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Executive Summary

|. DentistsCovered

1.1 The dentists covered in the 2004
HMS were dentists registered with the
Dental Council of Hong Kong on the list’ of
registered dentists resident in Hong Kong as
at the survey reference date - 31.8.2004.
(Please see page 1 of main report)

1.2 The number of dentists covered was
1 714. (Please see page 1 of main report)

1.3 Of the 1714 dentists covered, 952
had responded to the Survey, giving an
overall response rate of 55.5%. Among the
respondents, 920 were economically active’
in the local dental profession as at 31.8.2004
whereas 32 reported to be economically
inactive’ in the local denta profession
(Chart A). The terms “active” and
“inactive” were thereafter referred to as
“economically active” and “economically
inactive” respectively.

(Please see page 1 & 3 of main report)
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* Refer to registered dentists of the Dental Register maintained by the Dental Council of Hong Kong under the Dental Registration

Ordinance (Chapter 156).
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1t As the 2004 Health Manpower Survey only aimed at covering all dentists practlsmg in Hong Kong, dentists on the list of registered
dentists outside Hong Kong of the Dental Register were excluded from the Survey.
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f In the Survey, the criteria used in defining economically active and inactive followed those recommended by the International
Labour Organlzatlon which are also being used by the Census and Statistics Department in Hong Kong.

RL- »ﬁ:*’r?ﬁg‘w“ ]l A - ]hfﬁhﬁﬁﬁ 1 IEE ]hfﬂ\;ﬁﬁﬁ FY ¥ ]|

B

4 B T R L S W T R R P 3



“Economically active” dentists comprised all “employed” and “unemployed” dentists. The “employed” dentists referred to those
dentists practising in the dental profession in Hong Kong during the Survey period, while the “unemployed” dentists referred to
those dentists who (a) were not practising in the dental profession during the Survey period; and (b) had sought work in the dental
profession during the 30 days before the Survey; and (c) had been available for work durlng the seven days before the Survey.
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“Economically inactive” dentists comprised the dentists who were not practising in the dental profession in Hong Kong during the
Survey period, but excluding those who had been on leave during the Survey period and who were “unemployed”.
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14 Of the 920 active dentists, two
dentists were seeking job and another two
dentists were waiting to take up new job in
the dental professon. The survey results
presented in paragraph 1.6 below were
based on the 916 responding dentists
practising in the local dental profession as at
31.8.2004. As certain questionnaires
contained missing information, percentages
presented below may not add up to 100%.
(Please see page 3 of main report)

15 Of the 32 inactive dentists, 11
dentists reported practising overseas and 21
dentists reported not practising in the dental
profession in Hong Kong and not seeking
job in the dental profession during the 30
days before the Survey (Chart A).  Among
the 21 inactive dentists, it was noted that
61.9% reported retired (with median age
being 65.0 years old), 19.0% reported
undertaking study and 9.5% reported
working in other professions.

(Please see page 5 of main report)
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ChartA: Activity Satusof Dentists Covered
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Notes: * Figure refers to the number of responding dentists who (a) were not practising in the dental profession in Hong
fﬂ"“ Kong during the survey period; and (b) had been available for work during the seven days before the Survey; and

(c) were waiting to take up new job in the local dental profession during the 30 days before the Survey
R g }ﬁ(a)riwﬁfrﬁilf B o e 1 Ilﬁ??jﬁi W (o) AR 7[R S TR ()i AR F E ] 30 N -
ij ZFE R B (Bpup B~ e
T Figure refers to the number of responding dentists who (a) were not practising in the local dental profession in
Hong Kong during the Survey period; and (b) had sought work in the local dental profession during the 30 days
before the Survey; and (c) had been available for work during the seven days before the Survey.
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1.6 Among the 916 active dentists Eggttu 916 £ 7 WP ?&i H
enumerated, 657 (71.7%) were male and 259 F/J [% iy 657 & (71.7%) » * % fly 259 %
(28.3%) were female, giving an overall sex (28.3%) » B 1% ’j} L 254(&Fr et 1E
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median age of the female dentists (7 E 6= B1#5F, 235 ¥ 6 F1)

enumerated was 35.0 years old and that of
their male counterparts was 41.0 years.
(Please see page 5 & 6 of main report)



1.7 In the 2004 HMS, the dentists were
requested to indicate the characteristics of
their main jobs and second jobs, if any.
Regarding the main job, the distribution by
sector showed that a large proportion was
working in the private sector (72.7%) and
the Government (19.2%), followed by the
academic’ sector (4.3%) and the subvented
sector (3.3%). Among the dentists working
in the private sector, the mgjority were in
solo practice (67.0%), followed by group
practice (32.3%) and other private
institutions (0.8%).

(Please see page 7 & 8 of main report.)

1.8  Analysed by sector for the main job,
the median age of the active dentists
enumerated who were working in the private
sector was 41.0 years old; followed by those
in the Government (38.5 years old), the
Hospital Authority (37.5 years old), the
academic sector (35.0 years old) and the
subvented sector (33.5 years old).

(Please see page 9 of main report)

1.9 Anaysed by the highest percentage
of time spent on the field of practice for the
main job, 89.0% (815) of the 916 active
dentists spent most of their working time on
general dentistry, followed by specialist
practice” 7.8% (71), teaching / education
1.3% (12) and administration / management
1.1% (10).

(Please see page 10 of main report.)
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* Main jobs referred to the jObS |n which the dentists had spent most of their working time, whereas the second jobs could be part-time jobs.
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T Refersto the specialists that listed under a sub-category named “Dental Specialists” and authorized by the Dental Council of Hong Kong to use a“specialist” title.
It aso refers to those active dentists enumerated who have not been granted approval by the Dental Council of Hong Kong to use specidist titles, but they

claimed spending most of their working time on specialist practice.
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1.10 The median number of hours of work
(excluding meal breaks) per week of the 916
active dentists enumerated was 44.0 hours.
54 (5.9%) dentists were required to
undertake on-call duty in their posts, and
their median number of hours of on-call
duty (outside norma working hours) per
week amounted to 9.5 hours. Among the
916 active dentists enumerated, 130 (14.2%)
reported that they had had second jobs.
(Please see page 11 of main report)

1.11 Regarding the average number of
consultation / patient encountered per
working day, 46.2% of the active dentists
enumerated reported the range of 11 to 20,
followed by those reporting fewer than or
equal to ten (39.4%) consultation per day
and those reporting more than 20 (11.8%).
(Please see page 12 of main report.)

112 Among the 916 active dentists
enumerated, most of the active dentists
enumerated were locally trained with
Bachelor’s degree (61.5%) and 25.8% had
Bachelor’'s degree issued by overseas
ingtitutions as their basic qualifications.
Another 12.6% held Doctoral degree as their
basic qualifications.

(Please see page 12 of main report.)

113 Of the 916 active dentists
enumerated, 308 (33.6%) had obtained
additional qualification(s)*. 601 (65.6%)
did not obtain any additional qualification,
and seven (0.8%) did not reveal whether
they had obtained additional qualification or
not. Further analysis showed that 145
(15.8%) of the active dentists enumerated
had obtained Master’s degree, followed by
Fellowship (15.6%), Membership (9.5%)
and Post-graduate Diploma (8.7%).

(Please see page 14 & 15 of main report.)
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* Refers to the additional qualification registered with the Dental Council of Hong Kong.
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1.14 Further analysis showed that of the
308 active dentists enumerated who had
obtained additional qualification(s), 39.9%
were mainly in General dentistry, followed
by Orthodontics (11.4%), Ora and
Maxillofacial Surgery, and Prosthodontics
(samefor 8.1%) (Chart B).

(Please see page 15 of main report.)
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1.13 Regarding  Continuing  Medical
Education (CME), the distribution of CME
points attained in the past 12 months was: 30
points or above (28.5%), less than ten points
(25.5%), ten to 19 points (24.7%) and 20 to
29 points (18.9%). (Please see page 16 of main
report.)
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[I. Trend Analysis

21  Between 1982 and 1990, the number
of dentists covered in the HMS recorded an
average annual growth rate of 8.3% but the
increase had slowed down since then. The
results of the 2004 HMS are generally
comparable with those of the 2003 HMS.
However, comparison of findings with those
of surveys before 2003 should be cautious as
the survey methodology and reference date
of the 2004 HM S had been changed, and the
response rates were different (Chart C).
(Please see page 18 of main report.)

. @S

2.1 ft 1982 = =
QF/7 Wﬁﬂfﬁ

1990 = H[H] » [ fmod
$%%4WH@ S
3%pJJ¢“ o+ (EV IR i BT = A
B RETED T TR 2003 T 2004ﬁ=gfj,%5¥a
o 5 |1§:¥/\H\TIPH b=k - SRy - RS
2004 = FJ}FIJFIJ-|ﬁ—+E&j Iﬂﬂib%ﬁg‘rp%dul
dsgh 5 iy e sk w A - i 2003 F
‘Jmﬂhﬁﬁr%@w%% F“iiﬁﬁ EIJ o
(T - , }
(1 2 0= g 718 F1)

Chart C: Number of Dentists Covered by Year (1982, 1984, 1987, 1990, 1992,
1996, 2000, 2003 and 2004)
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2.2

of male dentists was observed, as indicated

: Figures of the year 2000 and before refer to the number of dentists registered on the list of registered dentists resident in
: Hong Kong with the Dental Council of Hong Kong as at the first of July of the respective years, the figure of 2003 refers to

that as at 31.12.2003 and the flgure of 2004 refers to that as at 31.8.2004.

2000 2 22 1 i 1| W 4 A r;frrm 177 k'“’n FMIFF B {J*Fﬁfi**”%ﬂ I A9 7 B~ W 2003 5 f9
W}‘fly’\ 2003" 12 5] 31| I¢H€,$ﬂ j{m fUp @& &8 ) 2004 & [ g |Jf’,1f 2004 F 8 F] 31 |1 Ay T JjP‘ iR
B e
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by continuous decrease in the overall sex
ratio from 679 (maes per 100 females) in
1982 to 254 (males per 100 females) in 2004
(TableA). (Please see page 20 of main report.)
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TableA : Selected Characteristics of Active Dentists Enumerated (1982, 1984, 1987, 1990,
1992, 1996, 2000, 2003 and 2004)

AP AR BD PR R B (1982 F 19845 + 1987 F - 1990 F 1992 F -
1996 & ~ 2000 & ~ 2003 & & 2004 &)

. Year #5
Characteristics q—*j%r
1982 1984 1087 1990 1992 1996 2000 2003 2004
A. Dentists Covered
R U B 747 882 1158 1411 1458 1478 1589 1671 1714
B.Active Dentists Enumer ated
Number enumerated 635 694 833 920 947 977 1152 1026 916
REREET -8
Sex TR
Mae FifE - 594 696 760 793 779 903 756 657
Female + 1% - 100 137 160 154 198 249 264 259
Unknown TR N.A. NA. N.A. NA. N.A. NA. N.A. 6 N.A.
Sex ratio (males per 100
females) 679 594 508 475 515 393 363 286 254
HIEsk (DT &2 BpvpiE 28D
Mean age = 15 g 436 431 39.1 389 383 389 40.3 41.1 406
Sector of work = (R ERE, T
Government iy 121 116 146 157 154 198 220 172 176
(19.1%) (16.7%) (175%) (17.1%) (16.3%) (20.3%) (19.1%) (16.8%) (19.2%)
Private % §i#5i 471 530 635 694 733 744 872 734 666
(74.2%) (76.4%) (76.2%) (75.4%) (77.4%) (76.2%) (75.7%) (715%) (72.7%)
Others 4 * 43 48 52 69 60 35 60 80 73
(6.8%)  (6.9%) (62%) (7.5%) (6.3%) (3.6%) (5.2%) (7.8%)  (8.0%)
Unknown T N.A. NA. N.A. N.A. N.A. NA. N.A. 40 1
(39%)  (0.1%)

Notes: * Figures of the year 2000 and before refer to the number of dentists registered on the list of the registered dentists resident in
rﬁ-‘?%ﬁ: Hong Kong with the Dental Council of Hong Kong as at the first of July of the respective years, the figure of 2003 refers to
that as at 31.12.2003, whereas the figure of 2004 refers to that as at 31.8. 2004
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In 2003 and 2004, the sector refers to the sector of main job.
% 2003 & & 2004 = ;ﬁ;[;%f;ﬁ o ﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁ@g]#ﬁ? ol 3 it ﬂ&fﬁ%ﬁﬁvtﬁg] o
i Figuresincluded Hospital Authority, subvented sector, academic sector and the Prince Philip Dental Hospital.
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There may be slight discrepancy between the sum of individual items and the total owing to rounding.
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