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............... > Abstracts <
. The author had collected the data of the populaion in Myeon without dentist,
population treated by the social dental service team, population treated by college
dental soc1a1 service team, expenses for the dental social work and the contents
of the dental social service in Korea. ;

From above the data, it lays emphais on‘: that the percentage of population 3
treated by social dental service team of population in Myeon: without dentist,
the percentage of population treated by college dental-service team of population
in Myeoﬁ without dentist. treated by all dental service team, "examined and’
treated person per one member of service team. \ '

The percentage of dental service contents by treatment, average expense per
each patient treatment, and average expense per each treatment case were
calculated and evaluated. ' ‘ ‘

The obtained results were as .follows :

1. 0.5% of population in Myeon without dentist had been treated by dental
social service team each year. ,

‘2. Percentage of population that treated by dental social service team was. not
changed dur'ing 3 years. ' - ,

3. Three dental college social service team had treated 14.1 percentage of
populatmn in Myeon Wlthout dentlst

4, 70.6% of total college dental service was given to by college of dentistry,

S.N.U.
5. One member of college dental social service team had examined .27.8 person
6. Dental social'service team naembez“had' mainly extracted the teeth ,

and treated 15.1 person each day.

7. Percentage of the-extraction of all dental treatment by college den‘cal
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socia] service team had been decreased by year.
8. Oral health service had been abandoned in the college dental social service

process.

9. Average expense for each patient treatment by college dental social

service team was 358,2 Won.

10. Average expense for each treatment by college dental social service team

was 268.4 Won.
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Table 1. Population treated by dental social
' service team of population in Myeon
without dentist.
Population{Population |Population
in Myeon jtreated by cljfer&eer;ttz;gde
without dental social opulation
Year dentist service team |POP
1971 18, 513, 282 88, 639 0.5
1972 | 18,321,015 100,788 0.6
1973 18, 160, 217 97,721 0.5

?) RESEHBRZEAD § KBEHEHBRES
AQZE: Table 28} ol LR i MEPHARHERZM
JOR A= 19714E5] 88, 639450141, 1972484 100, 78845,
1073489 97, 721401 Sl 2.0, SRR KERRFHIRL IR 2
WOABE 19714 12, 849@, 1972‘Dﬂ 14,2664, 1973
tes) 13,565% 01014, LR HL ARSI ZH A
B e k:é:}z,ffwmss-%g,ﬁumKw} A4 S HAR S 1971
el 14.4%, 19728+ 14.1%; 197385 13.9% 019l e
of, wpebd EEN ST BEDT £ A%
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AB 28, 751488 A -SREE B K8 A4 BTz
A, BkEBol MR BN ARS 70.6%¢1303, B
BROCEMEE RIS I-JJQ}FEEJ Aol 10,437 A& 4mEIEEHE
BkEBEHBRARY 25.6%%, MEHARE
BERAERE 1,436 A% ImBlppidonA, 3.8%F &N
2 BiFskd o

3) EHERERSLBRA-A

FozA,

—B® BI2AR A
‘ AgxkBlr R
KEe] SRRHERISL O Rt BRI T BHREA
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Table 3. Examined and treated person per 1
member of service team from S college
per 1 day in 1971. '

. Total ser- Examined Treated
Eg{aér—uned Treoatlelcf ial dentalperson periperson per
Il)atpion I;agon service 1 member|l member

; days per 1 dayjper 1 day
‘ 1
23, 614 ] 12,843 850 1 27.8 15.1

4) REEE SRR TSEAEe] B4 R Table
49} 7re] 1971438 19734E7bA] 3@ #RRSEA B
I R R TR A Buart 41,1136
=4 & JEfEel 8. 6/0191_L, VAR HEYR T 3,018
meA 6.1%, o uTe]l 1,396M 2 2.8%, SRHY
TIBA = hEFiige] 272(11}4 0.6%, A 1046
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Table 2. Population treated by dental college service team of populatmn treated by all dental social

service team.

|Total population Population treated by dental college service team Percentage of
" treated by = - - population
Year ) S College K College Y College Total treated by
: dental social college dental
service team. popula- Jpercen— popula- |percen- |popula- [percen- popula-|percen-| social service
tion tage tion! tage tion tage] ~ ftion tage| team.
1971 . 88,639 12,843  100.0f - - — —| 12,843 100.0 14.4
1972 100,788 8,183  57.1] 6,083  42.9 — —| 14,266 100.0 14.1
1973 97,721 7,725 ‘56.9 4,354 . 32.1 1, 436 11.0f 13,565 100.0 13.9
Total 287,148 28,751 70.6 10, 437 25,6 1,436 3.8 40,674 100.0 14.1

key: S: College of dentistry, S.N.U.
Y: College of dentistry, Yeon Sae U.

K: College of dentistry, Kyung Hee U.
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Table 4. Classification of treatments by college dental service team from 1971 to 1973.

‘ Year 1971 1972 1973 Total
Treatme\ Case lpef:;antage Case pelgentage Case pe;ntagel Case ]pef:.entage
Extractions 15,686 91.5 | 13,446 80.6 | 12,001 78.1 | 41,113 83.6
Periodontal treatment 507 3.0 1,860 1.2 651 4.2 3,018 6.1
Incision and operations 94 0.5 59 0.4 19 0.8 72 0.6
Amalgam filling 391 2.3 849 5.1 156 1.0 1,396 2.8
Tg%ﬁ}jﬂfo‘;“de 04 | 0.6 — - - - 104 0.2
Cleft lip operations 25 0.1 56 0.3 80 0.5 161 0.3
Alveolectomy 31 0.2 33 0.2 38 0.2 102 0.2
Full denture 90 0.5 43 0.3 68 0.4 201 0.4
Partial denture 115 0.7 125 0.7 149 1.0 389 0.8
Others 93 0.5 205 1.2 2,090 13.8 2,388 5.0
Total 17,136 100.0 | 16,676 100.0 | 15,352 100.0 | 49,164 100. o
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Table 5. "Average expense per each patient tre-
ated by S-college dental service team
in 1971,

Number of

patients treated Cost per each

Total expenses

. patient
(Umt : Won) ,Egr,ffc]ée%gag?ntal (Unit : Won)
4,600, 000 ' 12,843 ‘ 358.2

Table 6. Average expense per each treatment
case given by dental social service team
from S college in 1971,

Number of total |Cost per each
treatment case

(Unit : Won)

Total expenses

(Unit : Won)

treatment case

4, 600, 000 ‘ 17,136 268. 4
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