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TABLE I: Correlations (Pearson's 1) of Grade Il pupils’ plague removal and pupil rating scales

Plaque removal  Auditory L%ﬁaﬁgge Orientation Motor Personality Verbal Non-Verbal Total
Before 1979 0 o 0,00 0,12 0,04 0,08 003 0.06
NDHW (p=02)  (p=040)  (p=050) (P=02)  (p=040) (P-0.31)  (P-041)  (p=03
IO o 013 0,08 001 0,0 0,14 0,06 0,00
Y p=019  (p=03)  (p=048) (=026) (p=017) (=035  (P=02)
i Y 01 210 004 20 203 203 A0
I99NDHW (=039  (P=047) (p=026) (p=039) (p=044) (P=043) (=04 (P=0H)
Improvement
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klcbust (1971) has been used f rthlssu as it TABLE2: Correlations of Standard 1V pupils’ plaque
Xdll tam b]l) gn%ag rt)rovr euse ga/ta for removal and 10 Stores
i ete meé al |tor c%mpre Non-
ens|pn angua%e as etermm{ B? Plaque Removal Verbal IQ ~ Verbal IQ  Total IQ
COre. SIMiar % rieptation, motor co-ordination (0=02) (p 0.29) (P = 0.46)
%gfrsona sq:cra]l |ouracorscons Ityite enon 1 00 007 008
SCore e tOF er1yv|th ts%ore TEOETDA™ 0209 et p-0
\&ci%srea ﬁgta “?8 r\? He e mo Aqlg res Improvement 3 months O,Zé 0,10 ( Q,Zt
provemerts a?terl? onth n?tervaso”ﬁe&rar’iW Tr'; ol E‘HDS”ﬁ‘Ar’nomhs (pb 82'07) (po 8425) ke 8}08)
Rnuprswere correate with scores obtame rom t Inprovements o1 00w (Vi) il
he d taw rded on com uter car sand Pea
r/e tion oe crents term n(sm w 3 Criteria, namely ge eral co-ordination, tfalance ang
%comu r.an ﬁ atistical Packa manua exterdty the latter gﬁramete Was a aanayse
ocra crenc |een ?Barate no statlstl % jrcant values were
ervalues being less
RESULTS
ne hr%hes oat\/e correlation ﬁfall the Grade I aﬂd DISCUSSION _ _
Fvg ol 5W&5t ¢ |mprovement lﬂt The overall lack_of si nrfrcant c%rrelatron at drfferen
tan ar Up ue removal acpres at t% trrn riogs points t§te ossible unim 8rt nt o
ont tl Vf\/g reae WIt errve il it the aiols dimensions mes reqp P/ %
sc res an | trsk\J/v?s otSI nl En SCOres In exg aining all t epugt ered genta
q] Yugrsw erverha H lth ca[ atter aen sexan teacher are not con-
ave etlter aque rem va corest nt se wit srgiereg trgpossl)etatr Imore perg metersaecon
OWGVVY % res and N an scores ? ered, suc ri er comRetence (ee tests an
three-month Interval 6a en \r\)/fs tion gr?ugs fe eerarrq trehd uI ecome ai)dp rent
owever not eH)p%ren at the mterva anie ﬂns islustrated eFeasor] gn core Pon ?f
2 ﬂOfWGPt l\J)O ue [emo COF ergngrov twrt P (g SCOres 0 a emale
were correlate Wlt thEI eroa ?COTQS ab Ero(qg) ?Q(i I}I)]up| fac'[.ors re h tﬁ
th Gorrelgtions were Vl en rmax Bachers cou ever | por(tantma ectmﬁo ealt
rcs tS taincd for t e GIale, whe ﬁ({ e are pattern lno I female pu
ova |m rovement was consi e eean all (ne es r@&}) |n 50 as ar [%u # ?Z
ﬁr Corre atIOHSW %17 B ate etwen (PJ) E ||5 au q]b ere te CHGJ?W
Scodﬁh e to[/f EL |' prove avery. ownﬁatre vihich i r")tsr ni cant
e 1Lt St S pertel. °m5n L Ay el F e A e Dol
strated nosrgnr cant reIatro |ps &Sgb % Ze) cfﬁ?er ith re arﬂ t0 oyl caie Fm 1 faromnnese
When subgrou 5 which . mcI de arameters such studies ma aow esrnnerso tlre preventive ro
tergcﬂer s0 rVrﬁ)uegduca jon eve s v%?e iexc %g grammes to Influence male pupils more erfectively.
The onI Grade I PRS char terrstrc wh h always
?Orl?e”g a55865 w%rc v%g i rgge uprs ok sowe osrtrve clo rea ion al ert fcan v%g
? S oroveran montng Heat ?—IW cnen temotor COreS. thrs iren cou bepre ict
P wrtth)otaI [& oty |t SSUniSing to in ere rsnotastron rcorre
|onF Bnr] anuail exterit ascons ﬁﬁﬁ%
As the PRS motor co-ordination scores arc comprised of ~ arately. Perhaps this re Iects an fadequacy of t

Tydskrif van die T.V.S.A. — Augustus 1985

464



motor score which was assessed by the pupil’s teacher or
alac f?mow nowon %e parto tn (E a)del pupﬁ

%eneral trends that were eV|dent ere fowards a
ecre corre flon over

ng |c reinforces a

twnt%suger C|al Iearnln Id ta ce aSa eéult

? ro ram ebut |s te
éem orar natueex t|n ecseo

an ar upils, es C|a those wit

fcores and ag pgate nInves |osusm

arger numbers and. other su ecsma

su sa,ntlate nIS notlon nd lea to rdsu rstn |n

varia ﬁ assexe at| eve eac ran -

Pete ce eve3|P reater t may be advanta eous

it i ég{gﬁrovre{‘e%%ﬁa‘%s il o

ver ecs Bspgma mo or d|men5|on ever,
eor scan ea]p natersear Into
souo duc ets

% | Oirtté}ﬂ ? ue T< ncg éJta anfters
temg -HHIS Str%SS%S It enee(? or OCﬁﬂ reseatrjg \Il%ll %ﬂ

IS Nee {ahrﬁsxg%v&?therwem ITiC SCI’)IHES g
cannota i) [d an mte(gnanon 0ol De-

1Q scores and plaque removal.

be used to design more effective preventive pro-
grammes,
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