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GENERAL COUNCIL
OF

MEDICAL EDUCATION AND REGISTRATION.

SPRING SESSION 1890.

Friday, June 6th.
JOHN MARSHALL, F.R.C.S., F.R.S., President, in the Chair.

Public Health Examination of the University of Glasgow.-The
following resolution was moved by Sir WALTER FOSTER and
seconded by Mr. CARTBR: "That inasmuch as the Medical Act of
1886 throws upon the Privy Council, or the Medical Council, the
responsibility of determining whether any diploma for proficiency
in sanitary science, public health, or State medicine, granted by
any college or faculty of physicians or surgeons or umversity in
the United Kingdom, is such as to deserve recognition in the Medi-
cal Register; and inasmuch as the Medical Council on June lst
and November 30th, 1889, has thought it ' essential to declare with
regard to its own future action under Section 21 of the Medical
Act (1886) that it will not consider diplomas to deserve recogni-
tion in the Medical Register unless they have been granted under
such conditions of education and examination as to ensure (in the
judgment of the Council) the possession of a distinctively high
proficiency, scientific and practical, in all the branches of study
which concern the public health,' and has also adopted the report
of a committee of its own body, to the effect that the examination
in the above questions held by the University of Glasgow in the
month of October, 1889, was conducted by papers which were not
a sufficient test of the knowledge of the candidates, and the de-
ficiencies of which were not satisfactorily supplied by the oral
examination, the Council do now report the circumstances of the
case to the Privy Council, and that the Registrar be instructed
not to register diplomas in public health granted by the Univer-
sity of Glasgow until the decision of the Privy Council be made
known.
Mr. BRUDENELL CARTER seconded the motion.
Mr. MACNAMARA moved, as an amendment, that the documents

be referred to the Council of the University of Glasgow.
Sir JOHN SIMON said he should move, as an amendment, that the

Council did not recognise these diplomas as constituting evidence
of special qualification.

Sir DYCE DUCKWORTH seconded Sir John Simon's amendment.
Dr. QUAIN pointed out that it was clearly the duty of the

Council to refuse to register these diplomas. It was for the
University Board of Glasgow to take whatever further steps
might be deemed necessary. It was for the University to perfect
their examination, but the duty of the Council was to keep the
diplomas off the Register.

Mr. R. B. CARTER called attention to the great injustice that
would be done if registration were granted to some of these gen-
tlemen to the exclusion of the others. One effect of either amend-
ment would be to cast a slur upon the health diploma for years to
come. The fault in any case would rest with the University,
which had failed to conduct their examination in such a way as
to command confidence. The injustice would be minimised by
adopting Sir W. Foster's suggestion.

Dr. STRUTHEERS pointed out that the examination in question
was outside and beyond the scope of the resolutions of the
Council of June, 1889, seeing that these were expressly stipulated
"not to apply to medical practitioners registered or entitled to be
registered before January 1st, 1890."

Sir JOHN SIMON said that was a misapprehension; for though
the details were not to be enforced until the date mentioned, the
broad principle of the examinations having to be of a sufficiently
high standard was obviously intended to have immediate appli-
cation. He said that he was in favour of Mr. Macnamara's pro-
posal so far as it went.
Mr. CARTER recalled that, though the rules as to educational

requirements did not come into force until some time after, that
was not the case as concerned examinations.

Dr. STRUTHERS thought that the position was a painful one for
the University, and on the whole he thought that Mr. Macnamara's
motion went as far as it was desirable to go.
The Rev. Dr. HAUGHTON pointed out that they had nothing to

do with the general excellence of the examinations at Glasgow.
They were called upon to examine into a specific complaint.
Dr. HEzOo WATSON urged that the resolutions of the Council

in respect of these examinations were wanting in clearness, and
that if a mistake had arisen, the Council was not altogether
exempt from blame. He said that there were several ways of
getting out of a quickset hedge when the position became uncom-
fortable, and one was by going backwards. He asked what it was
supposed the Privy Council would do if applied to. He suggested
that they might suggest to the Council that, having got into a
scrape they would have to extricate themselves; adding possibly
some observations as to the lack of business aptitude on the part
of the Council. In any case the Privy Council could not be ex-
pected to issue a retrospective ordinance. He thought that Mr.
Macnamara's amendment met the requirements of the case, seeing
that the University Court was a body of men quite free from bias,
and likely to do whatever was necessary to remedy the occurrence
as far as possible and prevent its repetition in the future. He said
that his sympathies had been aroused for the unfortunate can-
didates, who were in a very painful position, and that from no
fault of their own.
The Rev. Dr. HAUGHTON said that if there was such a thing as

logic, then the 55 men who passed the examination must be dealt
with. They must either be allowed to go on the Regiter, or those
on the Register would have to come off. Mr. Macnamara's amend-
ment did not deal with this question at all, yet it would be flag-
rant injustice if 31 of the 55 were allowed to continue on the
Register while the others were forbidden to register. One ad-
vantage offered by Sir John Simon's amendment was that it pro-
vided an immediate solution. To refer the matter to the Privy
Council was to defer the matter for twelve months. The other
proposal to send it to the University Court would also involve a
similar delay. He urged that whatever course they determined
on should be prompt and efficacious.
Mr. MACNAMARA pointed out that he hadnot attempted to deal

with the candidates, this being a separate question. The first
point to be settled was whether the matter was to be referred to
the Privy Council or to the University Court.

Sir WALTER FOSTER observed that the University Court had
already refused to consider the matter. (It was pointed out that
it was the University Council and not the Court that had refused
to entertain the complaint.) He argued that by referring the
matter to the University Court they did nothing to protect the
Register, which was, after all, their first duty. He thought that
it was very desirable they should take joint action with the Privy
Council in the matter. This might even be done by a friendly ap-
peal to the Privy Council in which the University might join,
asking what had best be done.

Sir WILLIAM TURNER explained the constitution of the Univer-
sity Court, pointing out that this body was in many respects ad-
mirably adapted to investigate such a matter.

Dr. GLOVER: Can they withdraw the diplomas?
Sir WILLIAM TURNBR said that was the question he was about

to enter upon. The Court could probably say that no more diplo-
mas should be issued; but as to recalling those already issued
this would be a matter for their own lawyers to advise. He asked
Dr. Leishman whether this was not the case. He urged that in
respect of the legal aspects of this difficult question, it would be
better to throw the onus on the University C urt.

Dr. LEISHMAN said that Sir Walter Foster altogether misunder-
stood the attitude of the University Court in supposing that they
would be at all likely to condone the matter. He pointed out
that the right of the University to issue diplomas in public health
on whatever condition it pleased had not been abrogated, and it
was only the registration that concerned the Council. He said he
had not been able to find anything in any Act of Parliament which
would enable the Council to remove from the Register the
diplomas of those who had registered them, and even the Uni-
versity could not do it. He suggested that the assurance given
to those men not yet on the Register that this additional qualifi-
cation would be inserted so soon as they had obtained a regis-
trable qualification was also binding on the Council; they might
rest assured that if the University could in any way assist the
Council this would be gladly done. There would be the risk of a
series of legal actions in the matter, and the Council might pos-
sibly get a rap over the fingers. The great objection to Sir John
Simon's amendment was that they would hereby throw over the
unfortunate students; he could not, therefore, agree to it. If the
matter were remitted to the University Court he felt sure that the
necessary precautions would be taken to prevent a repetition of
the occurrence, and evidence of this would doubtless be furnished
to the Council in due course. He suggested that if they took Mr.

1874 THE BBITISH MBDICAL JOUBNAL. [June 14, 1890.

 on 24 M
ay 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://w

w
w

.bm
j.com

/
B

r M
ed J: first published as 10.1136/bm

j.1.1537.1374 on 14 June 1890. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://www.bmj.com/


June 14, 1890.] TIE BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL. 137T

Macnamara's amendment in conjunction with the suggestion
emitted by Dr. Quain, that would offer the best way of getting
out of a difficult position.

Dr. QUAIN asked whether the University could not request the
men to return their diplomas.

Dr. LEISHMAN said they might possibly do so, but it did not
follow that the men would comply with the request.

Sir JOHN SIMON said that his resolution did not pretend to dis-
tinguish between the two categories of candidates. He suggested
that hereafter the Examining Board might recommend certain of
the candidates as most fitted for admission to the Register; that
would be for the University to determine. He thought that Mr.
Macnamara's amendment might be taken as a rider to his own
proposal. He himself was disposed to vote for reference to the
Privy Council. With reference to the men who had registered
their diplomas, he suggested that the Council might declare these
diplomas to have been granted under conditions which they could
not regard as registrable, and that they did not deserve recogni.
tion. He pointed out that these titles conferred special privileges
under the Local Government Act (1888), and it ought to be a point
of honour with the Council not to leave matters as they were. If
it were merely a college affair it would be another matter, but it
was much more serious.

Sir WALTER FOSTER and Dr, HA.UGHTON pointed out that the
amendment really did nothing at all.
The PRESIDENT mentioned that he had just received a letter

from the Public Health Mledical Society expressing the hope that
these diplomas might be refused registration. He agreed that
the amendment then before them did not really touch the ques-
tion.

Mr. Macnamara's amendment was then formally put, when
another long discussion ensued. On being put to the vote it was
agreed to, and was subsequently adopted as a substantive motion.

Sir JOHN SIMON then moved: "That the diplomas in public
health granted by the University of Glasgow in October, 1889,
appear to the Council to have been granted without due care to
limit them to cases of 'distinctively high proficiency' in the
branches of study which concern the public health; and that the
Council, referring to the spirit of its resolutions of June 1st, 1889
(see Minutes of 1889, pp. 118-19) does not recognise those diplomas
as answering to the intention with which they had been made
registrable, nor as constituting evidence of special qualification
for the higher officerships of health under Section 18 of the Local
Government Act, 1888." He asked that his motion thus amended
be prefixed to Mr. Macnamara's motion.

Dr. STRUTHERS thought the motion was based upon an er-
roneous assumption-namely, that this examination was bound to
follow the resolutions of the Council.
By 11 votes to 4 it was decided to prefix Sir John Simon's

motion to Mr. Macnamara's motion.
At a later stage in the proceedings
The PRESIDENT intimated to the Council that before separating

they must instruct the Registrar as to his action with reference
the diplomas. Of the 55 holders of the diplomas 29 had already
been registered, 9 had received an assurance that they would be
registered when qualified as practitioners, and 17 had not yet
applied for registration.

Mr. CARTER moved: "That the Council instruct the Registrar to
refuse registration to those gentlemen who were not upon the
Register." He would include in that motion those gentlemen to
whom registration had been promised.

Dr. HERON WATSON said lie would be prepared to second the
motion if the proviso were inserted " without instructions in each
case from the General MIedical Council."

Mr. CARTER agreed to insert those words.
Dr. HAUGHTON said he would deprecate any course which

divided the diplomates into groups; they should have meted out
to them equal justice.

Sir WILLIAM TURNER undertook to support the motion on the
understanding that it left it open to the Council to consider each
case on its merits.

Sir DYcE DuCKWORTH hoped the University of Glasgow would
help the Council out of its difficulty by examining the 55 gentle-
men over again, and giving them proper diplomas.

Dr. LEISEMrAN said the University could not call upon the
gentlemen to be examined again; they must use persuasion, but
that was all.
The motion was then agreed to.
The Extensicn of the Curriculum.-After some discussion the

Council adopted a consolidation clause embodying the resolutions
they had passed with regard to the curriculum.
On the motion of Dr. STRUTHERS, seconded by Mr. WEEL-

HOUSE, it was agreed: "'a. That the resolutions of the General
Council in regard to preliminary examination in general educa-
tion, required to be passed previous to the commencement of pro-
fessional study, passed on June 5th, 1890, be transmitted to the
various examining bodies whose examinations are at present re-
ceived as fulfilling the conditions of the Council, with the intima-
tion that these resolutions will come into operation on January
1st, 1892. b. That the resolutions of the Council on preliminary
and professional education and examination, passed June 4th,
1890, be transmitted to the several medical authorities, with the
expression of the hope of the Council that regulations in harmony
with them may be brought into operation on January 1st, 1892."

The Qualifying Examination.-Dr. HERON WATSON, seconded
by Dr. LEISHMAN, moved: " That the opinion of the legal advisers
of the Council be obtained as to what constitutes a qualifying exa-
mination in medicine, surgery, and midwifery, in conformity with
the terms of the Medical Act (1886); more particularly whether
these three subjects may be taken separately, and whether these
three examinations, when completed, regarded as one, do consti-
tute the qualifying examination in medicine, surgery, and mid-
wifery; or whether two of these subjects may be passed at one
time, and the third, should the candidate fail in it on that occa-
sion, be taken separately at a later date, still constitute a qualifv-
ing examination in medicine, surgery, and midwifery; and whether
medicine, surgery, and midwifery be regarded in the meaning of
the Act as one and indivisible, both for qualification under the Act
and for the qualifying examination which admits to the
Reqister."

hir JOHN SIMON thought that the President should simply be
instructed to get any explanations he might think necessary.

Sir WALTER FOSTER said that nobody could give better advice
on the subject than the Council itself.

Dr. HERON WATSON said he should be quite content to leave tiie)
matter in the hands of the President. At the same time he did
not concur with the view that they would get no useful guidance
from lawyers.
The motion was then withdrawn, and on the motion of Sir

WILLIAM TURNER, seconded by Mr. CARTER, it was agreed that
the question which it raised should be left in the hands of the
President.

The Inspectors' Reports.- On the motion of Dr. HERON WATSON,
seconded by Sir WILLIAM TURNER, it was agreed: "That the
Council, having considered the reports of the inspection of 188&,
held under the instruction of Section 3 of the Medical Act (1886>
together with the explanatory remarks of the bodies inspected
and the report of the Examination Committee, desires now to ex-
press its opinion that the examinations of all the bodies granting
qualifying diplomas in medicine, surgery, and midwifery have
been found sufficient for the purpose of conferring the right of
registration in the Medical Register under the Medical Acts."

The Dentists' Register.-On the motion of Dr. LEISHMA A-.
ssconded by Dr. GLOVER, it was decided: " That the attention or
the Executive Committee be called to the frequency with which
the names of certain persons are still entered on the Dentist;,'
Register under Section 37 of the Dentists' Act (1878)."

After the minutes of the sitting had been read and confirme6,
the session of the Council was brought to a close.

REPORTS AND ANALYSES
AND

DESCRIPTIONS OF NEW INVENTIONS
IN MEDICINE, SURGERY, DIETETICS, AND THE

ALLIED SCIEN-CES.

SAFETY BOTTLES.
As we often read in the journals, valuable lives are frequent0y
lost through taking in mistake various poisonous substance3 and
mixtures intended for the most part for external use, or disinfect-
ing purposes. A variety of contrivances have been devised, man.y
of which have been patented, with the object of diminishing thn
great risk and evil. Of these contrivances nearly the only one3
in use have reference to the shape and colour of the bottles Elll-
ployed, but these very simple means have not proved sufficiently
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