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Future of the B.M.A.

SiR,-On 14 February 1973 a Special Con-
ference of Local Medical Committees will be
held to consider four recommendations of
the General Medical Services Committee
published in the B.M.J. (Supplement, 23
December, p. 108) and also in document
S.C. 12 recently circulated to all general
practitioners. This conference will be pre-
ceded, in January, by meetings of L.M.C.s
and general meetings of practitioners
organized by L.M.C.s, the purpose of which
is to inform the delegates to this special
conference of the wishes of their electorate.
These four recommendations aim to con-

tinue the long-standing medicopolitical
organization which is contained within the
L.M.C. / Conference / G.M.S.C. structure.
This whole structure is loosely associated
with the B.M.A. However, in November
1972, the Representative Body of the B.M.A.
voted to revise the constitution and organiza-
tion of the Association in accordance with
the principles of the report of Sir Paul
Chambers. This loose alliance will be no
longer possible. This decision appeared to
be a fair representation of the periphery and
flew in the face of the advice of all the
medical politicians-Council of B.M.A.,
G.M.S.C., Conference of L.M.C.s, and
Central Committee for Hospital Medical
Services.
The first three of the recommendations

of the G.M.S.C. referred to above, or any
one of them, if passed will result in com-
plete separation of the existing general prac-
titioner political organization from the
B.M.A., which in turn must set up its own
medicopolitical machine for general practice
This will create a headlong battle in which

the only victor will be the Department of
Health and Social Security. Make no mis-
take! Even the second recommendation is
not as generous as it reads. The G.M.S.C.
knows well that acceptance of this is totally
contrary to the principles of the Chambers
Report. The G.M.S.C. wishes to throw
down the gauntlet.
The alternative is not so dreadful. A

Chambers-style G.M.S.C., rather smaller
than the present one, tightly knit into the
B.M.A. organization, and composed of the
same people but getting there by a different
route. A Chambers-style Conference, com-
prising the general medical practitioner
representatives to the Annual Representative
Meeting of the B.M.A. and being part of
the A.R.M. Here again the membership of
this conference would probably overlap the
existing conference by about 80%. The chief
electoral difference would be that, as these
bodies would be fully B.M.A. bodies, they
would be elected by members from mem-
bers.

I therefore advise all members in general
practice to make a point, as soon as possible,
of contacting their L.M.C. member and ad-
vising him of this danger and recommending
that he vote in opposition to the four recom-
mendations outlined. I also recommend all
such members to attend any open meetings
of their L.M.C. for the same purpose. And
finally after 14 February there may be
arranged a plebiscite of all active general
practitioners and again I implore a strong
vote against the recommendations of the
G.M.S.C.-I am, etc.,

DERMOT LYNcH
Feltham, Middlesex

SIR,-The recent decision of the Represent-
ative Body to accept Sir Paul Chambers'
report in principle has raised a number of
questions on the ways in which the interests
of family doctors providing services to the
National Health Service should be best pro-
tected. This decision leaves a number of
matters still undetermined, so that there is
now an opportunity for the reshaping of the
interrelationships of the Local Medical Com-
mittees (and their Conference) and the
B.M.A. to their mutual advantage as well as
to the advantage of the profession as a
whole. We believe that each of these bodies
has a unique and essential part to play in
the defence of the interests of general prac-
titioners. We believe, further, that discussion
on how we may best seize this opportunity
and use it for the benefit of all must take,
as its basis, consideration of the existing ar-
rangements. There appears to be uncertainty
in the minds of some about the constitution
and functions of the L.M.C.s and the
B.M.A., so we attempt a concise appraisal of
the relevant attributes of these organizations
L.M.C.s are bodies set up by statute

which have the responsibility, primarily, to
advise those with whom general practition-
ers are in contract and also to carry out
much of the work of the organization of
general medical services at local level. In
addition they can call meetings of general
practitioners to discuss medicopolitical mat-
ters. The officers of L.M.C.s do not take
part in negotiation as such within the frame-
work of the Industrial Relations Act, nor
do its officers enjoy the privileges and pro-
tection conferred on officers of organizations
registered under the Act.
The B.M.A. is a professional association.
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