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Without doubt, most Ontarians are now
aware of the fact thatseveral denture clinics,

operated by members of the Dcuturi‘syt‘Socicty‘ .
~of Ontario, have been' entered and ‘searched
in recent.weeks: by paid agents of ‘the Royal

College ‘of Dental  Surgeons. Armed. with

search warrants, these agents have seized rec--

ords, matcnals and equipment owned by the
dperators of such clinics, in order to facilitate

plosecunons under the Ontario Dentxstry Act.

'Suéh raids have occasioned a storm of
protest from the public, This protest has tak-

“en the form-of innumerable letters to the

Premicr of Ontario and other memhers of the
Qntario Legislative Assembly.

The Government's answer to the public

“outcry against the raids has been to state that,
-while legal action is being taken against den-

turists, such “ACTION IS NOT BEING
TAKEN BY THE GOVERNMENT BUT
BY THE COLLEGE OF DENTAL SUR-

-GEONS”. In cffect, what ‘the Government

arc-saying is-that, while they do not.condone.

" breaking the law' they:are takiilg no part in

the' raids and prosecutions mvol\'mg dcntur-
ists throughout Ontarlo

Quoting from a letter to a member of the -

public-written by the Hon, W. G. Davis, the
Premier, “in addmon to the foregomg, had

this to say:

“We are aware of the concern 'of citizens
in this matter and the Minister of Health,
through' the Council .of Health, has Set
up a three-man task -fotce composed. of
laymen—there ‘are no dentists, denturists
or dental technicians ‘on the force. They
“will review the'claims made by denturists
regarding ‘their ‘educational - qualifica-
:tions and - their- .ability ‘to  do certain
*“things, particularly the making of im-
pressions -and - the actual fitting of false
teeth. Their report, which ‘is to be pre-
" sented ‘to the Minister in- the very near
future, will make .recommendations ‘on
the role to-be played by non-dentists in

the dentistry field. Please be assured
that the denturists will be glven a; Hair
Hearing.” :

It is ‘with respect ‘to this Task ,For'c'c

- which held hearings on February 8thto 16th,
1972 and the comment of a member of ‘the
dental profession at a public forum on'dental’
services held in the St. Lawrence Centre, -

Tuesday evening, March 14th, when he men-
tioned - this Society’s appearance before ‘the
Task-Force and stated, rather ominously, “the
denturists haveshad their day in Court”, that
the Denturist Socicty has decided to publish
the following informuation,

TASK FORCE ON

DENTAL TECHNICIANS

While-in no. way fﬁulting cither: the

. efforts or the integrity of the members: of the
‘Task Force onDental Techmcnns it is the
‘firm conviction of denturists throughout On-

- tario that-the hearing’s terms of: reference and

its adopted format, cffectlvcly precluded -any

opportunity: for this body to*deal effcctlvely ~

with the overriding question of what consti-
tutes ‘the -public interest and-how -best. that
interest may, be served “by. non dentists: in"the

- dentistry field”, since attendance at the he;u-

ings was limited 'to delegatlons from the Den-
turist Society of Ontario, the Royal College

.of Dental Surgcons the Ontario Dental Asso- .
ciation, the. Governing : Board: of  Dental:"’
Technicians, and the Dental Lab01ator1es L

Association of Ontarxo only

We contend« also, that the Task. Force

was - not . given sufficient’ time to:conduct a

thorough examination into all aspects of the -

issue.

Tn support of this contention, the Dentur-
“ist Society offers the: following information.

.

The delegation .1'_eprese'ntivng the Society offer- ..

<'ed to reveal the: complete records - of all

patients - served thusfar in denture 'c'lvinics,

throughout Ontario.in. order -that the Task
Force might have some indication as to the
number of persons using.the facilities provid-
ed. We: further advised the Task Force that

~ many of these- patlents would be w1llmg to.

appear-at hearings or before a panel of quali-
fied persons who could assess the quality and
-effectiveness -of -the.dentures providéd them
by members of this Society, This offe1 was
declined.

" A further offer to place before the Task

Force diplomas=and ce\nflcates testifying to

“the qualelcatlons of each.member; along with’

dctalled information as to training and exper-

ience in-dental prosthc515 was: also declined. -

Additionally, we extended an invitation to the

members of the Task: Force to visit: various :

dentme ¢linics for the purpose of secing first

. hand the typc and quality of work: ‘performed
for the ‘public in ‘order that the members -
would. be-more fully mformed in those areas:

concerning which: they were: expected to'make
recommendations to- the Govcmment This
offer too, was declined on thc basls that there
was msuffmcnt tlmc
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Consequcnt}y, denturlsts are now more
than ever convinced that their being corisid-
ered ‘a:viable alternative to dentists in' the

-~ provision of specific’ dental- services, cannot
be resolved by private hearings from which
the public is excluded ‘and where only those
persons who have a vested economic interest
in the outcome are heard, :

Hearings, therefore;. which- will enable
memberé of the public to appear and testify,
should be given first'priority before any de-

cision -is” taken, "in order’ that those whose’ '
‘interests are’ most vitally affected may have

the ‘opportunity :to play -a" decisive  role in
determining the type and’ quality of dental

services to be provided. The public; in the.

< last analysis, will either reap the benefits or
suffer  the consequences. To. exclude them

) N
from the'decision making processes, seems to

usto; be the ultimate:folly.
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' ‘RECQMMENDATIONS

Since no chargc of incompetence against _
denturists can be sustained, the oral health of
the public is clearly.not-at stake with respect
to the activitics of dentiirists in the limited

. arcas in which they-function,T'he question as

to whether artnof denturists should be allow-
ed to perform theirservices underappropriate
legislation -which - will -establish standards,

training .and education is thercfore not a

health question. "It is a political question onfy!.

- Let the issue then be resolved where it
ought-to be resolved-—in: the: Legislative -Ag-

sembly of Ontario<but only after extensive
* public:-hearings have been conducted through--

out the province by a’committee of the Legis:

Jature ‘made up -of members of gll parties

comprising the Leglslatlvc Assembly- of On-

Cetarios

In ‘conjunction‘\vith the “foregoing, we -
wish to make the following comments to the
people” ‘of Ontario: YOUR OPINIONS

~ COUNTY! No* Goveinment may- expect to
-~hold the support of thos¢ whom. they govern

if ‘they- ignore the wishes: of .their-electorate.

We appeal to, ‘ydu therefore, .to make ‘your

views known to your member of the Ontario
Leglslatlve Assembly

In return for your support the Denturist
Society of Ontario gives this undertaking..

This. Society. and its memBers are determined

"ot to.gi‘\'e up in purefforts to secure the pas-

sage of enabling legislationwhich will pérmit
you the opportunity fo exercise freedom of

“choice with respect todenture services.
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