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1. Edward H. Angle proposed that orthodontics be based on the science of dental occlusion and offered a definition of normal occlusion as the ideal to be attained in the treatment of malocclusion.
2. William Gibson Arlington Bonwill, a 19th-century dentist, was likely influenced by Freemasonry when he developed his theories about the geometric basis of dental occlusion.
3. The validity of Angle's ideal occlusion has yet to be resolved under 21st-century standards of biological sciences, and modern orthodontists should strive to focus on the benefits of treatment in a broad sense rather than just achieving perfect tooth position and occlusion.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “A Philadelphia Fable: How Ideal Occlusion Became the Philosopher’s Stone of Orthodontics” is an interesting exploration into the history and development of orthodontic theory and practice over time. The authors provide an overview of Edward H. Angle’s 1898 proposal that orthodontics should be based on the science of dental occlusion, as well as William Gibson Arlington Bonwill’s 19th-century theories about the geometric basis for dental occlusion which may have been influenced by Freemasonry beliefs. 
The article is generally reliable in its presentation, though there are some potential biases present in its content. For example, while it does mention possible risks associated with modifying tooth positions and occlusions, it does not explore these risks in any depth or detail; this could lead readers to underestimate or overlook potential risks associated with such treatments. Additionally, while it does discuss counterarguments to Bonwill’s theories, it does not explore them in any great detail; this could lead readers to overestimate or overlook potential flaws in his ideas. Furthermore, while it mentions both sides equally when discussing Bonwill’s influence on Angle’s work, it does not do so when discussing other topics such as variations in dental health; this could lead readers to form an incomplete picture of how these topics relate to one another. 
In conclusion, while “A Philadelphia Fable: How Ideal Occlusion Became the Philosopher’s Stone of Orthodontics” is generally reliable in its presentation, there are some potential biases present which could lead readers to form an incomplete picture or draw incorrect conclusions from its content.
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· Dental Occlusion Risks 
· Geometric Basis for Dental Occlusion 
· Edward H. Angle Orthodontics 
· William Gibson Arlington Bonwill 
· Variations in Dental Health 
· Freemasonry Beliefs and Orthodontics
[bookmark: _Toc6]Report location:
https://www.fullpicture.app/item/c290045015413884cddb44c87639be61
Report created by FullPicture.app
