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mittee and the Association quite clear, and I think I must
have done so as far as Mr. Justice Wills was concerned at any
rate, for in his summing up, which,I send you verbatim, he
used these words:
What does Dr. Kingsbury say ? He says the subject has been investigated

by the British Medical Association. About that I apprehend there is no
doubt. Things of that kind cannot be said by a man in the medical pro-
fession except they are true, because every medical man who listens to
those words will know whether it is true or not. He says that a Committee
sat for three years investigating the subject, and came to the conclusion
that under certain conditions and with certain reserves it was a real
though unascertained and uncomprehended influence, and that it was
one which under certain conditions might be usefully employed by
medical men. He says that he bad studied the question before then and
"the Committee adopted what I had already suggested"-that that im-
portant body adopted what he had already suggested. and he says, "In
that sense and in that way and in no other have I practised hypnotism."
You will see from the above extract that the judge was

quoting from his own notes, and that his version of what I
stated as to the connection of the Association with hypnotism
and your own version seem to correspond.
However, if I did not make myself sufficiently clear to

minds less acute than that of the learned judge, I am quite
willing to accept your statement of the affair as given in your
note now under consideration.
The Committee, consisting of eleven eminent physicians

and myself, officially appointed by the Association, investi-
gated the subject of hypnotism as a therapeutic agency and
reported favourably; the Association, represented at New-
castle in I893 by a handful of gentlemen not having investi-
gated the subject, felt that it was wiser for them to "receive"
the Committee's report with thanks than to formally
" adopt" it.
The concluding sentence in your note is true, but it is not

thewhole truth. The Council did notreappoint the Com-
mittee, but it would have been more generous on your part if
you had stated that the Committee did not seek reappoint-
ment, having concluded their work and submitted a final
report.-I am, etc.,
Blackpool, Feb. 21st. GEo. C. KINGSBURY.

THE DIAGNOSIS OF TYPHOIID FROM ABDOMINAL
INFLUENZA.

SIR -In view of the asserted prevalence of influenza ac-
,companied by symptoms of an abdominal type and of the
difficulty of distinguishing between this affection and genuine
enteric fever, it would be interesting to know if any of your
readers have applied Widal's test to any cases which might
be assumed to be influenza but for their reacting with this
test, as the blood in unquestionable typhoid does.
The problem is obviously a difficult one to solve, for, if

Widal's test is to be regarded as absolutely diagnostic of
typhoid, even when not only enteric but other characteristic
symptoms are absent, we shall have to widen very much our
idea of the disease, especially when, as in cases which have
come recently under my own observation, no intelligible
,explanation can be given of the origin of the infection on
any of the ordinarily-accepted theories of its diffusion.-I
am, etc.,
Gloucester, Feb. 23St. FRANCIS T. BOND, M.D.

BRITISH PRACTITIONERS IN ITALY.
SIR,-In connection with the contemplated change in the

sanitary law of Italy in its bearing on foreign practitioners, I
was this week requested to present my titles to practise in
other countries at the Office of Hygiene in Florence. The
following were the first impressions they made on my friend
Signor Boncinelli, medical officer of health. I first handed
him my London University M.D. certificate. This, he said,
states that you are a Doctor in Medicine, but it does not state
that it entitles you to practise; the same remark applied to
the M.R.C.P. diploma; the diploma of the Royal College of
'urgeons only states that you are thereby entitled to prac-
tise surgery; the diploma of the Society of Apothecaries
grants you permission to practise medicine. surgery, and
midwifery, but as it is granted by a pharmaceutical society,
how can it be a licence to practise as a medical man ? Finally
the diploma of the Swiss Federation met the case, and gave
entire satisfaction. This may serve as a hint to our various
licenaing bodies to revise the wording of their certificates so
.that they may be comprehensible urbi et orbi. It is also to be

hoped that the Italian authorities will acquaint themselves
with the relative values of the various British and Irish
diplomas.-I am, etc.,

STUART TIDEY, M.D.Lond., M.R.C.P.Lond.,
Florence. February zoth.

PROPOSED CHANGES IN THE LAW OF VACCINATION.
S3IR,-Allow me to urge on your readers who are public

vaccinators and general practitioners to thoughtfully peruse
the leader in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of Februarygth
headed as above, else they will find themselves suddenly
poverty stricken.
Who can provide all the necessary heifer vaccine for

universal vaccination with such lymph and can guarantee it?
How is the large amount of heifer vaccine now used obtained?
Greatly through dispensing chemists and surgical instrument
makers, and what check is there upon them?
The other point mentioned in your leader which seems to

me to present very great difficulties is, how is " domiciliary
vaccination " to be carried out ? Your readers will remember
the unnecessary suspicion with- which " the family doctors "
viewed the relationship of medical officers of health to their
patients. As you remark, domiciliary vaccination in Eng-
land is apt to " increase the number of inefficient vacciaa-
tions which are now performed." Who are to perform domi-
ciliary vaccinations? Are they to be entrusted to young
and inexperienced midwives, or to experienced public vacci-
nators who will form a separate department of the sanitary
service and do no other work ? Moreover, how will they be
received by the children's parents P
The question bristles with difficulties, and the antivacci-

nators, having got the thin end of the wedge in, are driving
it hard and skilfully.-I am, etc.,
Aylesbury, Feb. snd. P. MuRRAY BRAIDWOOD, M.D.

SIR,-T would point out one serious objection to domiciliary
vaccination in working class districts that seems to have
been overlooked, and that is the uncleanly condition of many
of the houses in which the operation would have to be done.
When children are brought to a vaccination station they are,
as a rule, washed and in clean clothes; if done at home they
would be in their usual state.-I am, etc.,
Rhymney, Feb. 21St. T. H. REDWOOD.

LEGISLATION AS A REMEDY FOR MEDICAL
GRIEVANCES.

SIR,-I have no desire to labour the discussion of this sub-
ject. With regard to the members of the legal profession In
Parliament, I admit that the numbers are about what Mr.
Massie states, but of these the greater majority are barristers,
the smaller number solicitors, and it was the members of the
latter branch of this profession throughout the country that
so strenuously and successfully opposed the Land Transfer
Bill as it stood-to which I referred in a letter dated January
ist, and published by you on the Isth; and although it was
introduced by the Lord Chancellor, "politically powerful"
and " the head of the legal profession inside the Cabinet,"
they reduced the provisions for compulsory registration of
title to voluntary provisions, a vast difference to future con-
veyancing practice, which forms so considerable a part of
solicitors' work.
I hardly suggested a private Bill, as Mr. Massie states; I

referred to the proposed draft measure of the British Medical
Association being such if the General Medical Council failed
to rise to the occasion in seeking Government support on a
Bill of its own suggestion; but even so, that the promotion of
a private Bill is not so hopeless a subject as Mr. Massie
suggests is evidenced by the progress and prospects of the
lay midwifery reformers. I still venture to assert that steady,
sober, persistent agitation among Parliamentary candidates
and members, if undertaken, will record its ultimate success
in medical reform.
The General Medical Council, as I said, is supposed to be

the eorporabe representative of the profession; can it be
questioned, to take an instance, that a Midwifery Bill sub-
mitted to the Government by it, even if afterwards deputed
to private members to introduce, would have been decidedly
more satisfactory than one drawn and "bossed" by out-
siders ? Take alone the penal olause of the present Bill: it
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