Number _____Year of graduation
Pental scheol of AiT~ After 1941- 1940 of
dentists years 1955 1955 earlier
Total number s10L/ - 220 184 99
North Central 282 55 57 56 51
Northwestern 43 8 10 8 7
Missouri (Kansas City) 31 6 4% 8 6
Minnesota 30 6 4 7 g
Illinols 25 5 3 9 3
12 other schools 153 30 36 24 26
West 139 27 21 27 39
Southern Czlifornia 68 13 5 14 29
8 other schceols 71 14 16 13 10
South 72 14 20 12 4
Baylor 39 8 14 3 1
9 other schools 33 6 6 9 3
Northeast {6 schools) 21 4 2 5 6

17 1Individual items in this and succecding tables may nct add to the
totals shown due to the failure of some responding dentists to reply
to all items on the questionnaire. Where percentages are shown,
they are based on data supplied by dentists responding to the item
{see Appendix Table A).

El{[C 16
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Another one-fourth of the State's dentists received their dental degrees
from schools in the West, This area's outstanding contributor, the Univer-
sity of Southern California, has supplied 13 percent of Ari_ona's dantists.
Three other schools in the West--Oregon, Pacific (Physicians and Surgeons),
and California at San Francisco--have contributed an average of 16 dentists
each., The proportionate contribution of Southern California has decreased
considerably over earlier years, dropping from 29 percent of all dentists
in Arizona who received dental degrees prior to World War II to only 5 per-
cent of those who graduated since 1955,

Schuols in the South have contributed 14 percent of the dentist supply,

with Baylor University thz largest Southern contributor. The incr2asingly
important role of Baylor as a sourc of dentist supply for the State is
demonstrated by the fact that 14 percent of Arizona's dentists who grad-
uated during the last 10 years received their dental education at this
school, compared to only 1 percent of those graduating prior to World War II.

Dentists relocating in Arizona.--One in every three dentists now in Arizona
first practiced dentistry in one of 34 other States. The largest share of
the 175 in-migrants, 19 percent, came from California, Illinois, Minnesota,
and Iowa, the three next largest sources of in-migrants, have together sup-
Plied one-fourth of the dentists relocating in Arizona. No other State has
contributed as many as 10 dentists to the Arizona supply; however, five
States--Texas, New Mexico, Washington, Pennsylvania, and Michigan--have each
contributed more than five dentists.

Personal Characteristics

Age.--Dentists in Arizona are very young., Their median age in 1965 was
40,1 years, with alwost a third under 35 and fully two-thirds under 45
years of age (Table 3). Only 16 percent were 55 or older, including

6 percent who had reached the age of 65.

Table 3.--Age Distribution

Age Nuzger Pegﬁent Cumulative
dentists dentisis percent

Totdl 519 100 -

Under 30 33 7 .

30 - 34 122 2 31

35 - 39 93 19 50

40 - 44 79 16 g6

45 - 49 54 n 77

50 - 54 37 7 8%

55 - 59 28 6 90

60 - 64 29 4 9%

Q 65 - 69 17 3 97
l(:‘ 70 & over 13 3 100
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Advanced trairing.--About 18 percent of all dentists in Arizona have
received a year or more of advanced training. One of every ten dentists
reported he had taken advanced clinical training as an intern or resident.
A larger proportion, absut 13 percent, ccmpleted at 'east one vear of
advanced academic training as graduate or postgraduate students, including
9 percent who earned a master's degree after lesving dental school. About
5 percent of all dentists in the State said they had both clinical and
academic advanced training.

Distribution and Current Status

Distribution of dentists.--Eighty-five paercent of the dentists in Arizona

are located in the State's two metropolitan areas, 62 percent in Phoenlx
(Maricopa County) and 23 percent in Tucson (Pima County). The remaining

15 percent are in the 12 nonmetropolitan counties in the State (Table 4).
Grouping the nonmetropolitan counties by population of the largest central
city within each county shows that the number of dentists in a county
generally declines as the population of the central city decreases fsece
Appendix Table B). Of the four counties with central cities having a
16,000-24,999 population, Coconino iz the only county with as many as

15 dentists; Yavapai, Cochise, and Yuma each have between 8 and 12 den-
tists. ©None of the four counties having a central city population from
5,000-9,999 has as many as 10 dentists. Of the four counties with central
cities under 5,000 only one county has more than 3 dentists. Two counties,
Greenlee and Santa Cruz, have no reporting dentists; however, both of
these ccunties are served by practitioners who maintain secondary offices--
vne in Greenlee and two in Santa Cruz.

Table 4,~-Distribution by County Group

Number Number Percent
County group of of of

- counties dentists dentists
411 counties 14 519 100
Matropolitan areas 2 439 85
Phoenix area 1 319 62
Tucson atea 1 120 23
Nonmetropolitan county groups 12 78 15
Central city 10,000-24,999 4 46 9
Certral city 5,000-9,999 4 24 5
Cantval city under 5,000 4 ] 1

About 8 percent of Arizona's dentists maintain a second office, usually
in the same county as the primary office location. Although the majority
of secondrry offices are located in either the Phoenix or Tucson metrcpol-
itan arcas, eight nonmetropelitan counties had one or more secondary
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dental offices. 1In addition to Greenlee and Santa Cruz, the counties with
secondary dental offices were Gila (four offices) and Yavapai, Yuma, Navajo,
Pinal, and Apache (one office each).

Professional status.--Nearly all of the dentists in Arizona (97 percent)
r~ported that they were active in the profession. Only nine of the 519
responding dentists said they were professionally inactive, including
eight who were fully retired and one who was engaged in nondental employ-
ment., Another seven failed to report their current status. Among the 30
dentists 65 years old or over, only a fiith regarded themselves fully
retired.

Active dentists in relation to pcpulation.--Based on reporting dentists,
there was one professionally active dentist for every 3,203 persons in
Arizona in 1%%% (Table 5). 1In metropclitan areas, the ratio was one den-
tist for every 2,799 persons compared to one for every 5,543 perso.s in
nonmetropolitan counties. On an individual county basis, the range in

the number of persons per dantist varied widely (Appendix Table C). Among
the 12 counties known to have dentists, Yavapai County had the most favor-
able ratio, with one professionally activc dentist for every 2,64Z persons.
At the opposite end of the scale was Apache County with a ratio of 32,000
persorns per dentist.

Table 5.--Distributicn of Professic. ally Active Dentists

o Profess?onally Civilian P~rsons
ounty group active ulation per

- dentists popu-a dentaist

All counties 503 1,611.0 3,203

All metropolitan areas 425 1,189.7 2,799
Phoenix area 309 8565.0 2,799
Tucson area 116 324.7 2,769
Henmetropolitan county groups 76 421.3 5,543
Central city 10,000-24,999 46 203.9 4,433
Central city 5,000~9,999 23 151.6 6,591
Central city under 5,000 7 65.8 9,409

Only four counties in the State had dentist-population ratios as favorable
as the State average of 3,203. Closely following Yavapai, ti.e metropolitan
counties of Maricopa and Iima and the neonmetropolitan csunty of Mohave each
had relatively favorable ratios of about 2,800 persons per uentist. Two
-.nunties in the State, Coconino and Gila, had population-per-dentist rat. ;
only slightly highar than the State average, 3,400 and 3,771, respectively.
The remaining six counties with reporting dentists had ratios cof 4,800 per-
sung or more per dentist. In addition to Apache, these counties were
Graham)(ﬁ,SOO), Navajo (5,288), Cochise (6,M 0}, Yuma (6,900), and Pinal
(8,938).

ERIC "
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The tumber of active dentists available to the residents of some of the
counties may be understated. For example, Apache County, with only one
civilian dentist for a population of 32,000 persons, has a popnlation
which is 75 percent Indian. Since dentists employed by the Federal
Government in such agencies as the Public Health Service, Division of
Indian Health, are nat required to be licensed in the State in which

they are assigned, there are undoubtedly more dentists caring for
residents of this county than the survey figures indicate. A larger
dental force than is indicated by the survey data is also likely in other
counties with large Indian populations, surh as Navajo (51 percent Indian)
and Coconino (28 peccent Indian).

Professional Characteristics

Current employment.--As might be expected, most dentists who are active

in the profession are in private practice. Of the 503 professionally
active dentists located in A~ zona, 96 percent are primarily self-employed
and another 1 percent are e foyed by other dentists., The remaining

3 percent are engaged in other dental employment, such as workiag for a
State or local government agency.

Only 38 dentists, or 8 percent of those professionally active, reported a
secondary dental employment. All but two of these dentists are located in
the Phoenix or Tucson metropolitan areas. A variety of secondary activ-
ities were reported, such as part-time employment in the private practices
of other dentists, and employment in governmental or voluntary agencies.

Activity last year.--Almost all (about 98 percent) of the dentists report-
ing on their professional activity in Arizona last year indicated that
they had provided care for patients. Dentists reporting on time spent
last year in providing patient care devoted an average of 47.4 weeks to
this activity and worked an average of %40.2 hours per week. Almost two-
thirds spent at least 40 hours per week at this activity for 48 weeks or
more during the year (Table 6). About one dentist in seven worked the
equivalent of six days a week (48 hours or more) for at least 48 weeks.

Table 6,--Time Spent in Patient Care Last Year

Weeks spent Dentists Percent distribution by work week
in batient care providing 48 hrs. 41-47 40 hrs 33-3%  Ynder
P patient care or more hrs. 'S+ hrs. 35 hrs.
Total 100 16 15 43 14 12
50 weeks or more 45 10 ¢ 22 4 3
48-49 weeks 35 4 7 14 6 4
Less than 48 weeks 20 2 -2 7 4 5
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The amount cf tine worked last year by dentists in private practice
declined sharply with age. Over 70 percent of the dentists under 40
reported they worked at least 40 aours per week for 48 weeks or mcre.
The proportion working this amount of time declines to 55 percent for
dentists between 40 and 54 years old, to 4Z percent among those 55 to
64, and to only 15 percent for those 65 and over.

Limited practices.--Seventy-four dentists in Arizona, about one in seven,

reported that they limit their practice to a dental specialty. Orthodon-
tics is the principal area of specialization, accounting for about six
percent of all practitioners. Another four percent limit their practices
to oral surgery, 2 percent to pedodontics, and 3 percent to such special-
ties as periodontics, prosthodontics, and endodontics.

Ninety-three percent of the limited practitioners are located in the
Phoenix and Tucson metropolitan areas., Only five dentists in the noa-

metropolitan counties reported a limited practice,

Use of auxiliaries.--Almost nine of every ten practitioners reported that

they employ auxiliary personnel (Table 7). Dental assistants, the most
frequently employed auxiliary, are utilized by 84 percent of all practi-
tioners, including 76 percent who employ at least one assistant on a full-
time basis. Secretaries or receptionists are employed by 38 percent of
the dentists with about three~-fifths of these dentists utilizing such
personnel full time. Only 22 percent of the dentists employ dental
hygienists and 10 percent employ dental technicians. A majority of the
dentists who employ hygienists or te:hnicians do so conly part time.

Table 7.--Dental Practitioners Employing One or More Auxiliaries,
By Yfype of Auxiliary

Percent of dental practitioners

$qs Dental With one full- With only

Type of auxiliary practitioners Total time employea  part-time

. (or more) _personnel
Total 497 100 82 7
With one or more auxiliaries 441 89 82 1
With assistant 417 84 76 8
With hygienist 107 22 6 16
With laboratorv technician 52 10 2 8
With secretary or reccptionist 130 38 23 15
With other type of personnel 14 2 1 1
With no auxiliary 56 11 - -
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Although dentists in the Phoenix and Tucson metrcpolitan areas are no
more likely to employ auxiliary personnel than are those located in non-
mettopolitan areas, the use of hygienists is much more common in these
counti s than in the remainder of the State. About 24 percent of the
dentists in Phoenix and 21 percent in Tucson reported the employment of
a hyglfenist, compared with only 12 perceat of the dentists located else-
where,

About one out of six dental practitioners in Arizona reported one or more
vacant positions for auxiliary personnel. Vacancies were reported most
frequently for dental hvgienists and dental assistants.

Qut-of-State Civilian Dentists

There are at least 276 dentists in 28 other States who maintain licenses
in Arizona. More than one-half of these out-of-State dentists are
located in adjaccat States with 45 percent in Californfa and another

10 percent in Utah, New Mexico, Colorado and Nevada. The remaining

45 percent of the out-of-State respondents are located in 20 other
States, primarily Illinois, Texas, and Washington.

AboLt one in every eight of the out-of-State respondents reported they
had formerly been professionally active in Arizona. Nearly half of these
out-migrant dentists are presently located in the neighboring State of
Californfa.

May 1967.
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Appendix Table A.--Summary Statistics for Arizona

Number of
dentists
Total dentists licensed in :rizona 926
Respondents -- total dentists participating in survey
(number not reporting current location
or military siatus - 17) 846
Civilian dentists in Arizou~l/ (designated simply
as '"dentists'" in text tales) 519
(number not reporting: age - 21, county
location - 2, principal current employ-
ment - 7, dental school attended - 5)
Professionally active dentistsg/ 503
In limited practicezl 74
Dental practitionerss ‘ 497
Located in Arizona last year:
Reported professional activityél 456
Dentists providing patient carel/ 446
Reported time spent in patient carel/ 382
Dentists in private practicegj 412
Reported time spent in practicegl 366
Civilian dentists in another State 276
Dentists on active duty in Armed Forces 34
Nonrespondents -- licensed dentists not participating
in survey 80

All responding dentists who currently woirk in Arizona (excluding those
in the Armed Forces) or who are retired and currently live in the State.
All active civilian dentists currently in Arizcna -- excludes 8 dentists
who are fully retired, 1 who is engaged principally in a nondental activ-
ity and 7 who did not report their principal current employment.
Dentists who reported they limited their practice to a dental specialty.
All dentists practicing at the ci.air, that is, dentists who work as
clinicians either as primary or secondary activity.

Dentists located i1n Arizona last year who indicated type(s) of activity
in vhich they engaged.

All dentists who engaged in patient care last year, either as a primary
or secondary activity.

Dentists reporting both hours and weeks spent in patient care last year.

Dentists who reported they were primarily self-cemployed both currently
and last year.

Dentists reporting both hours and weeks spent las: year as a self-
eaployed dentis:.
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Appendix Table B.--Arizona Counties by County Group

Metropolitan Areasl/

Area and Number of responding
County civilian Jdentists
Phoenix area
Maricopa 319

Tucson area
Pima 120

2
Nounmetropolitan Connties—/

Area and Number of responding
County Central city civilian dentists
Central city 10,000-24,9%9
Cechise Douglas 11
Coconino Flagstaff 15
Yavapai Prescott 12
Yuma Yuma 8
Central city 5,000-9,999
Gila Globe 7
Navajo Winslow 8
Pinal Casa Grande 9
Santa Cruz Nogales -
Central city under 5,000
Apache Mcheary 1
Graham Safford 4
Greenlee Clifton -
Mohave Kingman 3

1/ Arizona counties inclued in the latest 1966 definition of Standard
Metropolitan Statistical arcas established by the United Stat:s
Bureau of the Budget, Offfice of Statistical Standards, have been
grouped as metropolitan areas for the presentatiun of the survey data.

2/ Counties not included in SMSA's by definition have been grouped

according to the 1960 population of the largest (central) city within
cach county.




Appendix Table C.--County Data

Profes~ Persons Number of active dentists
“y PR n
County sionélly ‘?pulacfoal/ per By age Reporting

active (in 000's) denti Under 55 years use of

. entist cqs .

dentists 35 years or more auxiliaries

All counties 503 1,611.0 3,203 155 69 441
Apache 1 32.1 32,000 - - 1
Cochise 11 66.0 6,000 4 9
Coconino 15 51.0 3,400 3 1 12
Gila 7 26.4 3,771 2 2 7
Graham 3 14.4 4,800 1 - 3
Greenlee - 10.9 - - - -
Maricopa 309 865.0 2,799 100 39 275
Mohave 3 8.4 2,800 - 1 2
Navajo 8 42,3 5,288 2 1 7
Pima 116 324.7 2,799 34 17 99
Pinal 8 71.5 8,938 4 1 7
Santa Cruz - 11.4 - - - -
Yavapai 12 31.7 2,642 4 3 11
Yuma 8 55.2 6,900 - - 8

17 Copyright 1965, Sales Management Survey of Buying Power; further
reproduction is forbidden.
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ARKANSAS

DENTISTS LICENSED IN ARKANSAS

During the 1965 registration period, 861 dentists registered with the
Arkansas State Board of Dental Examiners. Seventy percent of tlie
registered dentists were civilians located in Arkansas, 25 percent
were civilians located in other States, and 5 percent were on active
duty with the Arued Forces.

Location and Military Status of Dentists
Licensed in Arkansas

Location and All Percent of
_ military status dentists dentists
Total licensed 861 100
Respondents 738 86
Nonrespondents 123 14
Total licensed 861 100
Civilians in Arkaucnas 602 70
Respondents 526 -
Nonrespandents 76 -
Civilians in another State 217 25
On active duty with Armed Forces 41 5
Not reported 1 *

* Less than one-half of vne percent.

The survey questionnaire was completed by 738 dentists, 26 percent of
the total registered. The data provided by the sur—ey resporlents have
been supplemented, when possible, by information on locotior, age,
dental school attended, and year of graduation for dentlsts not respond-
ing to the survey. The information for nonrespondents was obtained
from records maintained by the Arkansas State Board of Dental Examiners
and from the 1966 American Dental Directory published by the American
Dental Association.

Over three-fifths of the survey respondents {62 percent) hold a licens.
t> practice dentistry in one or more uther States. Forty-five percent

of the dentists located in Arkansas have one other license, while only

6 percent have two or more other licenses. The proportion of out-of-
State dentists holding tultiple licenses is considerably greater; two-
fifths hold two or more licenses in addition tec their Arkansas license.
Almost four-fifths of the licenses held outside the State were issued

by adjacent States, including 25 percent in Missouri, 23 percent in
Tennessee, 16 percent in Texas, 6 percent each in Louisiana and Okla-

[:l{j}:‘ homa, and 2 percent in Mississippi. ;
;21
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PROFESSIONAL TRAINING

Almost nine in every ten, 86 percent, of the 602 dentists in Arkansas
are graduates of dental schools located in four adjacent States--
Tennessee, Missourf, Texas, and Louisiana. The University of Tennes-
see, the major contributor, has supplied the State with one-third cf
its dental force. Furthermore, the contribution of this school has
increased in recent years, accounting for more than one-half (55 per-
cent) of the dentists graduating since 1955, compared to 22 percent
of those who graduated in earlier years.

Dental School Attended and Ycar of Graduation

for Dentists ... Arkansas
Number Year of graduation
De:iiln§:2°°l of AIT  After 1041- 1940 or
dentists years 1955 1955 earlier
Total number 602 Y - 209 216 180
(Percent distribution by school)
Schools in adjacent States 518 86 97 83 78
Tennessee 200 33 55 19 5
Missouri (Kansas City) 921 15 18 17 11
Washington (4t. Louis) 88 15 12 17 14
Baylor 50 8 6 15 4
St. Louls 42 7 3 8 10
6 other schools 47 8 3 7 14
23 schools in other States 81 14 3 17 22

1/ Dental school attended and year of graduation not available for
3 dentists. Percents based on votal for whom data are knon.

The University of Missouri and Washington University have each pro-

vided 15 percent of the Arkansas dentist supply. Baylor and St. Louls
Universities have also made notable contributfions, having supplied the
State with 8 percent and 7 percent of its dentists, respectively.

Three other schools in adjacent States, Loyola University at New Orleans,
Meherry Medical College, and Vanderbilt University (whose dental school
closed in 1928) have each provided 2 percent of the dental force.

The remainirg 14 percent of the Arkansas dentists received their den-
tal degrees from 23 other schools located in more distant States.
Only three of these schools--Ewmery and Northwestern Universities and
Loyola University of Chicago--have supplied as much as 2 percent of
the State's dentist supply.

O 22
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DISTRIBUTION OF DENTISTS

Two-fifths of the 602 dentists in Arkansas are located in the five metro~-
politan areas of the State. The 2-county Little Rock area has 141 dentists,
23 percent of the total dental force. The Arkansas portion of the inter=-
state Fort Smith area has the next largest dentai force, 8 percent of the
dentists, and the Pine Bluff area, with 5 percent, has the third largest
supply, The Arkansas parts of two other interstate areas, Mewnphis and
Texarkana, each have 2 percent of the State's dentists.

Distribution of Arkansas Dentists, by County Group

Number Number Percent
County group- of of of
countjies dentists dentists

All counties 75 602 100
Metropolitan areas 7 240 40
Little Rock-North Little Rock area z 141 23
Fort Swith area (Ark. part) 2 48 8
Pine Bluff area 1 29 5
Memphis area (Ark. part) 1 12 2
Texarkana area (Ark. part) 1 10 2
Nonmetropolitan counties 68 362 60
Central city 10,000-49,999 9 142 24
Central city 5,000-9,999 16 103 17
Central city 2,500-4,999 19 79 13
Central city under 2,500 24 38 6

* See Appendix Table for definiticn of interstate and other metro-
politan areas and presentation of individual county data.

Three-fifths of the State's dentists {362) sre located in the 68 nonmetro-
politan counties. The nine countfes with central cities of 10,000 or more
persons have 142 dentists, almost one-fourth of the State's dental force.
Three of these counties--Washington, Union, and Garland--have between 20
and 30 dentists, The 16 counties with central city populations between
5,000 and 9,999 have 103 dentists, one-sixth of the total supply. The re-
maining 43 counties, with less than 5,000 parsons in their central cities,
have among them 117 dentists, about one-fifth of all dentists in the State.
While only six of these 43 counties have as many as five dentists, 22 coun-
ties have fewer than three dentists, including six counties which have no
dentists, according to available information.

O 23
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AGE DISTRIBUTICN OF DENTISTS

NDentists in Arkansas are rather young as a group, with a median age of
43,1 years. A full one-fourth of the dentists are under 35, yet an equal
proportion are 55 years of age or older, including 13 percent who have
reached the age of 65, One-half of all dentists in the State are between
35 and 54, with about one-third between 35 and 44 years of age.

Age Distribution of Arkansas Dentists

Age Number Percent Cumulative

{n 1965 dengists degiists percent
Total 602 1 100 -

Under 3C 54 9 9

30 - 34 96 16 25

35 - 39 77 13 38

40 - 44 114 19 57

45 - 49 66 11 68

50 - 54 40 7 75

55 - 59 34 6 81

60 - 64 34 6 87

65 - 69 30 5 92

70 - 74 32 5 97

75 & over 17 3 160

l/ Includes 8 dentists for whom age is not avail-
able. Percents are bas-d on total for whom
age is known.

The age distribution of dentists is similar throughout the State. Dentists
located in the five metropolitan areas, with a median age of 42.6 years,
are only slightly younger on the average than are those dentists located in
nonmetropolitan counties, where the median age is 43.5 years.
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ACTIVE DENTISTS IN RELATION TO PUPULATION

0¢ the 602 licensed dentists in Arkansas,573, or 95 percent, are active
in their prefession, giving Arkansas one professionally active dentist
for every 3,218 persons. In metropolitan areas, there is one dentist for
every 2,547 pereons, while the nonmetropolitan counties have a consider-
ably less favorable ratio of one dentist for every 3,655 persons.,

Number of Persons Per Active Dentist in Arkansas

Professionally Persons
Crunty groupx active Population per
dentists dentist
All counties 573 1,843,900 3,218
Metropolitan areas 226 575,600 2,547
Little Rock-North Little Rock area 133 302,400 2,274
Fort Smith area (Ark. part) 44 102,200 2,339
Pine Bluff area 28 87,200 3,114
Memphis area (Ark. part) 11 51,300 4,664
Texarkana area (Ark. part) 10 31,300 3,180
Nonmetropolitan counties 347 1,268,300 3,653
Central city 10,000-49,999 134 418,500 3,123
Central city 5,000-9,999 101 362,500 3,58y
Ceuntral city 2,500-4,999 76 288,200 3,792
Central city under 2,500 36 199,100 5,531

* See Appendix Table for individual county data.

Among the metropolitan areas, Little Rock has the btest ratio with 2,274
persons per active dentist. The persons-per-dentist ratio of 2,339 for
the Arkansas portion of the interstate Fort Smith area (Sebastiau and
Crawford Counties) is only slightly less favorable. The ¥Yine Bluff area
ancd the Arkansas portion of the interstate Texarkana areca (Miller County)
have ratios which are considerably kigher but still below the average for
the State, while the Arkansas portion of the interstate Memphis area
(Crittenden County) has the least favorable ratio among the metropolitan
areis, 4,664 persons per dentist.

0f the 68 nonmetropolitan counties, 17 have ratios better than the State
average, while 19 counties have 5,000 or more persons per dentist, includ-
ing five with 7,500 or more. Generally, the ratio of persons per dentist
becomes less favorable as the size of the central city decreases. The
counties with central cities of 10,000 or more population have an average
of 3,123 persons per dentist, while counties with fewer than 2,500 inhal-
itants in their central cities average over 5,500 persons per dentist.
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Ul I[LIZATION OF AUXILIARIES

Almost nine out of ten responding dental practitioners in Arkansas (i.e.,
dentists who spend any time working at the chair) ewploy some uvype of
auxiliary personnel. Dental assistants, the most frequently employed
¢uxiliary, are utilized by 83 percent of all practitioners, includirg 78
perceat who employ at least one assistant on a full-tire basis. Secre-
taries or receptionists .re employed by 30 percent of the dentists, with
almost two-thirds of these practitioners utilizing such personnel full
time. Seven percent of the dentists employ dental hygienists and an
equal proportion employ laboratory technicians in their practices.

Arkansas Dentists Employing Auxiliaries, by Type of Auxiliary

Percent of dental practitioners

Type of auxiliary Dental With one full- With only

employed practitioners Toctal time employee part-time

{or more)  employees
Total s11 &/ 100 84 4
One or more auxiliaries 428 88 84 4
Assistant 405 33 78 5
Hygienist 3¢ 7 4 3
Laboratory technician 38 7 2 5
Secretary ot receptionist 145 30 19 11
Other type of personnel 23 4 2 2
No auxiliary 61 12 - -

l/ Includes 22 dentists who di1d nct report on auxiliary utiltization.

Frployment of auxiliaries varies with the age of the dentist and is more
common among the younger dentists. Almost all (93 percent) of the den-
tists betweei the ages of 30 and 44 employ auxiliaries. The preportion
utilizing aux{liary personunel decreases to 85 percent for dentists 45 to
64 years of age aid to only 38 percent zmorg those 65 and over.

Some 17 percent of the Arkansas priactitionars reported ous or rore vacant
pesitions for auxiliary personnel. Thirty-eight peccent of these dentists
indicated vacancies for (ull-time dental hygienists and 24 percent for
full-time dental assistants.
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OTHER SURVEY FINDINGS

Nineoty-..ine percent of the responding professionally active
dentists in Arkansas are primarily engaged in private prac-
tice, with 97 percent self-employed and 2 percent employed
by other dentists. The remaining one percent are engaged
in other dertal activities, such as employment by govern-

mental agencies.

Dentists reporting on time spent ix providing patient care
devoted an average of 39,7 hours per week to this activity

for 48.5 weeks during the year preceding the survey.

One

in every ten dentists worked the equivalent of six days a

week, 48 hours or more, for at least 48 weeks,

Thirteen percent of the survey respondents v:
they had completed on2 year or more of advam.

after receiving the dental degree. Twenty-s.

reported the completion of advanced clinical ¢
interns or residents, and 46 dentists had cox

or more of academic trairing as graduate or p
students,

About 9 percent of the respouding practitliont
that they limit their practice to a dental ¢
marily to crthodontics. Almost one in everxr
dentists in metropolitan areas limits his pr.
to one iu every 25 of the denticts in nonmetis
ties.

i

0f the responding dentists who are licensed

located in another State, seven in every te:
the adjacent States, mostly in Texas, Tennes
Missouri. The remainder of the out-of-State

»

scattered among 21 other States across the

\)“ctobor 1968.
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