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But while Dr. Murray sees his political duty to be fostering
State control of the profession and building up the "Socialist
Medical Association," my own conception of the most urgent
need, both in the profession and nationally, is a strong move-
ment. to defend our shrinking and seriously menaced liberty.

If I dislike the S.M.A., I should equally dislike a Conserva-
tive or Liberal M.A. Nor should I find comfort in Common
Wealth or the I.L.P. All our existing political parties appear
at present to be united both in their hatred of liberty and in
their approval of State control of medicine. The Liberal Party
used to claim to be the champions of individual liberty and
the opponents of State control. But what was the label of the
great prophet of the servile State when he was recently returned
as M.P. for Berwick?

Doctors are to give up their own premises and work in
welfare centres. They are liable to be sent wherever the State
decrees, whether they like it or not. Men who prefer the city
will go to the country, and vice versa. The State will own the
wretches, lock, stock, and barrel. The Prime Minister, who
is so busy winning the war, has nevertheless time to introduce
measures for enslaving the medical profession. He should
remember that his Government owes its existence solely to the
need for prosecuting the war, and but for that need he would
not be Prime Minister at all. He and his Government have
no right to meddle with controversial domestic legislation. He
did, in fact, give a pledge to introduce no controversial
measures. But it appears that one must be polite and not
annoy him with reminders about his promise. Certainly no
,one bothers to do this.

We are to be under the thumb of frequently changing
Ministers of Health, whose interest in " health " is likely to be
fleeting and temporary, since during their sojourn in that
Ministry the r minds will be preoccupied with hopes of
"higher " office. In France four years ago a crisis proved that
both the political system and most of the parties were rotten.
That country has found new life in a movement called " Fighting
France." Couldn't we have a " Fighting Medical Movement,"
or something of the kind?--I am, etc.,

London, S.E.14. ALLAN A. MACDOUGALL.

SIR,-Your editorial reply to Dr. Stark Murray's letter
(Joutrnial, Oct. 21) takes up an impossible attitude on the
question of medical affairs and politics. If politics mean
anything to a man they must influence his actions in all his
spheres of activity-professional or otherwise. All the doctors
who take part in discussions on the White Paper do so from
a political point of view-from that of their party, if they
belong to one; if not, from that of the party for which they
would vote at an election. The White Paper is a political
subject and cannot be divorced from politics. A doctor, no
more than any other man, cannot be expected not to apply
his general political philosophy to matters concerning his own
profession. If he did so he would rightly be accused of
insincerity. Perhaps there is no "Conservative Medical Asso-
ciation" because the British Medical Association already fills
the need. To judge from discussions on the White Paper in
which I have taken part, or which I have read, there is a
preponderance of'Conservative opinion among my professional
brethren. It is common knowledge that an idea is held to
be non-political by Conservatives when it is in accordance with
the general policy and outlook of the party. Surely we need
not be ashamed of "political" discussion even if it runs on,
broadly, party lines, because "politics" are the expression in
external affairs of the fundamentals of our philosophy of life.
-I am, etc.,
Kingswood, Bristol. N. S. B. VINTER.

SIR,-Having read your article on the S.M.A. and Dr.
S. Smith, and your subsequent reply to Dr. Murray, I feel
I still need some clarification on the question of medical men
and political organizations.
Members of the S.M.A., so far as I understand, believe that

d-octors would work best, and the public would have the best
medical service, under Socialism. In so far as they have this
point of view they are entitled, as any ordinary group of
citizens, to form an association and try to bring other medical
men to their point of view. Now, the White Paper is by no

means Socialism or even an appreciable advance towards it,
but the S.M.A., together with the majority of the profession,
unfortunately not so vocal, accept the principles of the White
Paper because it is the basis for discussion for an advance
upon the present medical services. In advocating this point
of view the S.M.A. is not grinding any political axe; it feels,
as an association of progressive doctors, it should support any
policy which would improve the British health services. I
cannot see how this can have anything but a good effect on
the B.M.A., for it would strengthen the public's confidence
in doctors. I have yet to hear of members of the S.M.A.,
either as a group or as individuals, disrupting the B.M.A. or
lowering the status of doctors in the eyes of the public. The
members of the S.M.A. who have been able to devote a
considerable amount of time in the organizations of the B.M.A.
have proved themselves loyal and true members of the B.M.A.
How, in these circumstances, the S.M.A. can be charged with
being even remotely responsible for the M.P.A. it is difficult
to conceive. It was precisely this official attitude in Europe
before the war, of putting the blame for developing reaction
on the mere existence of progressive bodies, that fostered
reaction which eventually destroyed the official bodies.-
I am, etc.,

Princes Risborough, Bucks. S. LEFF.

SIR,-It is reasonable to suppose that doctors, who see so
much that is grim and distressing in the daily life of the
community, could make a sympathetic contribution to the
nation's plans for the betterment of social conditions. There
must be many medical men and women who would be keenly
interested in the consideration of social problems, but who
shy away from politics in the familiar use of the term. It
implies no derogation from loyalty to the main professional
society that some, who would otherwise take little or no share
in public affairs, should find an opportunity to apply their
special knowledge and experience in company with their
medical colleagues who share the same ideas.

It seems harsh that doctors should be criticized in their
official journal for participating in an organization whose aim
it is to promote a leg:timate social and political policy so long
as that policy is in accordance with democratic principles.
It is surprising that the Jourtnal should adopt so didactic an
attitude on this matter, especially in view of the almost
unanimous vote concerning the safeguarding of the full political
rights of doctors under the proposed National Health Service.
-I am, etc.,

St. Annes-on-Sea. JOSEPH PARNESS.

SIR,-Dr. Frederick Dillon (Oct. 28, p. 576) appears to have
joined the ranks of the eulogists of the scientific method as a
panacea for our ills, and he appears to consider this much-
vaunted nostrum as " the only possible basis for an ordered
life, individual or national." But most of us desire an orderly.
not an ordered, life; in fact, we thought that this war was
being fought to preserve us from an ordered one.
That reason is good we should, I suppose, all admit; and

that scientific method is good is a statement that would also
be widely accepted. " But the science of reason is not neces-
sarily the best guide in the conduct of human affairs. It was
logical for the French to request an armistice in 1940, and
illogical for the British to continue the fight against Germany."'

It is very odd that we doctors, whose training has been
"a smattering of several sciences, followed by a prolonged
study of the human animal in health and disease,"2 should
be so easily gulled by the propaganda of authoritarianism.
Perhaps we are ashamed to proclaim our freedom, because
it is part of an unpopular creed. Latham knew well how
mankind, including doctors, could be misled by fashion:
"Depend upon it, what all men indiscriminately are told they
ought to know, all men indiscriminately will soon pretend to
know, be it never so extravagant."3-I am, etc.,

London, W. 1. A. PINEY.

1 East, W. Norwood (1944). Med.-l eg. Rev., 12, 69.
2 Bosanquet, W. C. (1937). Meditatio Medici, Aldershot.
3 Latham, P. (1878). Collected Works, 2, 7, New Sydenham Society, Londoni.
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