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A QUESTION OF PROCEDURE.

SIR,-May I appeal to you to publish the enclosed corre-
spondence, which I endeavoured, without success, to bring
before the last meeting of the Central Council? It was
ruled out of order by the Chairman of Council, and as
matters stand in the Association I fail to see what other
course he could have taken. I am grateful to him for his
courtesy in the matter and for the trouble he has taken,
while I regret being unable to get the advice of my col-
leagues on the Council. With your assistance, however,
I can hope to have the--advantage of placing the corre-
spondence before every Representative.
From the following letters it will be seen that a recom-

mendation of the Finance Inquiry Committee, which is not
included in the committee's report presented at Exeter, is
now issued, and is sent to the Divisions. It does not
appear in the minutes of June 11th, 1907, of the Com-
mittee, and is therefore, I hold, invalid at the present time.
The Chairman of Representatives produces no evidence
that it passed on June 11th beyond the recollections of his
Committee. I do not doubt the accuracy of his recollec-
tions, but I venture to think it a dangerous precedent to
rely upon such evidence in the absennc of the usual
documentary evidence.
The Journal and Finance Committee, and subsequently

the Council in April, expressed an opinion, in ignorance of
this so-called recommendation, but contrary to it, and it
would be interesting to know which of the parties had
before it the more reliable information to enable it to form
an opinion.

I would like to appeal to every Representative to con-
sider carefully whether the Representative Body would
not be wise to content itself with directing the general
policy of the Association, leaving to the C'entral Council-
however it may be elected-the authority to deal with
matters which must be better understood by those who
have the opportunity of meeting frequently in Council
and Committees than by a large body meeting only
annually. It is within the power of the members of the
Association to change the Council every year if such
appears to be necessary, and surely that is a sufficient
safeguard against an unsatisfactory Council. The present
correspondence shows the tendency of the Representative
Body to discuss and dictate on matters largely of detail,
and I trust it will seriously consider whether the present
dual control is not certain to lead to mistakes and even to
disaster.-I am, etc.,
Edinburgh, July 11th. R. McKENZIE JOHNSTON.

2, Drumsheugh Gardens,
Edinburgh,

May 2nd, 1908.
Dear Mr. Owen,-You will remember that at the Journal and

Finance Committee meeting of April 22nd, the question of
submitting advertisements, before insertion, to the Medical
Secretary, was considered (see Minute 39), and that Mr. Kinsey's
motion thereto was lost by 7 to 2.
In the Finance Inquiry Report, published in the SUPPLEMENT,

May 2nd (p. 200), I am much surprised to note that a recom-
mendation on the same subject has been introduced. You will
see that this recommendation has been introduced since the
Report of the Finance Inquiry was before the Council, when its
absence was due, it is now said, to an oversight, the Committee
having adopted it as long ago as June 11th last.

It is somewhat strange that this omission was not referred to
at the Journal and Finance Committee meeting on April 22nd,
and that the publication of the so-called recommendation should
only appear after the rejection of the proposal by our Committee
by a large majority.

I must further point out that on referring to an old copy of
minutes which I have by me, dated June 11th, 1907, I find no
reference whatever to any such recommendation. This seems
to me a matter of considerable moment, and I shall be much
obliged if you will have the official records of what passed at the
meeting of June 11th examined, in order to see whether the
statement which appears in the SUPPLEMENT of May 2nd is
justified or not. If the minutes which I have had the oppor-
tunity of looking at should prove to be the correct record of
what passed, then I think the matter should be brought before
the Council, and the notice submitted to the Divisions should
be immediately amended.

Edmund Owen, Esq.,
Chairman of Council, B.M.A.

Yours sincerely,
R. MCKENZIE JOHNSTON.

Dear Dr. Johnston, May 11th, 1908.
I have examined the minutes of the Finance Inquiry

Committee of June 11th, and I see no reference to the Recomi
mendation to which you direct my attention. I fully accept
that the Recommendation was passed, and lost to sight, but
inasmuch as the minutes of that committee came up for con-
firmation before the next meeting of the committee, with the
Recommendation still absent, the Recommendation has never
been confirmed, and is, therefore, in my opinion, not valid. I
think it is a matter for regret that the Recommendation should
have appeared in the SUPPLEMENT of May 2nd, without having
duly received official sanction, which only the confirmation of
the minutes could have given it.

I have written to this effect to Dr. Macdonald, and have
suggested that his blue pencil should be drawn through it, but
I am not prepared to make any suggestion as to what further
steps (if any) the Coutncil may be inclined to take.
Enclosed is copy of letter I have received from Dr.

Macdonald.
I am, yours very truly,

EDMUND OWEN.
(Enicloyure.)

19, East Street,
Taunton,
May 8th, 1908.

Dear Mr. Owen,-With regard to Dr. McKenzie Johnston's
letter, if I give you a short account of the Finance Inquiry
Committee, I think you will understand the position better.
The Committee was appointed by the Representative Meeting,

and its instruction was to report to the Divisions and to the
Representatives. The Report was presented to the Representa-
tive Meeting at Exeter, but as it had not been before the
Divisions the Meeting did not technically pass resolutions-
that is, such as the Council must either accept or take a,
Referendum on them. Some of the resolutions, however, were
found to be so purely executive, that the Meeting simply
approved of them and sent them on to the Council, leaving it
a free hand to do as it pleased with them. The other resolu-
tions which contained any matters other than executive were
referred to the Divisions for consideration.
The resolution referred to by Dr. M. Johnston by a slip which

is explained in the correspondence I enclose, was not before the
Representative Meeting, and the question of issuing it was
carefully considered. As it seemed an important item of the
Report, and as the instruction was to issue the Report to the
Divisions, the Committee decided it ought to be issued, but
separated from the resolutions which had been before the
Representative Meeting.
As I was the only member of the Committee who is a member

of the Journal and Finance Committee, I was the only one who
could have known of the Journal and Finance Committee's
resolution and could be influenced by it. You will see by the
correspondence that I had made my decision before the Journal
and Finance Committee met, and although the Report was not
issued till after that Meeting, the thought never crossed my
mind of the one having any bearing on the other until I read
Dr. McKenzie Johnston's letter. Let me put the points before
you concisely:

1. The Committee was instructed to issue its Report to the
Divisions.

2. The resolution in question was a part of the Report, though
left out in the copy before the Representative 3Zeting.

3. The Committee was specially consulted as to its issue.
4. The Committee (except myself) could not have known of

the Journal and Finance Committee resolution. I had
given my decision before the Journal and Finanee
Committee met.

As a matter of fact the issue of the report in that particular
number of the JOURNAL was materially affected by the
convenience of the JOURNAL which had a light supplement
for that number.

I hope this statement will enable you to satisfy Dr. McKenzie
Johnston of our good faith in this matter.

'Yours truly,
J. A. MACDONALD.

2, Drumsheugh Gardenr,
Edinburgh,

May 13th, 1908.
Dear Mr. Owen,-Many thanks for your kind letter of the

11th inst., and for enclosing Dr. Macdonald's letter of the
8th inst.

I fully and unreservedly accept Dr. Macdonald's statement,
and have no doubt that his recollection of what passed at the
Committee meeting of June 11th-eleven months ago-is per-
fectly accurate. At the same time I cannot agree that his
Committee has acted properly in bringing forward a recom-
mendation in the way that they have done. If you refer to the
SUPPLEMENT of May 2nd, you get the impression that a recom-
mendation, legaVly passed and confirmed, was accidentally
omitted when the other recommendations were being collated.
While the fact is that the minutes bear no reference to it at all,
and many months have passed before the omission is discovered.
I may point out that the minutes of the Finance Inquiry Comrn
mittee were never before the Council, but their recommenda-
tions were considered by the Council months ago without any
reference to this belated recommendation being made.
Under these circumstances, I hold the Finance Inquiry Com-

mittee had no right to place this before the Divisions as a
recommendation. The question itself is, they say, one of
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importance. In this I agree, but when it does come up for
consideration it will, I hope, be decided on its merits and not on
the ipse dixit of the Finance Inquiry Committee. It will be
interesting to know what evidence was before the Committee
as to the necessity for the change they propose, or as to its
bearing on the business arrangements. Every reputable
journal must be prepared to lose something by refusing, as we
do, to accept undesirable advertisements, but at least this
should be done so as to cause the least possible disturbance to
our business arrangements. The legitimate interests of the
profession can be perfectly safeguarded under our present
arrangements,. but to take a portion of journal business out of
the hands of our expert adviser and hand it over to a non-
business man is a proposal which could only be approved by
those who agree with the apparent view of the Finance Inquiry
Committee, which seems to be that the Association is to be
above all the ordinary rules which guide a properly-conducted
business.
The fact that the Council recently expressed an opinion in

opposition to a motion bearing a close resemblance to the
recommendation referred to, gives an excellent example of the
(lifficulties which must arise when two independent bodies, the
Council and the Representatives, work on parallel lines but with
(lifferent information before them. I could give another excel-
lent example of the effects of the present dual control, but
I have already taken up too much of your time.

It is for the Council to decide whether anything should be
(lone with reference to the matter to whicll I have drawn your
attention, and I therefore think this correspondence should be
placed before them or sent to the JOURNAL, as you may decide.

Yours sincerely,
R. MCKENZIE JOHNSTON.

Edmund Owen, Esq.,
Chairman of Council, B.M.A.

June 22nd, 1908.
In a letter written by direction of the Chairman of

Council I was informed that after careful consideration
he had decided that he cannot allow the correspondence
to go to the Council, because as the Finance Inquiry Com-
mittee was appointed by and reports to the Representative
Meeting, the Council has no jurisdiction as to any of its
resolutions.

[R. McK. J.]
THE PRETENSIONS OF BONESETTERS.

SIR,-I trust you will pardon me for trespassing on your
-valuable time, but I think it is only right that the atten-
tion of the profession should be called to such gross mis-
representation of facts as that to which I am about to
refer, and some means adopted whereby professional credit
should be preserved and the public saved from such
perversion of facts.
What I allude to is a short account of the work per-

formed by Mr. Barker, the well-known bonesetter, of 12A,
Park Lane, which appeared in the Sketch of the 8th inst.,
where, at page 426, it is stated that a soldier who was dis-
charged from Netley Hospital as hopelessly incurable,
suffering from a " dislocation of two or three vertebral
bones with consequent paralysis," was actually cured by
the manipulations of this gentleman and walked out of
his room, thus regaining the power of his limbs there
-and then.
As it is a well-known fact that there cannot be a disloca-

tion of the integral parts of the spinal column without at
-the same time a fracture, and that in the replacing of such,
were it possible, further damage is likely to occur to the
cord, it is impossible to conceive how any manipulations
on Mr. Barker's part could have at once freed the injured
cord from pressure; but even though the cord had been
-freed from pressure by a replacement of the dislocated
parts of the bony column, the effects upon the cord of the
prolonged pressure could not possibly pass off at once, as
described in the article referred to, but some considerable
time would require to elapse before the elements of the
cord could regain their functional activity and such an
amount of nervous energy be re-established in the limbs
as to admit of the patient walking without support.

It has been my unique experience to see probably more
back injuries and spinal cases in the last seven years than
falls to the lot of most men, and at this present moment I
suppose I can number about 20 cases of fractured and
dislocated spines under my immediate observation.

It is therefore impossibTe to conceive of a case such as
described in the Sketch, that is, if the man really suffered
from the exact injury as therein described. It is a pity
that such misleading accounts should go forth to the public
unchallenged, and therefore I judged that to call your
attention thereto as the Editor of our leading medical

journal might bring about a minute investigation into the
truth of this particular case.-I am, etc.,

WM. BROWN MOIR, M.D.
The Scottish Mine Owners' Defence and Mutual Insurance

Association, Limited, 53, Bothwell Street, Glasgow.
July 14th.

The subject of bonesetting, with special reference to
the gentleman mentioned by Dr. Brown Moir, was fully
dealt with in a series of articles which appeared in the
BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of November 10th, November
24th, 1906, December 1st, December 8th, and December
22nd, 1906, and January 5th, 1907.

THE SOCIALIZATION OF MEDICINE.
SIR,-Your leading article of June 13th, " The Socializa-

tion of Medicine," opens questions of supreme importance
to general practitioners, and indeed to the whole medical
world.

General theories of Collectivism versus Individualism
apart, permit me space to state the merits of a public
medical service as against a private fee system, from the
point of view of a general practitioner of many years'
experience.
As a young man, just entering on my career, I often

heard the expression used, "Yours is a noble profession."
So I thought it; and so, at heart, I think it still; yet, many
a time has the " seamy side" of practice obtruded itself as
if to contradict the aphorism.

I know it would be idle to complain of the existence of a
" seamy side." All callings have it, and it would not be
well for us that our profession should be wholly exempted
from it. And yet I contend that there are elements in it
from which we might be delivered with signal advantage
to us and the world at large.
One element or factor in this "seamy side" is com-

mercialism. The sending out of bills with all the
attendant miseries is a subfactor from which all but the
general practitioner are happily exempt, and on which,
I need not dilate. Yet it is a reality with which we, the
rank and file of the profession, are only too familiar. Every
general practitioner makes bad debts; generally, I think,
in proportion to his good nature and his absence of a
commercial instinct.
But this matter of bills is only, as I call it, a subfactor

in commercialism.
The necessity of " getting 'a living" conduces on the one

hand to contract practice, and on the other to very small
cash surgeries.
There is another aspect of commercialism which is

practically universal.
Every man's " stock-in-trade" in the profession consists

in his reputationl. I am not alluding to the well-deserved
reputation based on supreme capacity attained by the few,
but that less stable reputation founded on an imperfectly-
informed public estimate. This is largely dependent upon
gossip over teacitps. Yet upon this kind of reputation a
man -is dependent for his economic or commercial posi-
tion. Who has not heard of such reputations suffering
irretrievable disaster from untrue reports'?
But apart from these extreme cases, we know that

popular estimates, whether good or bad, are often based,
not upon absolute moral or professional qualities, but upon
what impresses the popular fancy.

All these are instances of commercialism, which is the
bane of the profession. The informing motive which con-
stitutes the nobility of the profession, that is to say, the
desire to do honest work to reiuce human suffering and to
save life, on the lines- of the knowledge gained in the
course of ages, is hampered on every hand by less worthy
inducements to gain a livelihood or to win a competence or
a fortune.

I know that I am indicating a high, and as human nature
is at present constituted a hardly attainable, ideal. There
must be other stimuli to effort. Yet I would plead for the
elimination of the less worthy ones.

Supposing, now, that all qualified persons had to be
members of a State medical service. There would be
different grades, according to age and achievement. There
would also be departments, according to individual taste.
Let us see how this would work in practice. First of all,

how would it affect the good old relations of the family and
the " family doctor," for which I have the greatest respect?
Well, it would hardlly affect them at all. So long as a
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