
ing discussion to have about ceramic 
veneers than just condemning them. 
How well can they be done? How long 
can they last and what are the factors 
that contribute to this?2 I have placed 
and otherwise observed veneers that 
have lasted 15 years and more and then 
some do not last nearly so long. I do see 
them gradually develop stress frac-
tures, sometimes mimicking abfrac-
tion and stress breakdown in natural 
tooth tissue. If appropriately provided 
they work well, rarely displace and the 
levels of patient satisfaction can be 
very high.

For example I placed a veneer on 
my daughter’s UL2 eight years ago. 
She is very happy with it and she is 
aware that it is a ‘repeat prescription’ 
treatment. I suspect it will last at least 
another ten years.

If Dr Kelleher is really so concerned 
about enamel ‘hacking’ he could be 
much more concerned at the cata-
strophic iatrogenic damage done to 
inter-proximal surfaces of adjacent 
teeth during routine dental treatments. 
Dentists are very poor at preparing 
inter-proximal cavities for restoration 
without damaging the adjacent tooth. 
Some research3 suggests that this 
occurs in up to 70% of inter-proximal 
preparations. There seems to be a 
conspiracy not to acknowledge this. 
At least with inappropriate veneer-
ing the culprit can be identified. With 
inter-proximal enamel damage it can 
take several years for caries to develop 
within the un-cleansable iatrogenic 
cavitation and is very unlikely to be 
associated with the dentistry that 
caused it.

Opinion posturing and position tak-
ing is important for the profession to 
discuss and understand itself and its 
impact, but it should be relevant and 
proportionate. I suggest that elective 
enamel preparation in veneer prepa-
ration is the tip of the iceberg in the 
damage that operative dentistry really 
causes. The easy target of elective 
criminal ‘bad’ cosmetic surgery detracts 
from serious discussion about the total 
damage that is caused by the honest 
intention of ‘good’ routine dentistry.

D. English,  
Norwich
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AMALGAM AND CREMATORIA 
Sir, I trained at the Royal London Hos-
pital and qualified as an RDSA in the 
1980s but for the last five years I have 
been employed by the funeral profes-
sion and I am studying for my Dip FD. I 
have spent some time at two crematoria 
to complete one of my modules, the last 
question of which pertains to improve-
ments I could suggest. 

Mercury emissions and combating the 
damage these do to the atmosphere def-
initely increases the cost of a cremation 
financially. The government, following 
the European guidelines, has requested 
that crematoria do everything to reduce 
these emissions by 50% by the end of 
2012. Mercury emissions abatement 
systems have to be fitted into every 
crematorium at huge cost that would 
have to be passed onto the clients. I do 
understand these systems protect the 
environment from the release of other 
gases as well as mercury.

More often than not the elderly of 
today die without teeth. The problem is 
going to get a lot worse when my gen-
eration (born in the 1960s) pass away 
as we have our teeth and often well 
filled. A cremation cannot go ahead if 
the deceased has a pacemaker, radioac-
tive device or an intramedullary nail-
ing system. These have to be removed. 
Could we not consider removing teeth 
filled with amalgam during a post 
mortem or embalming, knowing as we 
do the damage caused to the environ-
ment that leaving them in place would 
cause? It is a consideration that I  
think the public should be made aware 
of and I would value the thoughts of 
your readers.

L. Robinson
By email
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