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lips, but I would never take part in such a disgusting thing
as kissing the book after all the abominable characters that
appear at a police court or at an assize trial.-I am, etc.,

Dec. 10th. X.Y. Z.

URETHROSCOPIC EXAMINATION.
Sir,-The reading of an account of " The Perfected Urethro-

scope," by Dr. W. K. Otis, of New York, leads me to draw
attention to a very simple means of examining the urethira,
which I have found quite as effective as that by any form of
electric light adaptation I have tried. This consists merely in
the use of an ordinary urethroscope tube, a small aural con-
cave forehead mirror, and a good gaslight (60 candle power).
I am, etc.,

Newcastle, Dec. 7th. WM. ROBERTSON, M.D.

" AMINOL."
SIR,-Under the above heading there appears in the BRITIsHMEDICAL JOURNAL of December 10th an explanation by Dr.Klein. Thatpartof it referringto "Periodate Crystals " does not

concern me, as I have nothing whatever to do with such asubstance. " Aminol," on the contrary, is my affair, and, tomy regret, the reference made to it contains inaccuracies
which, unintentional though they are, as I am convinced,would, if not promptly corrected, do me injury. The experi-ments to which Dr. Klein refers as having been carried out byhim with "aminol," as regards its disinfecting power on
certain microbes, consisted of five separate and consecutiveseries. In the first four series the solution employed was ofthe strength of 1 in 6,000. Amongst the results obtained withthis solution Dr. Klein's report mentions the following:In Series iv: On staphylococcus aureus, which may be taken as themost resistent microbe amongst those associated with surgical and otherexternal disease processes, the aminol solution (1 in 6,000) did produce anNeffect, though a limited one, after two hours already, and after twenty-four hours' exposure destroyed the microbes. In Series i: Aminol solu-tion D (1 in 6,000) kills the bacillus diphtherlae in two hours. This wasconfirmed in Series III.
Now, as to the disinfecting power of the solution containingthe aminol in the strength of 1 in 600, which was employedonly in Series v, I cannot do better than quote Dr. Klein'sown words as follows:
From this series it will be seen, therefore, that the solution used in thesame acted very differently from those used in the former experiments,inasmuch as the staphylococcus aureus, which was not killed heretoforein eight hours was in this instance completely disinfected in that time,and was consiAerably reduced even in one hour. The sporeless bacillusanthracis, bacillus diphtheriae, and streptococcus erysipelatis, are killedin one hour.
From the above it is evident that when Dr. Klein wrote his

explanation he had not at hand either his notes or the printed
copy of his own report, which was published last year withhis full approval.
In conclusion, I would state that there is now ample evi-dence of conspicuous successes in certain disease processesobtained with the solution R., strength 1 in 5,000, which hasfor some time been in the hands of various medical men fortrial.
As to the various degrees of strength required for differentapplications in surgical and medical practice, I propose to beguided entirely by the advice of those members of the pro-fession who are now kindly trying the effects of aminol.-Iam, etc.,
Leadenhall Street, E.C., Dec. 13th. HUGo WOLLHXIM.

MR. TAIT AND THE SCIENTIFIC GRANTS
COMMITTEE.Sn,-My reply to Dr. Schafer must be deferred till afterthe report of the subcommittee appointed to consider thewhole question of the expenditure of the Scientific GrantsCommittee, because I have been served with a resolution fromthe Reference Committee to the effect that they do not con-sider it advisable to discuss matters by correspondence in theBRITIsH MEDICAL JOURNAL which are the subject of suchinquiry. How it comes that Dr. Schafer is allowed to defysuch a reasonable resolution is a question which the ReferenceCommittee will have to answer.

On only one matter let me put Dr. Schaifer right now, forit does not trench on the prohibited ground. He says that atthe one meeting of the Scientific Grants Committee at which I

was present, " the sum of £300 was apportioned for scientific
researches, which Mr. Tait well knew were for the most part
to be prosecuted by experiments on the lower animals." I
knew nothing of the kind, and I am sorry now to learn that so
much of the money of the Association was to be wasted in
such a way. But it would have made no difference if I had.
Dr. Schtifer is quite mistaken if he thinks that the vivisection
question enters into my criticisms of the Scientific Grants
Committee. My desire for reform lies entirely within the
compass of questions that are purely of a business and
financial character, and the outcry carried on in the columns
of the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL against me on the vivisec-
tion question is being used only as a means of prejudging this
much-needed inquiry.-I am, etc.,
Birmingham, Dec. 12th. LAWSON TAIT.
*** The Reference Committee desire us to state that what

Mr. Tait describes as " being served with a resolution " relates
apparently only to a letter, addressed to him from the Refer-
ence Committee, pointing out that certain parts of a commu-
nication forwarded by him for publication in the JOURNAL
discussed matters which were 8ub judice, and the publication
would therefore be contrary to an order of the Committee.
He withdrew those parts of his letter accordingly, and the
remaining portion was published. Professor Schaifer's ob-
servations are comments upon letters from Mr. Tait as pub-
lished in the JOURNAL.

THE TITLE OF "DR."
SIR,-This question is, as one of your correspondents has

well remarked, like the poor-we have it always with us. It
seems to me, however, that with the exercise of a little more
charity, a little less pedantry on the part of some, and a little
practical common sense generally, it might surely be put at
rest. We-I am speaking of general practitioners-are all but
universally styled by the public as doctors, both in describing
our vocation and in ordinary colloquial address, and if a
pedantic diplomate were to point out that he was not strictly
speaking " Dr.,"he would probably be relegated by his listener
to the ranks of unqualified pretenders.
This being the case, why should not general practitioners

be universally styled "Dr.," graduates being distinguished by
the appropriate suffix to their names ? It would go a long
way towards the solution of this difficulty if a large and in-
fluential body like the British Medical Association were to
set the example by addressing all its members as Dr.
or , Esq., M.D., as the case might be. At present
there seems to be no system whatever. I, an ordinary London
diplomate, am addressed by the Association as Dr.; my
friend X., with precisely similar qualifications, as X., Esq.
I believe the opinion of the Association is in favour of what
I have advocated, and I trust that their officials will give
practical effect to that opinion in the way I have suggested.
I am, etc.,
Dec. 3rd. A MEMBER.

THE SPECIFIC GRAVITY OF THE URINE IN CASES
OF DIABETES MELLITUS.

SiR.-The fact that urine reduces Fehling's solution cannot
be considered a trustworthy proof that it contains sugar.
For purposes of life assurance or Government appointments,
it is most important that this fact should be recognised. The
case quoted in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of December
3rd by Dr. Hutson is one in point. The young man referred
to had none of the symptoms of diabetes, and yet he was
refused a medical certificate because his urine reduced
Fehling's solution.

I agree with Dr. Hutson that sugar-testing should always
be carried out, however low the specific gravity of the urine is.
But without the confirmation of the fermentation test,
Fehling's test is valueless. Uric acid, creatinin, anid hip-
puric acid when in excess, produce a small reduction of
Fehling's solution, but glycuronic acid when present (and it
may be present without any seriouspathological trouble) gives
a heavy yellow or red precipitate, just as sugar does.-I
am, etc.,
Dec. 3rd. W. D. HALLIBURTON.
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