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Moreover, this is far more economical than setting up
buildings, providing wardens, etc., and, for the subjects
themselves, far less lonely.

Consideration should be given in future building of
council estates for provision of a bed-sitting-room and
bathroom for use of this section of the community.
This would involve building and planning, as the accom-
modation in most council houses is, and has been,
inadequate even for a woman to have her confinement
at home.-I am, etc.,

Ruthin, Denbighshire. TREVOR HUGHES.

In Confidence
SIR,-There was no echo in your columns to the

admirable letter " In Confidence" (February 16, p. 470)
in which Mr. H. Daintree Johnson clarified the world
of difference there is between a journalist's refusal to
reveal and a doctor's.

In the case of journalists, says Mr. Daintree Johnson,
a piece of information has been given expressly for
publication by someone who prefers to remain anony-
mous, while in the doctor's it is the information itself
which is confidential. "This private revelation to a priest
or doctor has been made in order that he may be better
able to help the informant professionally. Most people
hold that such a confidence should be able to be made
in the certainty that it will be kept secret in all
circumstances."

It is good to hear that this view has just received legal
sanction in Canada (The Times, April 20). During a
matrimonial case the Supreme Court of Ontario ruled
that a psychiatrist cannot be compelled under law to
reveal admissions made by one of his patients.

Mr. Justice Stewart, giving this decision, said it was
the genius of Common Law to move with the times.
It shocked his conscience to think that a couple whose
marriage was troubled should go to a psychiatrist and
be completely frank and open, believing that what they
said would never go beyond his consulting-room, only
to find it being used against one of them in a court
of law.-I am, etc.,

Isleworth, Middlesex. H. PULLAR-STRECKER.

Review Body's Award
SIR,-I had always been under the impression that

previous percentage awards to general practitioners had
been based on gross remuneration. It is stated that the
recent award of 14% is to be based on net earnings, and
it seems to me that this will tend to increase the
differential between general practitioners and consul-
tants, particularly with regard to superannuation. If
one compares a part-time consultant whose pre-increase
salary was £2,425 with the average general practitioner
whose net income was £2,425 (£3,730 gross) both would
be paying superannuation at the rate of £145 10s. a year.
With the increase the rates go up to £2,765 for the con-
sultants and £4,070 gross for the general practitioners.
Superannuation for the consultant will thus be £165 9s.
and for the general practitioner, based on 65% of his
gross earnings, £158 7s.

I am aware that the pool can be increased if it is
shown that our expenses increase, but this is a rather
long-winded business and for the present I think general
practitioners are justified in regarding their rise as 14%
on 65%-that is, 9.1%.

I am further rather dismayed by the phrase used by
Dr. C. J. Swanson (Supplement, April 16, p. 101) that

" the main job now was to see that the 14% was
distributed as equitably as possible throughout the
profession." Surely this can be done most simply and
fairly by increasing every item of payment by this same
percentage, as is being done with all salaried employees.
-I am, etc.,

Manchester. C. J. GRIFFIN.

Abortion Law Reform
SIR,-Dr. Evelyn Fisher's short letter on abortion law

reform (April 20, p. 1089) raises the following questions
to my mind. First, what steps would be taken to prevent
abuse of the proposed new law by any unscrupulous
woman with an unwanted pregnancy who chose to give
a history of recent slight feverish illness with a rash
and swollen glands ? In many cases it would be
extremely difficult to prove or disprove. Secondly, is it
really more enlightened and responsible to kill a large
number of normal foetuses because of their increased
chance of nerve deafness (which, if incomplete, could
have been remedied with a hearing-aid), or of cataracts
(often operable), or congenital heart disease (most often
a patent ductus arteriosus, again often amenable to
surgery)-for the sake of removing the worry about such
disabilities from their parents' minds ? I am surprised
that handicapped children are described in the letter as
objects of "horror " as well as pity. If the affected
mother's pregnancy is allowed to go to term, there is
still a considerable chance that the family will be
" rewarded " with a normal healthy child; and to my
mind the most enlightened and responsible attitude-
already taken by many families and State and voluntary
organizations-is to train children whose disabilities are
incurable to lead as normal a life as possible.-I am,
etc.,
London N.W.1. CHRISTINA STREATFEILD.

Examination for Membership of the College of
General Practitioners

SIR,-The correspondence in your Journal concerning
an examination for Membership of the College of
General Practitioners shows much confusion of thought.
This stems from either an ignorance of-or a refusal
to face-the facts of the situation.
Any practitioner may join the College as an Associate

Member and as such will be able to enjoy all the
benefits the College offers. No test of an applicant's
suitability is required for Associateship and so no one
is debarred from the benefits that the College has to
offer. Membership, on the other hand, is something
which many of us feel should be prized and to obtain
which a candidate should be prepared to prove his
suitability. If, like Dr. D. Kyle (May 4, p. 1227), a
person is not prepared to submit himself to the self-
imposed discipline of becoming a Member then let him
join as an Associate. All that the College is suggesting
is that intending Members should be prepared to
demonstrate their suitability to be Members.
Now we come to the second point upon which there

has been much misunderstanding. Many of your
correspondents have written as though an examination
was the sole proposal of the College Council and have
condemned the idea for that reason. Sir Robert Platt
and Sir George Pickering, tiring, I suppose, of hyper-
tension, have turned their undoubted abilities to a
discussion of the merits or otherwise of the examination
system.
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