
ORIGINAL COMMUNICATIONS

To bring the matter down to a more direct application, let us
suppose that a patient applies to one of you with a tooth that is
giving trouble. The patient knows only onc thing-that there is pain
and it cornes fron the tecth. It is not to be cxpected that the
average individual vill have any intelligent idca as to viat is the
best thing to be done with the tooth, and the usuail request is for
its extraction. If you rcach for the forceps and extract the tooth
the patient Icaves the office satisfied, and you inay thereby argue
that, from the patient's point of view, you have donc your whole
duty iii the mattcr. But there is another fcaturc of the case
Supposing this was a tooth which, by judicious and skilfuil treat-
ment, could have been preserved-as nost of thcse tecth are. It is
hure that the special knowledge you have gained in coloege places
you under an obligation to the patient. You are expected to be
faniliar with the possibilities of saving teeth, and if you wantonly
deprive this individual of a useful organ without first giving hin
the benefit of your advice as to its possible preservation, you are
guilty of a criminal negligence. No matter if it may be casier
or more profitable for you to extract, your bounden duty is to
acquaint the patient, as fully as you can, upon all the possibilities
of the case, as vell as upon the seriousness of the loss of a tooth.
The loss of a tooth is no trifßing inatter, as many a patient lias
Iearned when too late, and it is a dentist's function to.educate the
people, in addition to serving them in other vays. Nor should
this instruction be merely perfunctory and stereotyped. It will do
little good to stand before a patient and iake a formal and techni-
cal statement of the arguments in favor of saving teeth. You
nust get down into the soul of your subject and prove to then,

by your very earnestness, that you are sincerely interested in their
behalf. Most patients iill appreciate this, though they may not
exhibit appreciation at the time. It is seldorn that an earnest ap-
peal of this nature ever fails completely in leaving its impress, and
even if you are finally obliged to extract the tooth on account of
the persistence of the patient, the fervency of your appeal will be
remembered long after the tooth is gone. Thon again, cases may
come to you where the indications are so strongly opposed to ex-
traction that you are justified in flatly refusing to extract, irrespec-
tive of the % ishes of the patient-not that you should ever send a
patient away from your office suffering with pain without an
attempt to relieve it in some way. The dentist's flrst function is
to relieve pain and, no matter how unpromising the patient,
vhetlher the veriest beggar on the streets or the lowliest floater in

the social scun, the dentist should never hesitate in offering his
services for the relief of pain. But the pain once relieved he is
fully justified, under certain conditions, in refusing to remove from
the mouth of a patient a tooth which lie is certain may be made
useful for life.
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