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THE UNIVERSITY OF DURHAM AND THE M.D.
DEGREE.

SIR,-The discussion that has from time to time taken place in your
columns as to the title " Dr.", and the demand there is amongst men
already in practice for some way to gain undisputed right to the use of
that title, has so far led to no practical result,

I am one of the many who suffer under what is to me an unfortunate
disability in this matter. Unable to spend time and money during my
student career for the attainment of a degree at the London University,
and, being a student at a London school, shut out from the Scotch
Universities, after some years of practice, I find that the M. D. would
be of considerable service to me, and I am ambitious to wear an honour.
able degree. The disability is here: I must either wait till forty (ten
years), 'or perhaps till fifty, for the chance of being one of ten at an
University across the border, or pay a visit in ten years to the Uni-
versity of Durham, or take a journey to the Continent ; in this last
case, not being able to register my degree. At thirty, I am busily em-
ployed, and should have to scheme much to do systematic reading for
an examination; and, by the time I am forty years of age, spare
moments will be few, and my opportunities for cultivating the kind of
practice I seek have greatly lessened, perhaps have gone. I have de-
bated a visit to the Continent, but would cheerfully wait if there were
any hope, at an early period, of the Universities of England coming to
our help. I would venture a suggestion towards the removal of this
disability. The University of Durham has already opened its doors to
qualified practitioners, of fifteen years' standing and of the age of forty.
The standard of examination seems a good one, and the degree one that
might be worn with honour; but the concession does not go far enough.
Cannot the University, without in any way deteriorating from the
quality of the degree, throw it open to all medical men of eight or ten
years' standing, after the fashion of the modified examination for the
Fellowship of the Royal College of Surgeons? It would be a stimulus
to work also to have, in connection with the examination, a pass-list
and an honours-list ; and it would be well to make some reduction in
the fee, which, in the case of many with growing families and growing
expenses, is at present almost prohibitive. Such alterations would
enhance the value of the degree and increase the number of applicants.
A move of this kind, on the part of the University of Durham, would
confer a boon on many aspiring practitioners; it would tend to the
increase of knowledge, by holding out a reward just at the time when
the mind is most vigorous and practice is being shaped; and would
most certainly not be unfair to men who earned perhaps a better de-
gree, so far as extent of book learning is concerned, but with less
matured mind and judgment.

I hope that this suggestion will gain the attention of those able to
help.-I am, yours truly, M. R. C. P.

April 5th, i878.

THE COUNCIL OF THE ROYAL COLLEGE OF
SURGEONS OF ENGLAND.

SIt,-Will you read the enclosed copy of correspondence relative
to the coming election of the Council of the College, and give it space
in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, with any remarks you may think
right ?-Yours sincerely, GEORGE POLLOCK.

36, Grosvenor Street, W., April iIth, x878.
Copy of Letter to Mr. Poilock.

"Edinburgh Chambers, 12, King Street, Manchester.
"Dear Sir,-There is a strong desire on the part of many distin-

guished Fellows of the College of Surgeons to see Mr. Lund elected to
the forthcoming vacancy in the Council of the College as a representa-
tive of Provincial Fellows. He has for many years occupied a pro-
minent, and of late a foremost, place among surgeons in Manchester,
and for more than a quarter of a century has been actively engaged in
kcturing and hospital work. His position in the scientific world, and
his many and valuable contributions to surgical literature, are too well
known to need mention by me.-Sincerely hoping you may be induced
to sign the enclosed memorial, I am, my dear Sir, yours truly,

"April 5th, I871." "S. MESSENGER BRADLEY.
[Here followed a copy of the requisition to Mr. Lund, which was pub-

lished in last week's JOURNAL.]
Co,py of Mr. Polock's Letter to Mr. Bradley.

"35, Grosvenor Street, W., April i ith, I878.
"'Dear Sir,-I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your circular rela-

tive to the election of Mr. Lund to the Council of the College of Sur-
geous. In reply, will you allow nre to say that I have always steadily
refused to be nominated for the C. un^il, as I consider the ' certificate

of character' required by the Charter, and the usual canvassing that
takes place prior to the elections to the Council, derogatory to the
profession ? The College of Physicians does not require or permit any-
thing in the shape of the former, and would condemn, if not punish,
anytbing approaching the latter.

" The canvassing that has been permitted and undertaken by some
of the candidates for seQM in the Council is really a disgrce to the
Fellowship.

"Entertaining the feelings I do, you will understand my objection to
signing any paper in reference to the coming election in behalf of any
candidate. No one will be more pleased to see Mr. Lund a member
of the Council than myself. I have the highest opinion of his work
and worth as a surgeon. But, in my opinion, whatever that may be
worth, his election should not be dimmed by private or public solicita-
tion of votes.
" I think this subject one of so much importance, that I have en-

closed copies of the correspondence to the medical journals.-Believe
me, yours faithfully, GEORGE POLLOCK.
" S. Messenger Bradley, Esq."

THE CIRCULAR OF THE MEDICAL REFORM
COMMITTEE.

SIR,-It is very fortunate for me, as having to receive, read, and
collate the answers to the circular issued by the Medical Reform Com-
mittee, that all who receive it do not reply at such great length as
Dr. Gairdner, and do not consider it necessary to drag the career of
the late Emperor of the French or equally irrelevant affairs into the
arena.

Dr. Gairdner gives us his opinions about the late Emperor in a very
offhand manner, and dismisses with a sneer the one ruler of France
who, while proving himself the fast friend of England, raised the ma-
terial prosperity of his country to such an unexampled pitch that, not-
withstanding the extortionate exactions of Germany after her crushing
defeat, France still remains one of the great powers of Europe,
equally prepared with England itself for every eventuality.

Dr. Gairdner may or may not be aware that many of the wisest heads
in Europe believe that France was saved from the Red Republic and
Communism by the plIbi.scite which made the so-styled " Man of Sedan"
the arbiter of the destinies of his country during a period of twenty
years, and the founder of Italian unity.

I demur, however, in toto to Dr. Gairdner's attempt to place the
members of the medical profession of the United Kingdom on a level
with the ignorant peasantry and wild town-population of France.
There is nothing in common between them but that instinct which,
having guided the French to save their country from anarchy, will, I
hope, also guide the profession in this country to bring something
like order out of the conflict of interests and of disorder in which some
of the licensing corporations have so long kept us.
The question of medical reform is not new to the Association. You,

sir, have clearly shown, in your article in the JOURNAL of the 13th
instant, that, but for the action of the Association, there would have
been no Medical Act of I858. The principles advocated by the
Committee were advocated by the Association before the passing of
that Act; they have been repeatedly approved and laid down since;
they are included in the drafted Bill of the Association.
The Medical Reform Committee in the present day follows the ex-

ample of the Medical Reform Committee in existence before I858 in
suggesting and printing a form of petition for the use of those, but of
those only, who agree with the Committee. There seems no proba-
bility of Dr. Gairdner being beguiled into adopting it. Further, in issu-
ing the circular the Committee had truly only one object. They desired
to ascertain, as far as in them lay, the desire of the profession on the
two points mooted, and for that reason did not confine it to the mem-
bers of the Association. No better mode of proceeding could well be
devised. ;

Well, the circular was cast forth. Dr. Gairdner replies, as he states,
as 1-20,000th part of the profession. If the remaining I9,999 are to
answer at equal length, my work becomes simply impossible. Dr.
Gairdner has not made me a direct return; but, from his letter, I
presume I am right in recording him thus.

I. Are you of opinion that the medical profession should be directly
represented in the General Medical Council ? Answer: Yes;, but do
not see how. Ergo, doubtful.

2. Are you, of opinion that the establishment of a conjoint board
for the granting of licences to practise all branches of the profession
should be made compulsory in each of the three divisions of the king-
dom? Answer: Certainly not.
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