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fessional equal, as such, of the M.R.C.S.E. and L.RC.P.L.-I
am, etc., M.B., C.M.
*** We have received many communications on this subject, set-

ting out both sides of the question. In view, however, of the great
pressure on our space, we shall only be able to find room for letters
containing some feature of novelty or relating specially instructive
experiences.

DEGREES FOR LONDON MEDIC.L STUDENTS.
Sra,-I notice, in your leader on the subject of degrees for

London medical students that it is stated to be doubtful whether
the medical student would not be required to pass the Matriculation
and the Preliminary Scientific. These latter two examinations have
been the great obstacle to the majority of us obtaining the
M.B.Lond., as we regard the rest of the examination, in common
with many of our teachers and many of those holding the
M.B.Lond., to be no more difficult than that required by the two
London Colleges. I am afraid if the " pass" in these two exami-
nations is insisted upon, things will remain as before. Another
doubt has arisen in my mind, and I suppose in that of others
similarly placed, is whether those who already hold the M.R.C.S.,
L.R.C.P. will be expected to pass again (if they wish to obtain the
London degree) in anatomy, physiology, surgery, medicine, and
midwifery.-I am, etc.,

M.R.C.S.EN(G., L.R.C.P.LoND., L S.A.

PROVISION FOR FE IBLE-MINDED AND EXCEPTIONAL
CHILDREN.

SIR,-It is very desirable that a determined effort sbould be
made to ascertain the number of feeble-minded and exceptional
children attending board schools, public elementary schools, cer-
tified, industrial, and other schools in London and the provinc-s.
There is no difficulty in carrying onl the scientific part of the
work, but money is required to pay the necessary expenses.
Public interest is at last being roused ill the matter; besides, the
Committee appointed by the Psychological Section of the British
Medical Association, which has been for some time working at
the subject; a committee is being formed by the Charity Organi-
sation Society to inquire into the question, and a number of ladies
l)elonging to the Vigilance Committee are considering the best way
to provide for feeble-minded women.
A Bill is now before Parliament for the education of the blind

and deaf mutes, and it is to be hoped that legislation for feeble-
minded and exceptional children will not long be delayed. It is
hopeless, however, to approach the Legislature until a sufficient
number of reliable statistics, collected by competent observers,
has been obtained. Money is the only things that stops the way,
and the British Mledical Association would considerably aid the
work, if they would make a grant to pay the expenses of col-
lecting statistics and circulating the results.-I am, etc.,
Darenth Asylum. FLETCHER BEACH.

THE DIUtRETIC ACrION OF MAERCURY.
Siat,-Dr. Haig attributes the diuresis followinig the administra-

tion of calomel to the lessening of the amount of uric acid in the
blood, which he declares the drug causes. I, on the other hand,
hlave referred the diuresis to the increased amount otf urea
formed in the liver, and thence carried away by the blood under
the action of the metal.

In the first three Figures of Dr. Ilaig's paper there is a general
direct relation between amounts of urinary water and urea ex-
creted, a rise in the amount of urea excreted being accompanied
by an increase of the urinary water excreted.

Dr. Haig regards not the absolute amounts of uric acid excreted,
but these in relation to the amounts of urea excreted during the
same time. If the ratio of these to one another rises above 1.33.
then, according to Dr. Haig, there is an excess of uric acid in the
blood, and conversely. Fig. 1 regarded thus is in harmony with
Dr. Haig's view. Fig. 2 is less favourable. Dr. Haig does not
allude to the increased excretion of urine at 10.40 A.M., because, I
suppose, he thought it was too soon after the calomel was taken
to be caused by it, although a reference to Fig. 3, in which no
calomel was taken, makes one doubt this. At 1.40 P.., however,
there was comparatively little urine passed. This is unfavourable
to both theories, for, at the same time, there occurred a slight
rise in urea, and the greatest lessening of the ratio of uric acid to
urea during the whole day. The diuresis occurring at 3.40 P.m. is

accompanied by the excretion of a large amount of ures, but by a
rise in the ratio of uric acid to this from about 1.212 to about
1.43, the uric acid, too, being absolutely increased. From Fig. 3
no conclusion can be drawn on either side.
The diuretic action of urea has been directly demonstrated in

manifold ways,' directly and plethysmographically. That, both
kinds of demonstrations are requisite follows from the work of
Bradford and Phillips,2 who found that digitalis has a diuretic
effect at the very time that constriction of the vessels of the kid-
ney is produced. The only fact wanting to establish mercurial
diuresis as being, at any rate to a large extent, due to urea is the
presence of this in larger amount than usual in the blopd of ani-
mals under the influence of the metal. That such is a fact may
be deduced from the work of Noel Paton,: in which no falling off
of the urea excretion in dogs occurred after the administration of
the drug was stopped, such as to allow the increased excretion of
urea during the taking of the drug to be attributed to simple
washing out of it by increased urinary water.

Dr. Haig may well admit that an excess of urea in the blood
must cause diuresis, yet he holds that increased urea must cause
diuresis indirectly by being necessarily accompanied by a lessened
alkalinity of the blood.
The whole of Dr. Haig's work, including that on mercurial diu-

resis, depends on observations of the excretion of uric acid. All
these observations, so far as can be judged from Dr. Haig's pub-
lished statements, have been made by Haycraft's method. Recently
Haycraft's method has been criticised experimentally by Gossage,4
and both theoretically and experimentally by Salkowski.5
Gossage found, in a series of determinations of uric acid in five

urines, that the amount found by Haycraft's method was from 28
to 117 per cent. greater than the real amount present as found by
Salkowski's method, the accuracy of which is beyond question.

Salkowski, after showing that the method is an impossible one
on theoretical grounds, gives a series of determinations of uric
acid by his own and Haycraft's methods, in which the error of
the latter varied from 7.4 to +60.4 per cent. He explains, too,
hcw Hermann was led to regard the method as trustworthy,
although, as Salkowski points out, he in one case found an error
of + 14.7 per cent.

It need hardly be pointed out that the doubt thrown onl the
accuracy of Dr. Haig's determinations of uric acid does not apply
to his estimations of urea, and his result as to the excretion of
urea can still be taken as evidence in favour of mercurial diu-
resis being caused by its increase in the blood.-I am, etc.,

F. S. LOCKE,, B.A.,
Foundation Scholar of St. John's College, Cambridge.

MEDICO-LEGAL AND MEDICO-ETHICAL.
UNQUALIFIED ASSUMPTION OF MIEDICAL TITLES.

THE TITLE OF "DR."
THE case of Goodhall v. Sherman, recently decided by Sir John
Bridge, is one of considerable interest to the medical profession
and the public. The prosecution was instituted to recover from
Mr. J. A. Sherman the penalty imposed by Section 40 of the MAledi-
cal Act, 1858, which enacts that any person who shall wilfully
and falsely pretend to be, or take or use the name or title of, a
physician, doctor of medicine......or any name, title, addition, or
description implying that he is registered under that Act, or that
he is recognised by law as a physician, or surgeon, or licentiate in
medicine or surgery......shall, upon a summary conviction for any
such offence, pay a sum not exceeding £20.
From the evidence it appeared that the complainant, who was

suffering from rupture, was induced to consult the defendant in
consequence of an advertisement which he had seen in a paper.
After being examined the complainant was told by the defendant
that his fee for the examination was one guinea, and that his
charge would be 20 guineas cash down, and the sum of £4 10s. on
account if the latter, together with the guinea, was actually paid
by the complainant. The defendant, however, declined to allow
the truss with which he had fitted the complainant to be taken
away until the 20 guineas were paid. This seemed subsequently

1 Practitioner, xxxvii, p. 170.
2 Jozurnl. of Physiol.. vol. viii, p. 117.

3 Journ. of Anat. and Physiol., vol. xx, p. 297.
4 Proc. Roy. Soc., vol. xliv, p. 284.

5 Zeits.fiir physiol. Chemn., vol. xiv, p. 31.
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