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Physicians, surgeons, and general practitioners are all
more or less feeling the pinch. One's patients candidly
say that they often think twice before sending owing to
having made little, and in many cases no, profits in
business for some years.
As ageneral practitioner(and onewho nowprescribes only)

of a quarter of a century, I have watched with horror the
enormous growth of what I may term proprietary articles.
The enterprising firms of chemists have put before Us
drugs of every variety in tempting forms, and I regret to
say that a large number of the profession are gradually
giving up prescribing, as our seniors used to do, from the
British Pharmacopoeia, and for simplicity's sake are
advising the use of these new forms of drugs.
What is the result? I am sorry to say it is disaster far

greater than the profession realize. Many chemists of
good standing have told me that we are absolute fools to
ourselves for prescribing in such a manner, because the
public are gradually being educated to the names of these
articles, and not only go to the chemist and ask for them,
but advise their friends and relations to use them.
Nowadays you find on inquiry that many of your

patients are taking cascara tabloids, Blaud's pills, or
palatinoids, or aspirin cachets, or one of the thousand new
forms.

If we had been wise and foreseen this and taken care
not to prescribe so many of these modern forms the
public would not have got hold of these names and been
able to order them for themselves, then I feel sure we
should not have had such an enormous decrease in the
amount of work.
Take the word "aspirin": it is an attractive name and

easily remembered, and to-day thousands are taking it
without a doctor's prescription. If we had always pre-
scribed it as " acidi salicylici acetici," very few would have
remembered the name; the same applies to hundreds of
others.
The fault lies with medical men themselves; they will

not take the trouble to write a proper prescription, and
I regret to say that many men of the present day, owing
to inexperience in the art of mixing medicines, are not
so capable of writing a decent prescription as they ought
to be. I hold a man has no right to prescribe generally
until he has had at least a year and a half to two years'
experience in dispensing.-I am, etc.,
Edgbaston, Oct. 16th. G. H. MOUNSEY, M.B.Edin.

HOSPITALS AND GENERAL PRACTITIONERS.
SIR,-It is a very common practice for the managers of

large firms to send their men, while still under treatment
by their own medical attendant, to the hospital for
" further advice," thus depriving the general practitioner
of his patient and a consultant of his fee.
A few months ago a workman in a good position as such

consulted me for dyspepsia. On examining the abdomen
I detected a tumour connected with the omentum. T told'
him operation was the only correct treatment, and
advised him to go to a hospital. As the man had a
preference for St. George's Hospital he went there, taking
with him a letter from me stating my diagnosis. He was
successfully bperated upon by Mr. English, and quite
recovered his health.
A fortnight ago, having been poisoned by veal pie, he

again came under my care. After a week's treatment, and
though doing well, his employer advised him to go back to
St. George's. The man went, not wishing--as he expressed
it-to offend his master. At the hospital he saw Dr. I

stated his case, including the fact (so he says) that he was
under my treatment. 'Nevertheless, Dr. prescribed
for him, and the man received medicine.

Is this fair to the general practitioner,? It is one of
many instances of hospital interference with my patients.
-I am, etc.,
London, W., Oct. 9th. J. BATTESON.

THE ORGANIZATION OF BRANCHES AND
DIVISIONS.

SIR,-It is of course obvious that in no sense is this letter
official, though it is owing to my official position as senior
secretary of the largest Branch of the Association that I
find myself able to write it.
That I may make my letter as short as possible, I will

at once state briefly its object, leaving arguments to be
developed if necessary; my proposition then, put briefly,

is the transposition of the Division and Branch functions,
as laid down by Sir Victor Horsley, and runs as follows:
That the Divisions do undertake the social and pro-

fessional aspects of our Association's work, leaving to the
Branches and the Central Council the business aspects
of it.

I trust, Sir, you will allow me space to give some of my
reasons for my proposal. During the week that the
Representatives were in town for business, I came a good
deal in conta-et with a large number of them, and had
several conversations with some of the more prominent
members of the Representative Meeting; I was also in the
chair at the dinner and meeting of secretaries, and I fognd
that there was a great body of opinion (not unanimous at
all) in favour of my fundamental idea, which runs some-
what as follows-that as a rule when business only is to be
discussed a Division meeting is apt to be poorly attended,
and hence one man with a friend or two is able to exert
more influence than (it may be) his proposition deserves,
and especially so as each man in the meeting represents
only himself and his own feelings, and hence has rather a
natural tendency to feel that he is possibly a bit selfish in
urging his own particular views against what seems to be
a large majority expressing another view; he may too feel
rather shy at leading, an opposition. When, on the other
hand, he represents his Division or some considerable
section of it on a Branch Council, no such doubts and
fears of a personal character assail him, and he will fear-
lessly tackle an opposing majority with a full sense of the
responsibility he has taken on himself.
To this general view, " that in a Branch Council any

subject has a better chance of being genuinely discussed
from all sides rather than being accepted at once as the
view of a (possibly spurious) majority," I found very little
serious objection, but of course were the proposal carried
into effect the Divisions must have an increased repre-
sentation on the Branch Council, which would then
become as a natural sequence a local Representative
Meeting. The details of such representation, to make it
fair, would be a matter of discussion were my fundamental
idea carried out.
One strong argument in its favour seems to me that the

business of the Association would be all of it semi-
digested in the Branch Councils, and some of it absorbed
(to continue the simile) as food for the body politic, thus
leaving only an easily manageable agenda paper for the
Representative Meeting of the Association in the place of
what I think everyone must admit is at present a huge
mass of crude material, which only chairmen like Sir
Victor Horsley and Dr. Macdonald can deal with, and that
only by very great exertion and trouble.

If my proposal were carried, it would naturally lead to
a modification in two bodies, namely, the Representative
Meeting and the Central Council, and the laws% would
require to be altered to meet the modification. The modi-
fications amount to this: that the Representative Meeting
should consist, not as at present, of a Representative from
each Division, but a certain number of Representatives
from each Branch Council, the number being proportioned
as fairly as possible to the number of individuals in the
Divisions of the Branch. The Council might then be
elected by the Representative Meeting as to (say) one-half,
and the other half be co-opted. The number of Representa-
tives would 'be thus cut down by perhaps one-half without
any Divigion feeling that it was not represented. The work
being already better arranged, and only about half as
many men to talk about it, the Representative Meeting
might get through it in more reasonable time than at
present.

I feel, Sir, that my letter has gone to an inordinate
length, though I seem to have only touched the fringe
of my arguments, but I hope it will lead to a discussion
on the subject, and I shall be pleased to try to answer
any criticisms of my suggested plan.-I am, etc.,
London, W., Sept. 28th. FRED. J. SMITH.

RECENT SENATORIAL ELECTION, UNIVERSITY
OF LONDON.

SIR,-As one of those who, although a London teacher,
nominated Dr. E. G. G. Little, and took an active part in
his return, I rejoice at the result. It should stay the
iconoclastic tendencies of those in authority at the
London University, for the changes initiated in the curri-
cula for degrees in medicine and suigery have without
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doubt been the outcome of panic induced by the falling off
of students of medicine in the metropolis. Now all legis-
lation consequent upon panic is dangerous, and the danger
in this instance is intensified on reading the report of the
Standing Committee of Convocation on these changes.
Our University has won and kept its high position in
the medical world by the general and scientific train-
ing of its graduates, as well as by their professional
knowledge. Under the new r6gime, by the introduc-
tion of numerous by-paths to admission, the general
education and scientific training are reduced to a value-
less minimum, and even the medical examinations can
be taken piecemeal-that is, subject by subject. By
catering for quantity at the expense of quality, our
University, I feel sure, will not attract, as some think,
those students who now naturally gravitate to the pro-
vincial universities, but will lose its present popularity
and undermine its very foundation. Decentralization in
medical education, with the ever-increasing facilities for
scientific and clinical training which the provincial schools
afford, has come to stay. If the London University degree
is to be esteemed in the future as it has been in the
past, it can only be by maintaining unimpaired its high
standard of general and scientific training and its high
examinational tests.-I am, etc.,
London, W., Oct. 11th. ERNEST W. WHITE.

THE MEDICAL COUNCIL AND ITS PRESIDENT'S
ADDRESS.

SIR,-In thirteen columns of the most graceful, rippling
prose, of which he is a past master, the President of the
General Medical Council has given Victoria University
and your readers an account of the development and func-
tions of that body.
Such a pronouncement is much to be welcomed, for the

number of those who have hazy notions about the General
Medical Council and its work is large.

I fancy, however, that, after its perusal, the conclusion
to which most readers will come is that the General
Medical Council is a very impotent body, and that there
is no evidence to show that it has ever tried (by
endeavouring to obtain increased powers) to be anything'
else.
The duties, it seems, are chiefly two-educational and

registrative (the latter including judicial). With regard
to the former, the Council is by no means autocratic, for
the Privy Council can veto any of its recommendations,
and the Corporations can openly defy it. With respect to
the latter, it is absolutely despotic, for it can strike any
one off the Register without appeal. But, even with this
despotic power, the authority of the General Medical
Council is more apparent than real, for it seems quite
unable to enforce its own decrees.
At least one ingenious victim has quite outwitted the

august body by inventing a non-registrable but very effec-
tive qualification of his own, with apparently gratifying
results. This may be new to the Council. If so, it is as
well that it should realize at once that its decisions are
not as effective as it has imagined, and that the sequels
strike outsiders as a most appropriate, but not surprising,
Gilbertian result of a fifty-eight years' more or less
somnolent and inefficient existence.
The fact is, the constitution of the General Medical

Council is fundamentally vicious. Many of us hope that
the time is coming when it will cease to be mostly com-
posed of delegates from shortsighted and selfish Corpora-
tions, and will consist of members elected by the votes of
all those on the Medical Register. Then, real progress will
be possible, and the Unity of the Medical Profession nearer
fulfilment.-I am, etc.,
London, W., Oct. 15th. HERBERT SIEVEKING.

THE DECLINE IN THE BIRTH-RATE.
SIR,-I think Dr. Pattin overestimates the effect of

hypernutrition on the declining birth-rate. I deny that
women are potentially less fertile than formerly. As a
matter of fact, owing to her superior physique, the
middle-class woman of the present day is as well or
better fitted to bear children than her mother or
grandmother were. But nowadays the modern middle-
class woman looks on pregnancy as the greatest
misfortune that can befall her. From my experience as
a general practitioner I have no hesitation in saying that

90 per cent. of young married couples of the comfortably-
off classes use preventives. This is quite enough to
account for the declining birth-rate without looking round
for other causes.-I am, etc.,
Boscombe, Oct. 14th. ARTHUR W. THOMAS, M.D.

LARVAE IN THE INTESTINE.
SIR,-In the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of July 14th

I read with interest an article by Dr. Cattle with regard
to a patient of his who complained of a "nest of insects " in
his inside, and that he felt them crawling about. Some
years ago I had two patients in one family suffering in
a similar manner, mother and child. The mother
brought me some strange-looking insects, with rounded,
hard, hairy backs, dark brown in colour, with black eyes,
extremely repulsive-looking, which ran about quickly.
A very large number had been passed. I gave them
santonin and purged them, and they were soon quite
well.
Out here in New Zealand the botfly is extremely

common, and I remember wondering at the time whether
the botfly was the cause of them. I have never seen or
heard of a similar case.

It is common enough in the stomach of the horse to
find the mucous membrane so closely set with the larvae
that no particle of mucous membrane is visible, and yet
the animal may present no symptoms and be in perfect
health till its death.
Were these armadillo-looking insects due to bots ?-and

what is their life-history ?-I am, etc.,
Timaru, N.Z., August 26th. H. V. DREW, F.R.C.S.

THE METROPOLITAN HOSPITAL SUNDAY FUND.
SIR,-The memorandum on this subject by the Metro-

politan Counties Branch, published in the SUPPLEMENT of
October 13th, is undoubtedly an able one, but I regret to see
that it omits all mention of two of the points mentioned
in your annotation of August 11th, which seem to me
strong reasons why a Royal Charter should not be granted
to the petitioners, the first being that to have three funds
-one collecting on a Sunday, another on a Saturday, and
the third throughout the year: the Hospital Sunday,
Hospital Saturday, and the King Edward's Hospital Fund
-for London is mere wastefulness; and the second being
that of the three funds it is certainly not the best, but
has the special defect of aiding and abetting the system
of hospital subscribers' letters, one of the most fruitful
sources of hospital abuse, from which the King Edward's
Fund is entirely free. I trust that in any representations
made to the Privy Council on behalf of our Association
thes'e two points will be prominently put forward.-I
am, etc.,
London, N., Oct. 13th. H. NELSON HARDY.

ANTIVACCINISTS' TACTICS.
SIR,-In reply to the letter you publish from the editor

of the Cleveland Medical Journal, may I be permitted to
explain that the booklet of Notable Debates, etc., for which
he granted permission to reprint in toto, is not yet printed.
When it is, Mr. Carter's conditions will certainly not be
intentionally disregarded.
The rescripts of which he expresses disapproval are

merely excerpts from other journals, such as the Vaccina-
tion Inquirer, and it was a hypersensitive desire to regard
his wishes that finally induced me to attach the special
appendix to the booklet of Professional Opinions.-I am, etc.,
Stone, Staffs., Oct. 16th. WILLIAM J. FURNIVAL.

WEST SOMERSET MEDICAL DINNER.-The seventh annual
dinner for medical men residing in West Somerset, will be
held at the London Hotel, Taunton, on Friday, October
26th, at 6.30 for 7.0 p.m., Dr. R. Liddon Meade-King in the
chair.
A PROVINCIAL sessional meeting of the Royal Sanitary

Institute will be held at the Royal Pavilion, Brighton, on
Saturday, October 27th, when a discussion on the co-ordina-
tion of measures against tuberculosis will be opened by Sir
William H. Broadbent, Bart. The chair will be taken at
11 a.m. by Colonel J. Lane Notter, M.D., R.A.M.C., the
Chairman of Council of the Institute. Dr. Newsholme,
M.O.H. Brighton, will give a short account of local arrange-
ments for the notification of phthisis and the sanatorium
training and treatment of patients.
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