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If we adhere with my late teacher, von Pirquet, to his
conception of allergy as " an abnormal response to foreign
protein " and at the same time accept with Dr. F. E.
Loewy the personal testimony of several medical men
present at the mentioned meeting to the effect that cases
of a speedy cure after stopping the use of aluminium in
the kitchen do occur, then I fail to see how any specific
ai-ticle of food, protein or non-protein, can in the cases
under discussion be accused of being an allergic agent.
Such food does not produce symptoms when not prepared
in aluminium utensils and tap water, whereas in many
cases it does when this precaution is omitted.
At the meeting I had just time to Add that several

poisons must be considered as the causal agents of the
symptom-complex-namely, salts of aluminium, arsenic,
lead, tin, and fluorine-and these obviously cannot be
included under the much-abused name of " allergic
drugs." They are definite poisons, to which few people
taking them regularly, even in minute quantities over a
long period, are not sensitive. In the extensive literature
published in different countries on the subject it will be
found that many careful scientific investigations have
arrived at conclusions diametrically opposed to those
mentioned in Dr. Loewy's letter.-T am, etc.,

London, N.W.6, June 20th. LEO SPIRA, M.D.

THE " NORMAL " TEMPERATURE
SIR,-When I was nursing in the Tropics I was puzzled

to find that the temperatures of patients-fractures and
otlher afebrile conditionss-taken between 3 p.m. and
4 p.m., were alrnost always 990 F. or over. By way of
"control I took my own temperature daily at 3 p.m.
over a period of three weeks. It was very seldom below
99 (not once was it as low as 98.4) and not infrequently
up to 100.2. This was in a non-malarial country and
I was in good health. An interesting point was that
where the temperature in the wards was anything between
1030 and 1 10° F. one had to be exceedingly quick in
reading the thermometer as it left the patient's mouth
or it would soar upwards to alarming heights.
A European lady, residenit in the country, with some

experience of illness, brought a girl to hospital one day
saying she had taken the child's temperature and it was
over 105°. I accordingly took it twice and found it 990
each time. The doctor ordered the child to be admitted
for observation; she certainly seemed a little unwell.
We took her temperature at intervals that evening and
next morning, but it was never above 98'60; so she was
discharged. I have no doubt that the lady laid the
thermometer down wlhile she searched for her glasses to
read it with, and it registered the temperature of her
room.-I am, etc.,

D. D. LAVY,
Watford, June 20th. 'Member of the College of Nursing.

THE LONDON AND COIJNTIES MEDICAL
PROTECTION SOCIETY

SIR,-It has been suggested to me that, as the only
person now alive who can do so of his own knowledge,
I ought to put on record the facts as to the foundation
of the London and Counties Medical Protection Society.
The decision to form the company was arrived at by

Dr. Mead of Newmarket and myself, at a conference
between us in the Library of the British Medical Asso-
ciation, then in Agar Street. With the help of my
solicitors, we prepared and registered the society as a
company limited by guarantee, and the first (statutory)
meeting was held at the house of Dr. Heron in Harley
Street. Dr. Mead acted as organizing secretary, and I
acted as general secretary from the beginning and up

to June 1st last, a period of forty years. The Medical
Defence Union was under the presidency of Mr. Lawson
Tait in 1892, and Dr. Mead and I were London repre-
sentatives on the council of the Medical Defence Union.
An application came before the council of the Union from
a doctor who was sued by a shopkeeper into whose shop-
window the doctor's horse had bolted. Mr. Lawson Tait
said the doctor was a personal friend of his, and urged
that the Union should defend the case and pay for the
doctor any damages and costs awarded against him.
Some of the council objected, as the accident did not
arise out of medical practice. As a compromise it was
agreed to defend the doctor against what seemed an
excessive claim, but not to pay any damages. Mr. Lawsoni
Tait was very angry, and took steps to alter the Articles
of Association. At a meeting at Birmingham to confirm
alterations in the Articles, Mr. Lawson Tait put forward
a new alteration quite illegally, and I called the attention
of the meeting to the illegality of what he was doing.
He replied that he would go on with it, and that we
could take legal proceedings if we chose, and added that
he wished a few hundred of the London members would
leave the Union. To this I replied: " Very well, sir, we
will." Subsequently I met Dr. Mead, as already stated,
and so the new society began. The subsequent history is
in the records of the society.

It may be thought that this split in the Medical
Defence Union was unfortunate, and that it would have
been better not to have two societies for the same work.
Forty years' experience has convinced me that little but
good has resulted from the healthy rivalry which has
existed between the two defence societies, and that
dangers have been avoided which would have beset a
single society without any rival.-I am, etc.,
Blindley Heath, June 18th. HUGH WOODS.
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H. LEITH MURRAY, M.D., F.C.O.G.

Professor of Obstetrics and Gynaecology, University of Liverpool

We had to announce last week, with much regret, the
death, on June 11th, of Dr. Herbert Leith Murray,
professor of obstetrics and gynaecology in the University
of Liverpool, honorary surgeon to the Hospital for Women
and the Maternity Hospital, Liverpool, and honorary
gynaecological surgeon to the David Lewis Northern
Hospital. He was born at Aberdeen on April 21st, 1880,
and was educated at the Dundee High School and the
Universities of Aberdeen, St. Andrews, and Paris. He
graduated M.B., Ch.B.Aberd. with honours in 1901, and
proceeded M.D. in 1905. For the following appreciation
we are indebted to a colleague who was closely associated
with him in his hospital work.
The tragic and sudden death of Professor Leith Murray

is a grievous loss to the city and University of Liverpool
as well as to a very wide circle of friends. Leith Murray
was full of energy, and had an unlimited capacity for
work, whilst never sparing himself socially. He had a
very genial disposition and a genius for friendship; con-
sequently he was surrounded by friends, and endeared
himself to the many medical men with whom he came
in contact and with his students. He had served through-
out the war as a surgeon in the Royal Navy, and was
wrecked in the hospital ship Rohilla off Whitby in
1914, when suffering from an attack of influenza. His
loyalty and constancy to all his colleagues, and his juniors
in particular, especially endeared him to those who were
privileged to be closely associated with him. His untiring
use of his own knowledge and gifts, the generosity with
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