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That there has been a sad want of enthusiasm we must all
confess, and if the new Westminster scheme had lived a little
longer, Dr. Fowler would have found the Thames as incom-
bustible as ever. As to enlisting civic interest in the scheme,
a University in London is far more likely to evoke local
patriotism than local patriotism to found a University.
The comparative advantages of proceeding by Charter or by

Bill have been, I assure Dr. Fowler, long and carefully dis-
cussed, and we have been warned on high authority that we
should gain nothing whatever by the former plan. No
Charter can be granted by the Crown which has not lain on
the table of both Houses of Parliament; and if opposed,
neither Bill nor Charter can be got through unless the
Government uses its power. But whatever difference of
opinion there may be on this point, which is one of which I
do not profess to judge, the present Government has decided
the question by their intention of again introducing the Bill
of last session, and this time they are bound to see it through.
Any proposed Charter would be, we may be sure, opposed by
our common enemies and defeated. Our only course, unless
we prefer the present condition to last indefinitely, is to give
the Government no excuse for receding. The one object of
all of us who wish to move forward is to get the Commission
appointed. Once appointed, any unanimous representation
from the medical schools would, if not contrary to the general
drift of the Cowper report, come with a weight which would
be irresistible. If, however, any one of our London schools
deliberately decide that the present condition is better than
what the Bill offers, it will suffer no injustice; it will main-
tain its present position outside the reformed University, and
we may hope will be satisfied with that, without seeking to
hinder the others.-I am, etc.,
Brook Street, Jan. 7th. P. H. PYE-SMITH.
P.S.-In courtesy to Dr. Fowler, I should add that the

reason I applied the term "Westminster" to the scheme of
the two Royal Colleges conferring degrees in medicine alone,
was that this was the name proposed for the intended uni-
versity in i886 when Sir William Jenner was President.

THE OUT-PATIENT QUESTION AT THE NEWPORT
INFIRMARY.

SIR,-Considering the prominence attained by the un-
fortunate dismissal of Mr. Ensor from his post of Honorary
Ophthalmic Surgeon to the Newport and Monmouthshire
Hospital by the directors, we think it due to ourselves to
state the position we have taken since the beginning of this
controversy. At the meeting of directors on December 7th,
I897, when Mr. Ensor was dismissed from his appointment,
those of the staff who were present protested, and voted
against the mode of his dismissal. As soon afterwards as
possible a meeting of the honorary medical staff was called to
hear Mr. Ensor's explanation of the charges preferred against
him at the directors' meeting. This expilanation appeared to
throw a fresh light upon the case, and the staff drew up a
unanimous memorial, asking that the notice of dismissal
should not take effect until Mr. Ensor had been allowed to
state his side of the case before a full meeting of the Board.
Upon the memorial being sent to the directors, the House
Committee asked the staff to meet them in order to discuss
the memorial. The staff consented, and urged the House
Committee to call a meeting of directors to hear Mr. Ensor.
-After a long discussion, the House Committee refused to
call a special meeting unless Mr. EnsOr first apologised-the
apology to be one that would be satisfactory to the chairman
of the directors and to q member of the medical staff. This
was agreed to bythe staff, who saw no other mothod of getting
Mr. Enasr's case considered before his dismissal came into
force.
Mr. Ensor on receiving the form of apoloey, drawn up as

beforesaid, refused to sign it, sayiDg he had nothing to
regret.
The House Committee then declined to call a special meet-

ing of directors. The original memorial of the staff, however,
came before the directors on January 4th, four days after Mr.
Ensor's eonnection with the hospital had ceased. The whole
staff had an interview with the directors, when it was carried
by a large majority that, inasmuch as Mr. Ensor had written
saying that he had no reason to regret his action, the Board
refused to reopen the case.

The staff then entered their strong protest against this
action of the directors, and expressed their intention of
publishing their protest in the medical papers.
The annual meeting of the subscribers will take place at

the end of this month, when the matter will come up for
further and probably final consideration. We do not now,
therefore, propose to enter further into the merits of the case,
except to say that no doubt Mr. Ensor acted under a sense of
great provocation, but we do not uphold all his actions which
led up to the present crisis.-We are, etc.,

(Signed)
MELVILLE BREWER, A. GARROD THOMAS,
REGD. E. WORMPALD BREWER, T. G. MACORMACK,
0. E. BULWER MARSH, H. B. SEDDON,
ROBERT J. PATON, CHARLES STUART V1NES.
Newport and Mon. Hospital, Jan. 7th.

DENTAL REPRESENTATION ON THE GENERAL
MEDICAL: COUNCIL.

SIR,-AIlow me also to thank you for opening the columns
of the BRlTISH MEDICAL JOURNAL to a corresponidence on the
subject of tb, direct representation on the Geineral Medical
Council of the dental branch of the medical profession. I
feel sure that the free ventilation of this subject in the
JOURNAL will be of the greatest service to us, and your sup-
port will now (as in the past) be of material help to the pro-
gress of dental surgery and its proper recognition.

I should like to point out that the arguments used and the
plans proposed by your correspondent, " M. and L.D.S.,
R.C.S.," in the JOURNAL of January ist have been fully recog-
nised by the officials of the British Dental Association, and
acted upon, as far as possible, some two or three years ago on
the very lines suggested by your correspondent, and his letter
states very clearly the various alternatives possible. For my
own part, 1 think the next step should be an " act of grace"
on the part of the General Medical Council itself, by which
that body might unanimously make a requisition to the
Privy CoUncil, admitting the justice of our claim, and asking
that, on a fitting opportunity, our branch of the medicaL pro-
fession should be directly representel on the General Medical
Council by a dentist holding surgical and dental qualifica-
tions, competent to legislate, not only on dental, but on
medical questions as well, and of such there are not a few in
our ranks.
In conclusion, I would farther note that therA are 34,47&

practitioners on the Medical RFgister of 1897, having 30 repre-
sentatives on the General Medical Council, thus providing
one representative to each I,149 medical practitioners
whilst there are 4,860 dentists on the Dentists' Register, of
whom I,573 possess registrable qualifications, and thjey have
as yet no representative at all on the General Medical
Council! These figures speak for themselves.-T am. etc.,

S..J. HUTCHINSON, M.R.C.S. and L.D.S.Eng.
Brook Street, W., Jan. xoth.

SIR,-Mr. J. Smith Turner's letter in the BRITISH MEDICAL
JOURNAL of January Sth, page iI6, clearly demonstrates the
urgent need of the dental profession being represented on the
General Medical Council.

It is obvious that no corporate body can be represented by
anyone so well as by one of its own members, who knows and
understands the requirements of. such a body.

It is not so many years since dentistry was in the hands to
a'great extent of charlatans and persons who were absolutely
ignorant of the science and art of their calling, and it was
only by the exertions and enterprise of some of the heads of
the dental profession, foremost among whom, if I mistake not,
was Mr. Turner himself, that a charter was obtained whereby
persons wishing to practise dentistry were forced to attend a
regular course of instruction and pass an examination before
they could obtain a diploma entitling them to practise their
profession, after which they were registered as duly qualified
dental practitioners in the Medical Reyi8ter.

It must not be lost sight of that this desirable end was ob-
tained only after a hard struggle on the part of the dentists
themselves. The result has been that now there are ovpr i ,0oo
duly registered dentists on the Medical Register, the General
Medical Council benefiting to the extent of from o500 to
£6oo a year paid for registration fees, over which the dental
profession have no control.
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Surely the time has arrived when such a state of things
Ehould cease and that the corporate body of dentists should
1:e represented on the Council.-I am, etc.,

FREDERICK BOWREMAN JESSETT, F.R.C.S.
Buckingham Palace Mansions, Jan. zoth.

MEDICAL REFORM: OBJECTS AND MEANS.
SIR,-By your courtesy, about eighteen months ago, I drew

the attention of the profession to the inferior general powers
it possessed, as compared with the legal profession, for the
4suppression of quacks and unqualified practitioners. May I
again refer shortly to this subject?
In the last session of Parliament a Bill was passed, whiah

comes into force to-day, as an Act entitled "The Land
Transfer Act," and it is interesting to note that, besides the
general powers which the legal profession already poisess for
the punishment of unqualified practitioners, this Act con-
tains a clause providing that any person not being a member
of the legal profession drawing for pay instruments of
transfer shall incur a penalty of 5o. Again, the third part
of the Bill originally provided for compulsory registration of
title, and yet the memhers of the legal profesaion induced
-the Government to modify their original proposaes, and now
it is enacted that the adoption of thesoe clauscs shall be
optional.
How is it that it never occurs to the members of local

medical societies and branch associations to follow the
.example of their neighbours in appointing deputations to
4nterview and " heckle " the individual members of, and can-
didates for, Parliament on proposed legislation which materi-
ally affects their status and interests? The medical pro-
fession should be able to enforce its views upon Parlia-
mentary candidates with more show of power than the legal
profession; for surely medical men have more opportunities
for influencing the votes of their patients on a public
-question like the suppression of quacks than the lawyers
have in the voting of their clients ; but by the persistency of
their intervention the lawyers always appear to gain all that
is worth fighting for. In almost every constituency at the
rast election the legal profession obtained the views of the
-candidates on the above-named enactment, and worked and
voted accordingly. Why cannot the medical profession arise
and do likewise on its own behalf ?

Lastly, I would again point out that Section 4o of the pre-
,sent Medical Act provides-not as it ought to do, that any
person not being a registered medical man who for pay treats
patients, etc., but that-" any person who shall wilfully and
falsely take or use the name of physician, doctor, etc., im-
plying that he is registered under the Act," so that one is
-compelled to admit that the Act protects a mere title, and
not the person who practises the profession; in other words,
as it is a legal maxim that penal Acts are construed strictly,
in any action against an unqualified practitioner it must be
proved that the defendlant exercised fraud in obtaining his
patients, and a court of law will always hesitate to convict for
fraud unless such is proved to the hilt.-I am, etc..
Leeds,Jan. ist. J. H. WIGHAM.

COUNTY COUNCILS AND LUNATIC ASYLUMS.
SIR,-In your annotations of the week in the BRITISH

MEDICAL JOURNAL of January 8th, 1898, p. 1oi, you state
that the building of a new asylum for private or paying
patients only (referring to the action of the County Council
-of the West Riding of Yorkshire) will be a " new departure
in the policy of county asylums which has been made possible
by the recent Lunacy Law Amendment Acts." You proceed
to comment upon the improvement it would be " to start a
separate institution not in the immediate neighbourhood of
the county asylum, for there can be no doubt that persons
hesitated to send their friends to pauper aslv1nmF, though
they paid for them." Your editorial comment is doubly in-
correct, for the power to build such accommodation is set out
4n Section CCXLI of the original Lunacy Act, I890, and not in
any of its amendments. After defining the local authority
thus, Section CCXL, "The council of every administrative
-county and county borough respectively constituted under
the Local Govcrnment Act, x888, and the council of each of
the boroughs specified in the Fourth Schedule, or in the case
of the City of London the Common Council, shall be a local

authority for the purposes of this Act." The power set forth
is as follows, Section CCXLI: " A local authority may provide
asylum accommodation for pauper and private patients, to-
gether or in separate asylums, and may provide separate
asylums for idiots or patients suffering from any particular
class of mental disorder." This power has already been
acted upon, and the first public body to give effect to it was
the London County Council. Mr. P. M. Martineau, Chairman
of the Asylums Committee of this body, states in the second
annual report of the Claybury Subcommittee, dated March,
i891, that the then Chairman of the Council, Lord Rosebery,
laid in June, I890, the foundation stbne of Claybury Asylum,
and that the Committee, having consulted with the architect
and Commissioners in Lunacy, resolved to spend ,io,ooo
upon the fine mansion on the estate, and convert it into an
asylum for fifty private paying patients. Mr. Martineau
gives the Council's reason for this separate private establish-
ment " that it may become ' an annexe' for the accommoda-
tion of paying patients-a small private asylum under public
control; and it is hoped that the success of this experiment
may encourage the Council to provide for a class of patients
above the pauper class, but who can ill afford to bear the cost
of a private asylum, and who may find comparative quiet and
comfort, perhaps even a touch of ' home,' in such an institu-
tion as the Claybury mansion-house." The decision of the
Asylums Committee of the London County Council to bring
all their private patients to Claybury, and the fact that there
are at present fifty-two private patients under care and treat-
ment is a fulfilment of this desire, and a justification of the
action taken by this "; local anthority."-I am, etc.,
Claybury, Jan. zith. ROBERT JONEs, M.D.Lond.

FAMINE AND PLAGUE IN INDIA_
SIR,-With reference to the leading article on Famine and

Plague in India in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of January
8th, your readers will hardly be surprised to learn that a
civilian with the rank and title of " Plague Commissioner"
has been appointed by the Bombay Government. This officer
has recently been acting as Commissioner in Sind, and hav-
ing to vacate this appointment on the return of the perma-
nent incumbent, this post was specially created for him, in
which he draws a handsome salary and allowances for con-
trolling and directing the specially selected medical officers
lately sent out from home by the India Office, and he will no
doubt in due course be credited with, and decorated for, the
results of their arduous labours.
This proceeding is as incongruous as the policy hitherto

observed of entrusting all power in regard to plague opera-
tions in the districts to assistant collectors. 1 have known a
collector to be so jealous of his authority as to insist on in-
specting vaccinators' registers and office records for fear he
should ntot be considered paramount in his district. It seems
that the severe lesson it is now experiencing does not
convince the Government of the preposterous absurdity of
placing trained experts under the orders of amateurs, how-
ever high in the grade of Civil servants. It clearly proves, if
proof were needed, the official estimate of sanitation, and
indicates how essentially necessary it is for the welfare of
India that the sanitary department should be more than a
mere name, which has hitherto been its fate. A long and
bitter experience has convinced me that no real progress or
reform in sanitation can be effected until the Government of
India takes the matter directly into .its own hands.-I am,
etc., C. W. MAcRURY,
Earl's Court, Jan. i,th. Brigade-Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel, I.M.S.

A SHORT WAY WITH ANTIVACCINATORS.
SIR,-I shall be glad if you will dIlow me at this early

period in the new year to invite the attention of your readers
to the need for their co-operation in meeting the very active
Agitation which is being carried on by the Antivaccination
League at the present time. In view of the probability of
legislation during the ensuing session of Parliament, in
furtherance of the recommendations of the late Royal Com-
mission, an effort is being made to influence the members of
the Legislature both directly, by personal communications,
and indirectly, through their local constituents. To effect
this latter object letters are addressed to such local publica-
tions as will admit them, not only attacking compulsory vac-
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