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Action Area One — Population Oral Health

Process Indicators

Population Oral Health

Indicator 1: National Oral Health
Surveys undertaken regularly

Source: ARCPOH at The University
of Adelaide in collaboration with
States and Territories/Australian
Dental Association

Baseline: National Survey of Oral
Health in Australia 1987/88

Status: National Survey of Adult Oral
Health 2005/06 report published
March 2007
Proposed National Survey of
Child Oral Health 2009/10

Comment.

National Oral Health Surveys of adults and children have been proposed on

an alternative 5 year cycle. The National Survey of Adult Oral Health

2005/06 has been completed and the first report was released on 17 March

2007. Slade GD, Spencer AJ, Roberts-Thomson KF (eds). Australia’s

dental generations: The National Survey of Adult Oral Health 2004-06.

Canberra

A National Survey of Child Oral Health has been proposed for 2009/1

0.
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Process Indicators

Population Oral Health

Indicator 2: The proportion of the
population with access to
optimally fluoridated water
supplies

Sources: ABS data on Estimated
Resident Population by postcode;
State/Territory water and public
health authorities on fluoridation
status, compiled by ARCPOH.

Baseline: 69.1% coverage in 2003

Status: Documented by ARCPOH.
Active programmes to extend
water fluoridation in NSW,
Victoria and Queensland.

2003

Percentage of the population residing in areas with different fluoride levels
in the public water supply.

Water fluoridation categories

0.0-<0.3 0.3-<0.7 > 0.7 mg/L
New South Wales 9.7 0.5 89.8
Victoria 24 1 0.6 75.3
Queensland 95.3 0.0 4.7
South Australia 9.8 7.6 82.6
Western Australia 8.1 1.8 901
Tasmania 5.3 0.0 94.7
Northern Territory 15.8 75.0 9.2
Aust. Capital Territory 0.0 0.0 100.0
Australia 29.1 1.8 69.1

Comment

Currently available national data classify water fluoride concentrations into
0.0—<0.3, 0.3—<0.7 and =0.7 mg/L. Most Australian fluoridated water
supplies are at or above 0.7 mg/L, implying this is a threshold for
appropriate concentrations. However, this creates an apparent aberration
because 0.6 mg/L is the current accepted concentration in Darwin, NT.
Work will be undertaken to update and reclassify fluoride concentrations.

UPDATE: 2007

Water fluoridation categories

0.0-<0.3 0.3-<07 > 0.7 mg/L
New South Wales® 9.3 0.5 90.2
Victoria® 24.1 0.6 75.3
Queensland® 95.3 0.0 4.7
South Australia® 6.1 4.9 89.0
Western Australia®® 8.1 1.8 90.1
Tasmania® 5.3 0.0 94.7
Northern Territory® 15.8 75.0 9.2
Aust. Capital Territory® 0.0 0.0 100.0
Australia 28.7 1.6 69.7
(a) Updated using recently available 2007 data (partially complete-still awaiting data from
NSW Water Authority)

(b) No change since 2003
(c) No updated data received as yet
(d) Complete updated 2007 data
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Process Indicators Population Oral Health

Indicator 3: Adoption of a nationally Comment.
consistent suite of oral health
promotion messages. Progress on this indicator is dependent on the establishment of a Clearing

House for Oral Health Promotion.

Source: ‘Clearing House for Oral
Health Promotion’ at ARCPOH, Update:
The University of Adelaide.

‘Clearing House for Oral Health Promotion’ has been established in 2007

Baseline: Not available with State/Territory and ADA support. One staff appointment has been

made to support and moderate the Clearing House.

Status: National Workshop on the
Use of Fluorides in Australia held
in 2005 and meetings of the
National Forum on Oral Health
Promotion held in 2005 and 2006.
Clearing House proposal
financially supported by
States/Territories. Additional
support being sought.
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Outcome Indicators

Population Oral Health

Indicator 4: Proportion of 6 year olds
experiencing dental caries (1 or
more deciduous teeth affected)

Source: Child Dental Health Survey
Baseline: 47.3% in 2001

Update: 47.4% in 2002

Status: Documented by ARCPOH in
collaboration with State/Territory
public dental services.
Representative data not available
from NSW 2001-2006, but
planned for 2007.

Supported by AIHW

Percentage of 6-year-old Australian children having experienced dental
caries (deciduous dmft > Q) by State or Territory of residence.
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30.0 4
20.0 4
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Caries prevalence (dmft > 0)
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44.7
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43.3
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47.3

[2002 | 45.4 51.5

46.4

46.4

44.2

52.2
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47.4

(a) Excluding NSW

State/Territory

Indicator 5: Mean number of
deciduous teeth with experience
of caries in 6 year olds.

Source: Child Dental Health Survey
Baseline: 1.89 teeth in 2001

Update: 1.96 teeth in 2002

Status: Documented by ARCPOH in
collaboration with State/Territory
public dental services.
Representative data not available
from NSW 2001-2006, but
planned for 2007.

Supported by AIHW

Mean number of deciduous teeth with experience of caries in 6-year-olds
by State or Territory of residence.
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1.72

171

191

2.28

1.96

(a) Excluding NSW

State/Territory
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Outcome Indicators

Population Oral Health

Indicator 6: Proportion of 12 year
olds experiencing dental caries
(1 or more permanent teeth
affected)

Source: Child Dental Health Survey
Baseline: 40.3% in 2001

Update: 42.2% in 2002

Status: Documented by ARCPOH in
collaboration with State/Territory
public dental services.
Representative data not available
from NSW 2001-2006, but
planned for 2007.

Supported by AIHW

Percentage of 12-year-old Australian children having experienced dental
caries in their permanent teeth (DMFT > 0) by State or Territory of
residence.
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(a) Excluding NSW

Indicator 7: Mean number of
permanent teeth with experience
of caries in 12 year olds

Source: Child Dental Health Survey
Baseline: 0.95 teeth in 2001

Update: 1.02 teeth in 2002

Status: Documented by ARCPOH in
collaboration with State/Territory
public dental services.
Representative data not available
from NSW 2001-2006, but
planned for 2007.

Supported by AIHW

Mean number of permanent teeth with experience of caries in 12-year-olds
by State or Territory of residence.
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0.67
0.84

0.82
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2002

1.27
1.22

1.57
1.27

0.73
0.84

0.95
1.02

State/Territory

(a) Excluding NSW

Comment.

Variation in child population oral health across States and Territories
reflects different patterns of risk and protective exposures for dental caries.
In certain States and Territories, especially among older children, policies
on eligibility and targeting introduce bias into those children who are
included in the Child Dental Health Survey.
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Outcome Indicators

Population Oral Health

Indicator 8: Proportion of edentulous
adults aged 45-64 and 65+ years

Source: National Dental Telephone
Interview Survey

Baseline: In 2002, 7.6% of 45-64yo
and 34.2% of 65+ yo.

Update: In 2005, 6.0% of 45-64yo
and 27.6% of 65+ yo.

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
through the National Dental
Telephone Interview Survey.
Supported by AGDoHA under
MoU with AIHW.

Proportion of edentulous adults aged 45-64 and 65+ years, 2002

%

50.0 -~

40.0 1

30.0 1

20.0 1

10.0 A

0.0 A1

045-64 yo

5.3

9.6

9.2

7.8

5.7

15.8

E 65+ yo

29.5

40.8

32.6

41.3

29.5

46.3

16.6

State/Territory

Proportion of edentulous adults aged 45-64 and 65+ years, 2005
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Action Area Two — Children and adolescents

Process Indicators

Children and adolescents

Indicator 9: The proportion of
children and adolescents
receiving timely dental care

Source: National Dental Telephone
Interview Survey

Time since last visit by children aged 5-11 years

OVisit <12 months @ Visit 1-2 years

Baseline: In 2002

5-11yo visitedin  visited in
last year last 2 years
83.0% 92.9%

12-17 yo visited in  visited in
last year last 2 years
74.3% 89.4%

Update: In 2005

5-11 yo visitedin visited in
last year last 2 years
82.7% 89.9%

12-17 yo visited in  visited in
last year last 2 years
78.9% 89.4%

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
through the National Dental
Telephone Interview Survey.
Supported by AGDoHA under
MoU with AIHW.

NSW (2002) 81.3
NSW (2005) 75.3
Vic (2002) 79.4 92.4
Vic (2005) 80.5 92.1
QLD (2002) 87.9 94.9
QLD (2005) 86.3 91.4
SA (2002) 85.0 97.7
SA (2005) 91.4
WA (2002) 90.7 97.3
WA (2005) 98.3
Tas (2002) 72.7
Tas (2005) 74.8
ACT (2002) 64.2
ACT (2005) 78.9
NT (2002) 93.5 100.0
NT (2005) 83.7 96.8
Aust (2002) 83.0
Aust (2005) 82.7
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0
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Process Indicators

Children and adolescents

Time since last visit by children aged 12-17 years

OVisit <12 months @ Visit 1-2 years

NSW (2002) 76.7
NSW (2005) 75.5
Vic (2002) 64.2
Vic (2005) 76.8
QLD (2002) 82,5
QLD (2005) 78.9
SA (2002) 77.4
SA (2005) 85.7
WA (2002) 72.2
WA (2005) 89.4 97.8
Tas (2002) 83.2 96.7
Tas (2005) 83.8 92.6
ACT (2002) 795 | 79.5
ACT (2005) 85.6 . 93.3
NT (2002) 74.2 91.6
NT (2005) 66.2 81.1
Aust (2002) 74.3 89.4
Aust (2005) 78.9 89.4
L) L) L) L) L] OA’]

0.0

20.0 40.0 60.0

80.0

100.0
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Process Indicators

Children and adolescents

Indicator 10: The rate of children
requiring general anaesthetics for
oral health problems

Source: AIHW Hospital Morbidity
Database

Baseline: In 2003/04
668 <5 yo per 100,000
718 5-9 yo per 100,000
487 10-14 yo per 100,000

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
using the AIHW Hospital
Morbidity Database and ABS
ERPs.

No update on 2003/04 data currently

available.

Rate per 100,000 children requiring general anaesthetics for oral health

problems.
Rate per
100,000
718.4
668.2
487.4
<5 Years 5-9 Years 10-14 Years
Age
Comment.

Analysis of State and Territory comparisons not available.
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Action Area Three — Older people

Process Indicator

Older people

Indicator 11: The numbers of older
people living independently in
the community receiving timely
dental care

Source: National Dental Telephone
Interview Survey

Baseline: In 2002

* 65+ yo visited in last 2 years
60.0%;

¢ dentate 65+ yo usually visit
for check-up 51.9%

Update: In 2005

* 65+ yo visited in last 2 years
65.7%;

¢ dentate 65+ yo usually visit
for check-up 56.7%

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
through the National Dental
Telephone Interview Survey.
Supported by AGDoHA under
MoU with AIHW.

65+ year olds visited in last 2 years

%
21000 -
8004------~-—-—-—\-—"—"---- [k
60.0 - - - 1 Pb------ -
40.0 1 - -
20.0 1 - -
0.0
NSW | Vic Qld SA WA Tas | ACT Aust
m2002| 59.7 | 571 | 624 | 57.8 | 662 | 547 | 833 | 454 | 60.0
m2005| 673 | 605 | 674 | 652 | 732 | 544 | 785 | 648 | 657
State/Territory
Dentate 65+ year olds usually visit for a checkup
%
B0.0 -
6004+--—-—-—--- - [P ———-
40.0 1 - . - -
20.0 1 - - - -
0.0
NSW | Vic Qld SA WA Tas | ACT NT | Aust
m2002| 50.8 | 503 | 547 | 489 | 57.8 | 423 | 619 | 445 | 519
m2005| 538 | 604 | 573 | 549 | 59.7 | 532 | 68.2 | 458 | 56.7

State/Territory
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Outcome Indicator

Older people

Indicator 12: Improved oral-health-
related quality of life, as recorded
by indicators such the Oral Health
Impact Profile (OHIP).

Source: National Dental Telephone
Interview Survey and associated
questionnaires.

Baseline: 65+yo in 2002
Frequency impacts (1+ OHIP)
57.6%

Update: 65+ in 2004/06
Frequency Impacts (1+ OHIP)
56.8%

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
through the National Dental
Telephone Interview Survey and
associated questionnaires.
Supported by AGDoHA under
MoU with AIHW.

2005 data not yet released.

65+ year olds with 1+ OHIP Impacts in 2002

%
800 F ——
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616 607
: 58.4 59.1
600 54z} 24 0t f | st
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42.8
40.0 1+ - - - - - - - - -
20.0 4 - - - - - - - - -
00 T T T T T T L} L} 1
NSW  Vic Qld SA WA Tas ACT NT Aust
State/Territory
Comment.

The Oral Health Impact Profile (OHIP) is a multi-item measure of oral
health-related quality of life. One summary statistic from the use of OHIP is
the percentage of people reporting one or more items of impact of oral
diseases or disorders ‘Occasionally’ ‘Fairly often’ or ‘Very often’ in their
everyday lives in the last 12 months.

65+ year olds with 1+ OHIP Impacts in 2004/06

%

800 - - o
o 616 64.9 65.6

| 565 560 __ _o 5P - I __56.8 _

60.0 4

54.0 53.8
40.0 + -- - - -- - - -- -- - - -- - -
20.0 4 -- - - -- - - -- -- - - -- - -
O-O L) L) L] L] L] L] L] L] 1
NSW Vic Qld SA WA Tas ACT NT Aust

State/Territory
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Action Area Four — Low income and disadvantaged

Process Indicators

Low income and disadvantaged

Indicator 13: Increased proportion of
concession card holders
receiving access to timely,
preventively focused dental care.

Source: National Dental Telephone
Interview Survey

Baseline: In 2002,

¢ cardholders 5+ yo visited in
last 2 years 65.8%;

¢ dentate cardholders 5+ yo
usually visit for check-up
46.6%

¢ dentate cardholders 5+ yo
visiting in last year not
receiving an extraction 79.4%

Update: In 2005,

¢ cardholders 5+ yo visited in
last 2 years 68.5%;

¢ dentate cardholders 5+ yo
usually visit for check-up
49.4%

¢ dentate cardholders 5+ yo
visiting in last year not
receiving an extraction 80.9%

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
through the National Dental
Telephone Interview Survey.
Supported by AGDoHA under
MoU with AIHW.

Cardholders who visited in last 2 years

%
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Process Indicators

Low income and disadvantaged

Cardholders who visited in last 2 years

%
1000 F -

0.0 4 == === mm e m e
60.0 - - : — - -
40.0 - : - -

20.0 - - : - -

0.0

NSW Vic Qld SA WA Tas ACT NT Aust
02002 | 63.5 62.9 70.9 69.9 67.4 60.8 72.7 63.6 65.8
E2005| 67.6 68.4 66.8 71.2 76.0 55.7 76.9 67.3 68.5

State/Territory

Dentate cardholders who usually visit for checkup
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Dentate card holders visiting in last year not receiving an extraction in last
12 months
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Outcome Indicator

Low income and disadvantaged

Indicator 14: Reduction in
prevalence of dental caries,
periodontal disease and tooth
loss among concession card
holders treated in the public
sector

Source: Adult Dental Programs
Survey

Baseline: In 2001/02

Mean DMFT  15.2
D 2.7
M 6.4
F 6.2

Periodontal disease
Pockets 6+mm
10.3%

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
in collaboration with
State/Territory public dental
services. Data not available from
ACT and Tas. ADPS being
repeated in 2006.

Supported by the AGDoHA under
MoU with AIHW

No update on national data available
(ADPS 2006-07 includes WA and
SA only)

Caries experience by age, 2001-02
Concession card holders treated in the public sector

Teeth
20.0 +
17.84
ODecayed teeth
EMissing teeth 16.41
OFilled teeth 15.20
6.79
13.27
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9.69
2.47 R
| 0.67 ]
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1.89 1.89 2l
0.0 T T T T |
18-24 25-44 45-64 65+ All
Age (years)
Caries experience by State/Territory 2001-02
Concession card holders treated in the public sector
Teeth
20.00 - ODecayed
EMissing
17.74 OFilled
15.49 15.29 15.20
15.00
13.61
6.20
10.74
10.00
6.35
5.00 -
o 8.56
6.81 . 6.54
5.01 5.40
2.65
000 L] L} L} L} L} L) 1
NSW Vic Qld SA WA NT Aust
State/Territory
Comment.

Caries experience is strongly age-related. Therefore comparison across
States/Territories for people of all ages can be confounded by variation in
age of adults holding a concession card treated in the public sector.
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Outcome Indicator

Low income and disadvantaged

Prevalence (%) of periodontal pockets 6+mm by age, 2001-02
Concession card holders treated in the public sector
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Prevalence (%) of periodontal pockets 6+mm by State/Territory, 2001-02
Concession card holders treated in the public sector
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Comment.

Periodontal pockets 6+mm deep — an indicator of advanced gum disease —
are strongly age-related. Therefore comparison across States/Territories for
people of all ages can be confounded by variation in age of adults holding a
concession card treated in the public sector.
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Outcome Indicator

Low income and disadvantaged

Indicator 15: Reduction of oral health
inequalities across population

Source: National Dental Telephone
Interview Survey

Baseline: In 2002,

» 5+ yo, income quartile 1 vs 4
(low vs high), visited last 2 years
62.5 vs 83.3% = gap 20.8%

» Dentate 5+ yo, quartile 1 vs 4
(low vs high), usually visit for
check-up 43.3 vs 69.7% = gap
26.4%

» Dentate 5+ yo who visited in last
year, did not have an extraction,
income quartile 1 vs 4 (low vs
high), 77.5 vs 86.8% = gap 9.3%

» 18+yo, income quartile 1 vs 4
(low vs high), edentulous 24.1 vs
1.4%=gap 22.7%

» Dentate 18+yo, income quartile
1 vs 4 (low vs high), 21+ teeth
69.3 vs 96.3%= gap 27.0%

Update: In 2005,

» 5+ yo, income quartile 1 vs 4
(low vs high), visited last 2 years
63.2 vs 83.8% = gap 20.6%

» Dentate 5+ yo, quartile 1 vs 4
(low vs high), usually visit for
check-up 45.4 vs 71.0% = gap
25.6%

» Dentate 5+ yo who visited in last
year, did not have an extraction,
income quartile 1 vs 4 (low vs
high), 79.0 vs 90.7% = gap
11.7%

» 18+yo, income quartile 1 vs 4
(low vs high), edentulous 25.2 vs
0.5%=gap 24.7%

» Dentate 18+yo, income quartile
1 vs 4 (low vs high), 21+ teeth
61.8 vs 96.7%= gap 34.9%

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
through the National Dental
Telephone Interview Survey.
Supported by AGDoHA under
MoU with AIHW.

Percentage who visited in last 2 years, low and high income quartiles, 2002

OLow income quartile EHigh income quartile
%
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Percentage who visited in last 2 years, low and high income quartiles, 2005
OLow income quartile EHigh income quartile
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Outcome Indicator

Low income and disadvantaged

Percentage of dentate persons who usually visit for checkup, low and high
income quartiles, 2002

OLow income quartile EHigh income quartile
%

100.0 F--—- - - - - - oo oo oo oo
80.0 1 - - --—--og------------—— -
60.0 1 - -

62.2]

40.0 4 - -

20.0 1 - -

0.0 T T
5-11 12-17 18-24 25-44 45-64 65+ All

Age (years)

Percentage of dentate persons who usually visit for checkup, low and high
income quartiles, 2005

OLow income quartile EHigh income quartile
100.0 g — = -
gooqlgeof | —f"----—- -~
60.0 1 _ o
40.0 4 “|a4.5

20.0

0.0

5-11 12-17 18-24 25-44 45-64 65+ All
Age (years)
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Outcome Indicator

Low income and disadvantaged

Dentate persons who visited in last year that did not have an extraction, low
and high income quartiles, 2002.

OLow income quartile EHigh income quartile

%
200.0 p — == == m e

77.5

80.0 1
80.9
60.0
40.0 1

20.0

0.0
5-11 12-17 18-24 25-44 45-64 65+ All

Age (years)

Dentate persons who visited in last year that did not have an extraction, low
and high income quartiles, 2005.

OLow income quartile EHigh income quartile
%
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1.11\S:\ HEALTHSCIENCES\ DENTISTRY\ SOCPREV\ PING\ NOHP KPIS FISRT FOLLOW-UP REPORT 2002-2005.DOC Page 18



Outcome Indicator

Low income and disadvantaged

Prevalence (%) of edentulous adults, low and high income quartile, 2002.

% OLow income quartile EHigh income quartile

0.0 = === == == m e m e m e m oo
40.0 4 - - = - = m e m e oo

I e [ e

2004 -

L e

0.0 — T

18-24 25-44 45-64 65+ All
Age (years)

Prevalence (%) of edentulous adults, low and high income quartile, 2005.
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Percentage of dentate adults with 21+ teeth, low and high income quartile,

2002.

%
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Percentage of dentate adults with 21+ teeth, low and high income quartile,

2005.
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Action Area Five — People with special needs — no available process or outcome

indicator data

Action Area Six — Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander People

Process Indicator

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander People

Indicator 16: Rate of Aboriginal
children having general
anaesthetics for oral health
problems

Source: AIHW Hospital Morbidity
Database

Baseline in 2003/04: Aboriginal child
DGAs 806.6/100,000 Aboriginal
children

Status: Compiled by ARCPOH from
the AIHW Hospital Morbidity
Database and ABS ERPs.

No update on 2003/04 data currently
available.

Rate of Aboriginal children having general anaesthetics for oral health
problems.

Rate per
100,000
906.9 OlIndigenous
ENon-Indigenous
687.7
625.6 667.4
479.8
180.7
L) L)
<5 Years 5-9 Years 10-14 Years

Age
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Outcome Indicators

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander People

Indicator 17: Reduction of oral health
inequalities in oral health
between Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander people and the rest
of the Australian population

Source:

» Children
Child Dental Health Survey and
Indigenous Oral Health Dataset
ARCPOH

Baseline:

» Compiled across 2000-03 from
NSW, SA, NT
Indigenous children 4-10 yo had
2.04 times the mean dmft of
non-Indigenous children
Indigenous children 6-14 yo had
1.63 times the mean dmft of
non-Indigenous children

Status: Documented by ARCPOH
from the Child Dental Health
Survey and Indigenous Oral
Health Data set
Supported by AIHW

Percentage of children with no caries experience, Indigenous compared
with non-Indigenous

%

100 - Oindigenous

ENon-Indigenous

83.7

80 A

60

40 -

20 4

4-10 year olds % dmft=0 6-12 year olds % DMFT=0

Mean number of teeth in children with caries experience, Indigenous
compared with non-Indigenous

Teeth
4 -
OlIndigenous
3 4 2.86 ENon-Indigenous
2 -
1.40
1 4 0.75
0.46
0 , —-_
4-10 year olds mean dmft 6-12 year olds mean DMFT
Comment.

Data on Indigenous children derived from a limited number of
States/Territories.

Data on Indigenous adults are sparse.
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Action Area Seven — Workforce

Process Indicators

Workforce

Indicator 18: Net migration gain in
dentists

Source: DIMIA via ABS

Baseline: Net migration gain 39 in
2000
Update: In 2005, 69 net gain

Status: Compiled by ARCPOH
from DIMIA data supplied by
ABS. Updated to 2006.
Supported by AIHW

Net migration gain of dentists.

2006
Age YTD
(years) 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 (10" Nov)
20-29 18 15 21 41 43 47 39 35 27
30-39 8 16 15 8 26 22 33 26 28
40-49 S — 3 5 5 5 8 5 5
50+ — 3 — 3 7 3 3 3 3
Total 26 34 39 57 81 77 83 69 63

Indicator 19: Successful
completions of the ADC
examination process

Source: ADC

Baseline: Successful completions
37 in 2002.

Update: Successful completions
158 in 2006

Status: Monitored by ARCPOH
from ADC data. Updated to
2006.

Successful completions of the ADC examinations for overseas trained dentists.

160 ~

140 ~

120 +

ADC Certifications

100 +

I R EEEEEEE L EREEPERERE,

I e

40+

20+-| -

0
2000 2002 2003

2004

2005

2006

36 37 48

61

110

158

Year
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Process Indicators

Workforce

Indicator 20: Graduation rates for
all oral health professionals in
Australian universities and
TAFE

Source: DEST

Baseline:

Dentists

» 1997 to 1999 BDS domestic
graduates 215/yr

» 2000 to 2003 BDS domestic
graduates 224/yr

» 2004 Update BDS domestic
graduates 220/yr
(55:45 M:F)

Status: Compiled by ARCPOH
from data supplied by DEST
and reconciled with Committee
of Heads and Deans of Dental
Schools (CHADDS) data
Supported by AIHW

Domestic graduates, males and females, from Australian Universities, across
1993 and 2004.

275 oo
250 - - mm oo e
25+ A e b -
g 2000 b --B-B-B- BB
e}
e T e 1 SR 1 SR I S I I I L I S
o
(%]
5 100+00- - -M--B--B -8B -8 -8 -
Qo
>
P4 50 + - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Oa
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
OMale |8 93 97 107 9 81 98 135 110 110 127 121
MFemale| 145 148 146 122 131 113 125 112 100 100 100 99
Total 227 241 243 229 227 194 223 247 210 210 227 220

Year

Source: DEST aggregated data sourced from The University of Adelaide Data warehouse,
23/08/07, analysed by ARCPOH
Note: Does not include international students.

Allied dental practitioners 2003 2004 2005 2006
Dental hygienists 36 18 35 35
Dental therapists 12 30 32 32
BOH (Dual qualified) 43 72 65 45
Total 91 120 132 112

Source: Estimates developed via consultation with professional associations, educators, ACODS
estimates and DEST data (2003 & 2004)

Note: As at 2006: 2 x Hygiene only courses (inc. 1 x TAFE course), 2x therapy only course (inc. 1 x
TAFE course), 5 x dual qualified degree courses
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Outcome Indicators

Workforce

Indicator 21: Reduced shortfall
aggregate capacity to supply
dental services against demand

Source: ARCPOH dental labour
force projections

Baseline: (Completed 2002)

Based on demand trends to 1995
and supply trends to 2000

» Capacity to supply dental visits
2000 2010
28.4 million 29.4 million

» Projected demand for dental
visits
1995 2010
23.8million 33.2-37.7million
Projected shortfall visits against
conservative estimate in 2010
was 3.8 million

Update: (Completed 2007)

» Capacity to supply dental visits
2005 2020
29.5 million 38.4 million

» Projected demand for dental
visits

Half

PCD Growth
2005 28.2 mil
2020 38.8 mil

Projected shortfall visits supplied
against best estimate of demand in
2020 is 0.4 million

Status: ARCPOH periodically
updates both demand and
supply estimates and
projections. New information to
released in early 2007.
Supported by AIHW

Baseline projection of demand and supply of dental visits, 2000 to 2010

Millions of visits
T R R LR R
@mmmm===Continuation past growth in demand estimate

= = (Conservative demand estimate 37.7

e Supply Conservative estimate

1990 1995 2000

Year

2005 2010

Projection of demand and supply of dental visits, 2005 to 2020

Dental visits
(millions)
I R I I I I I I

—&—Projected capacity to supply

AT R i
=== Projected demand, half PCD growth
20 L) L) L) L) L) L) L) L) L) L) L) L) L) T 1
2005 2010 2015 2020

Year

Growth in capacity to supply dental visits is projected to closely match the
growth in demand for dental visits, where growth in per capita demand will be
half the rate observed across the period 1979 to 1995. This position reflects an
attenuation of demand across 1995 to 2005 and substantial increases in
recruitment of dentists leading to growth in capacity to supply visits through to
2020.
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Outcome Indicators

Workforce

ASSUMPTIONS:
Demand projection assumptions:

Half PCD growth - projected demand based on population growth and
projected declining rates of edentulism and projected increase in visits per
capita across 2005-2020 using half the rate of increase that had been
previously observed in the period 1979 to 1995

Supply projection-Inputs/assumptions: recruitment of domestic graduate
dentists to increase from 237 across 2003-2008, 307 across 2009—2012 and
447 across 2013-2020. This represents the output of 8 dental schools (not
including James Cook University). Increase in overseas trained dentists
recruited to 207 across 2005 to 2020 and increase in allied dental
professionals recruited to 287 from 2010 to 2020.

Productivity assumption: productivity, in terms of visits supplied per annum, to
continue to decline at the half the rate decline of
previously observed in the period 1983/84 to 2003/04
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Outcome Indicators Workforce

Indicator 22: Practising dentists per 100,000 population in private, public and other practice
Capacity to supply dental visits by State/Territory, 2003
across all dental professionals
¢ Private/public 70
* Major urban, urban, rural/remote 65 & e D
Source: ARCPOH National Dental 22 I S B
Labour Force Collection |
- 50 T = ; ””” _— T T T T T T T T i”
5 _ —
Baseline: In 2003 g% ST o I ]
» Private 40.0 per 100,000 235 077 [ L e S
Public 7.5 per 100,000 oo BTt It 11111 = = [
» Urban/Rural gg 30 - |- o T . 1
Maijor city 57.6 per 100,000 28 2571 | . s e -1 -
Inner regional 34.5 per 100,000 Sg 207 1 1ttt lrti1 -1t 1"
Outer regional 27.7 per 100,000 IR R S R EEEUEEE SRR RS EER R  E
Remote 18.1 per 100,000 S N I B N T O B
5A,, _ — - — — — - — - - — - — —
Update: In 2005 0 _. ' I . l l
> Private 40.9 per 100,000 NSW  Vic Qld SA WA Tas NT ACT Aust
Public 8.1 per 100,000 mOther | 23 03 13 09 01 03 - - 1.2
> Urban/Rural DPrivate| 423 390 369 395 419 281 239 591 400
Major city 58.5 per 100,000 mPublic | 55 71 97 141 7.0 45 88 76 75

Inner regional 34.8 per 100,000
Outer regional 28.8 per 100,000

Remote 19.6 per 100,000 . , L . . .
Practising dentists per 100,000 population in public, private and other practice,

states/territories, 2005

Status: Compiled by ARCPOH
from the National Dental Labour B0 = -m-mememeeeeaeaemeeaeaeaea-sasamacaeaeaaaaaaaana
Force Data Collection - T —- - - -
conducted in collaboration with R R IS R PRI
States/Territories and Dental e LA EE R e R R R RS EEEEEEE
Boards and ABS ERPs. O SRR LS B EEEEE TR B B
Supported by AIHW L R B DRI B R

50 +-F r--=-==-==-- — -1 |- """ "T="="="="="="======- N

45 4 - - - - --- R N I I I I I

40 1 - B I R

351 - B N R

301 -

204 -] F--

15 ¢ - --- - - - .- - - -

104- F-- - -

Practising rate per 100,000 population

1 NSW  Vic Qld SA WA Tas NT ACT  Aust
O Other 0.9 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.6 0 0 0.6
OPrivate | 43.2 395 386 535 327 268 193 67.1 409
B Public 7.2 6.6 10.3 109 8.6 3.8 14.1 8.3 8.1
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Practising dentists per 100,000 population by Remoteness category of main
practice, 2000, 2003 and 2005

60 -
50 -
40
30 -
20 1

10 A1

Practising dentits per 100,000 population

Major City Inner regional Outer regional Remote Australia

[E2003 57.6 34.5 21.7 18.1 48.7
2005 58.5 34.8 28.8 19.6 49.5

Remoteness area of main practice
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