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them; (c) by i8 c (iii) they usurp the functions of the General
Meetings, which latter are thereby rendered useless; (d) by
I8 c (iv) it is expressly provided that all subjects, or resolu-
tions rather, must be submitted through the JOURNAL from
one Division to all Divisions, and it seems to me that by the
same means--namely, through the JOURNAL-a counting of
votes on any subject can be equally well done when neces-
Esary.

2. Impracticability of Meetings.-In such a large assembly
-roughly, say, 500-it is impossible to get satisfactory dis-
cussion done within reasonable time; certainly the three
days of the Annual Meeting will be nothing like enough.
The body will be as large as our present British Parliament,
and their example is surely not one to be imitated.

3. Uselessne8s of Meetings.-The delegates must either be
(a) voting machines for registering numbers for or against a
proposition; this I have shown can be equally well done
through the JOURNAL; or they must be (b) empowered to
talk and discuss, to convince others and be themselves con-
vinced-in which case they cease to be delegates-or waste
too much time or clumsily do what a smaller body can much
better do.

Destructive criticism is confessedly easy, but I will con-
clude what I fear is a very long letter by a suggestion that at
present we content ourselves with allowing the secretaries of
each Division to be the official mouthpiece through or by
wvhich the numbers voting in each Division for or against
any proposition can be forwarded to the JOURNAL, and that
the numbers be there counted and the wishes of the mem-
'hers thus ascertained. If on any matter it be found necessary
to do more than this, that the question of delegates be again
considered. In fact, this question of delegates would be an
excellent one upon which to test the capabilities of the
method of taking a poll which I suggest.-I am, etc.,
'Harley Street, W., April 8th. FRED. J. SMITH.

THE DELEGATE MEETING AND THE COUNCIL.
SIR,-It may be asserted of the Report of the Constitution

Committee, as was said by the curate of the bishop's egg,
athat parts of it are very good indeed. The subdivision of the
Branches, the principle of delegation, and the limitation of
%the Vice-Presidencies are all good. Co-option and the
Referendum under the the proposed conditions are chiefly
bad. The Divisions may discuss a subject for months. Their
delegates may pass a resolution by a two-thirds majority. If
this affect the funds of the Association, the resolution will
have to be brought before the Annual General Meeting. This
imeeting may confirm it, again by a two-thirds majority, and
after this the Council may, if " it is of opinion," cause the
whole question to be "referred" to the Divisions again.
Truly, as Dr. Ward Cousins remarked, " The more
I Referendums ' there were, the more time they should have."
What a scientific way of " marking time." If the Referendum,
at the instance of the Council, is to be acceptable at all, it
can only be when the majority in favour of a resolution at the
Delegate Meeting is less than two-thirds. And what is meant
by a. two-thirds majority of the votes thereon? Does majority
mean the difference between the " ayes and noes," or does it
-only mean the more numerous side? In the one instance it
would require five votes to carry a resolution against one, in
the other two would suffice.
Reformers ought not to forget also that the report itself

claims that the proposed recommendations "leave to the
Council every important power which it possesses under the
jpresent Articles," and in counsel's opinion, "the proposed
miew constitution would give greater stability in some respects
to the position and powers of the Council."-I am. etc.,
Sa]ford, Aprilf6th. R. IIANSON WOLSTENHOLME.

THE CLEANSING OF THE HANDS.
SIR,-I think that most observers will admit that wounds

are nearly always infected by the hands when suppuration
does occur, and that the more a wound is fingered the more
likely it is to suppurate. I

It must not be forgotten that hands differ extremely in the
facility with which they can be rendered clean, and that two
surgeons using the same method of " disinfection " may
obtain very different results as far as wound healing is con-

cerned; in other words, one surgeon may get nearly perfect
results using his naked hands, while another will have more
or less suppuration, no matter how careful he is. It is the
latter individual to whom rubber gloves are especially useful.
If strenuous attempts are made to clean the hands with
chemicals, it results in some cases in a rough and cracked
condition of the skin, which simply courts disaster.
The usual objection advanced against gloves is that they

interfere with the tactile sensation. This may be a fact the
first few times they are used, but in a short period it will be
found that the same manual dexterity can be obtained with
them as with the naked hands. In abdominal work their
smooth surface, it is true, renders it difficult to grasp the
slippery intestines. This is the only drawback that 1 have
found to their use.

I have seen suppuration stop short directly rubber gloves
were worn, although every effort had been made previously to
disinfect the hands with washings and chemicals. Even if
they are not used as a routine measure, there must be times
when, from some cut or scratch, or a previous dirty operation,
the hands of the surgeon are not above reproach. T4eir
adoption will be a safeguard to the patient.
Alter three years' personal experience of their use, I am

more firmly convinced of their efficacy than I was at first,
and I can strongly recommend them not only for use at
operations, but also in the preparation of silk and other
ligatures.-I am, etc.,

CLJTHBERT S. WALLACE.
Laiiibetli Palace Road, S.E., April 15thl.

A PROFESSORSHIP OF MILITARY MEDICAL HISTORY
AND ADMINISTRATION AT NETLEY.

SIR,-I desire to point out in your columns the great need
that exists for a Professorship of Military Medical History
and Administration at the Army Medical School, Netley.
The proposal for the formation of an army medical school

for the special training of civil mnedical men entering the
military medical service dates ba k to the termination of the
Peninsular war, when every exis ing professorship now there
was clearly proposed and asked f, i. In the period of the long
peace from i8I5 to 1854 the m tter lay practically dormant,
and it requ-ired the terrible cat, strophe of the Crimean war,
and the ability of' Sidney Herbert and the sy'mpathy of
Florence Nightingale, to give existence to the present institu-
tion with its four Chairs of Medicine, Surgery, Pathology,
and Hygiene as specialised for military service.
But in the past quarter of a century the medical service

has undergone evolution in a very marked degree, and that
military evolution is still in progress, and has in no sense
reached finality. With that logical military evolution came
new responsibilities of the heaviest kind, which certainly
involved a fuller training of the medical service. To carry
out such a branch of the training a professor specialised in
military history and administration was essential to collect
and to systematise all the scattered elements of the science
of military medical administration, and the all-important and
intensely interesting history of our deplorable experiences in
former wars. All through last century we had large ex-
perience of failures in field service, and the members of the
medical service have unceasingly written and striven for
better things and a fuller -organisation. The very names of
those almost forgotten worthies are dying out, and it is rare
to meet an officer who has studied the terribly painful history
of past failures or the proposals put forward by those who had
suffered by such conditions in the past.
Volume after volume of Blue Books has been published

full of pathetic reports of how our soldiery perished in the
past. The Crimean Blue Books alone are very numerous, but
no one has been specialised and set apart to collate and codify
these reports, to write a history of the failures and the suc-
cesses; and such awork can, in my opinion, only come from
an officer set apart and specialised for the duty in theway that
a professor of the Netley School can be. Unfortunately no
such officer or professor now exists at Netley.
Just as Parkes made no really new departure in military

hygiene-but rather collated and codified existing opinions,
records, and facts on the subject, and gave these facts the
vivifying force of hi's own personality-so we need a similar
type of specialist to group together our painful experiences in

 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.1.2103.985-a on 20 A
pril 1901. D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.bmj.com/

