
Prosthodontists are guided by accepted concepts of the principles and recommended 
practices in prosthodontics. Prior to 1957, parameters of care were non-existent. 
Th e basis for acceptance of any parameter of care is oft en by consensus of an 

authoritative body or organization. Th e Academy of Denture Prosthetics (Academy/ADP) 
Scientifi c Program Committee, under the direction of Academy Fellows Luzerne G. 
Jordan (chair), Frank M. Lott, and Russell W. Tench, critically reviewed 300 prepared 
statements. Th e proposed statements represented a principle, explained a concept, or 
advocated a particular practice or procedure in providing prosthodontic care. Th e adopted 
PCP were fundamental and time proven.

Th e statements were then presented to the Academy fellowship for deliberation with a 
fi nal assessment of acceptance, rejection, or whether a revision was needed based on each 
individual’s experience. A large number of the statements were accepted with many by a 
unanimous vote. At the 1958 meeting of the Academy, it was decided that all statements 
that had been accepted by 85 percent or more of the fellowship could be submitted for 
publication in the Journal of Prosthetic Dentistry (JPD). An additional list of accepted PCP 
items were adopted in 1959 that met the same stringent requirements and became the 
Principles, Concepts and Practices in Prosthodontics.1 Publication of the PCP has been a 
notable contribution of the Academy of Prosthodontics.
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Th e purposes of the Principles, Concepts and Practices in Prosthodontics were:

• to provide a reference for the practicing prosthodontist and general dentist of principles, 
concepts, and practices that are currently accepted by leading prosthodontists; and

• to assist pre-doctoral and post-doctoral students of prosthodontics, particularly the 
graduate student, in assessing the value of various ideas that are presented during their 
educational experience.

Over the next thirty years, there would be seven more additions and revisions to the PCP 
document.2-8 Th e six successive publications were prepared under the direction of Academy 
Fellows Drs. George Hughes, Oswald M. Dresen, Victor H. Sears, LeRoy E. Kurth, S. 
Howard Payne, Chester K. Perry, Richard Kingery, Victor L. Steff el, Arthur E. Aull, Oliver 
C. Applegate, Davis Henderson, Henry E. Ebel, I. Kenneth Adisman, Charles L. Bolender, 
Jack D. Preston, Louis Boucher, Francis V. Panno, Arthur O. Rahn, George E. Smutko, Ned 
B. Van Roekel, and Dale E. Smith. 

Members of the Principles, Concepts and Practices Committee for the eighth edition 
were Academy Fellows Drs. Ronald H. Jarvis (chairman), Dorsey J. Moore, and Aaron H. 
Fenton. Drs. Noel D. Wilkie, Richard J. Grisius, Edwin J. Riley, and Gerald M. Barrack 
were consultants.

The Academy convened a Principles, Concepts and 
Practices (PCP) workshop in 1958 whereby Academy 
fellows deliberated on the proposed document.

The fi rst approved Principles, Concepts and
Practices (PCP) were published in the Journal of 
Prosthetic Dentistry (JPD) in 1959.
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The eighth edition of the Principles, Concepts and Practices in Prosthodontics included the 
following sections:

Guide to PCP statements
Definitions
Diagnosis and treatment planning
Prognosis
Pre-restorative treatment
Treatment of oral structures
Reevaluation and refinement of treatment plan
Prosthodontic treatment

I. Basic to most areas of prosthodontics
II. Fixed partial dentures
III. Removable partial dentures
IV. Maxillofacial prosthetics
V. Complete dentures
VI. Implant restorations

Materials and devices
Articulators
Interim restorations
Auxiliary personnel and work authorization
Legal considerations

Other prosthodontic organizations were asked for input into the PCP and to participate 
in the revisions. Some organizations, such as the Academy of Prosthodontics, requested 
feedback from each member, while other organizations worked by committee. These 
included: 

Academy of Prosthodontics 
American Academy of Fixed Prosthodontics 
American Academy of Esthetic Dentistry

Dr. Ronald H. Jarvis, Chair of the 
1994 PCP Committee
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The 1994 PCP 
document was the eighth 
and last version of the PCP. 
It included a brief history, 
PCP Committee members, 
contributing organizations, 
and expanded parameters.
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Chapter Eight
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It is interesting to note that the PCP was referenced by the Journal of Prosthetic Dentistry 
(JPD) for use by authors and reviewers regarding manuscript acceptance. Each reviewer 
completes a standardized review form that has been designed to determine whether the 
manuscript adheres to the accepted principles, concepts, and practices of prosthodontics 
and restorative dentistry and other criteria.9 With the advent of evidenced-based dentistry, 
it was suggested that the consensus methodology represented a low level of evidence, 
and that in the future, the PCP statements would require greater scientific evidence 
for validity.

The PCP document was provided to the ACP Parameters of Care Committee as a 
potential resource. The Parameters of Care (POC) documents were developed by the 
American College of Prosthodontists in 1996 to help clinicians in providing clinical 
care.10-15 In addition, the Prosthodontic Diagnostic Index (PDI) was developed as a 
diagnostic tool to distinguish the degree of difficulty of the patient’s dental condition. The 
ability to differentiate those patients and/or procedures that require additional skills and 
training is a critical aspect in defining prosthodontic care and the scope of practice.16-20
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