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existing stocks of old forms and substitute
-the new forms.

I can see the necessity for the forms, but
for the life of me I cannot see that the alter-
ations have anything to commend them
except that they are alterations. It seems to
me that if an alteration is necessary someone
might take it upon himself to let us know
why and what the alteration hopes to achieve.
If the bureaucrats were to take us into their
confidence we might be more sympathetic
-to their efforts. Failure to provide this in-
formation inevitably leaves us to conclude
that the various forms and certificates we use
-are changed just for the sake of changing
them and that somewhere somebody is trying
to justify his position in the bureaucratic
Ihierarchy.-I am, etc.,

Weston-super-Mare, W. P. KELLY.
Somerset.

Advertisement the Solution?
SIR,-Each week there are articles in the

B.M.7. from disgruntled G.P.s. The only
people who read them are disgruntled G.P.s.
The only people who will influence the

,Government are the general public.
Unless we present our financial problems

.and the way the Government have cheated
us over our pay rise to the general public
-they will never know. The press only cull
-from our columns the pieces which they
consider news.
We have money in our Defence Trust-let

us present our case by clever advertising in
the national press through a good advertising
agency. This could be done in such a man-
ner as to give no offence, and it would
probably produce results.-I am, etc.,
London W.7. L. S. SIMONS.

Financing the Fraser Committee
SIR,-The Local Medical Committee of

the Lothians and Peebles, of which I am
the B.M.A. representative member, passed a
resolution for the recent Annual Conference
-of Local Medical Committees calling for
sufficient money to be made available to
enable the members of the " Fraser Working
Party " to devote themselves full time to
expediting the business of the working party.

Unfortunately our representative, due to
failure of the airways service to London, was
unable to present the motion and it was lost,
due, apparently, it was said, to lack of money
in the Defence Fund.

I feel strongly that it is vital that money
be raised immediately, within the profession,
so that the members of the Fraser Committee
-can provide themselves with assistants for,
say, six months, so that they can have free-
dom from the worry, financial and otherwise,
of running their practices and earning their
living. It is not reasonable, or right, to
expect anyone with senses blunted by a
demanding day's work in general practice to
wrestle with the problems and reports of the
Fraser Committee. For how many late nights
and for how many years will their work go
on ? By hard work and ability these men
were chosen to represent us. Failure to pro-
vide the finance necessary to let them get on
with the job will result in -delays which may
have serious consequences for the future of

general practitioners and also for the health
of those on the committee.
Any professional fund-raising body would

quickly solve the problem of how to raise the
money needed. £20,000 would be sufficient.
At a levy of £1 a general practitioner, what
better life insurance policy could we take out
than this ?
As a profession we have proved by our

record in the past 17 years to be incompetent
to manage our affairs. We have 12 good men
and true. Let us turn them into profes-
sionals for a while and get results now.

I ask all general practitioners to support
in every possible way the raising of money
to finance the Fraser Committee.
Many items are due to be debated at the

B.M.A.'s A.R.M. Perhaps at this late hour
this subject could take the place of some of
them ?-I am, etc.,

CLIFFORD C. LUTTON.
Musselburgh, Midlothian.

All Men are Unequal

SIR,-There are two points in " Without
Prejudice " of 20 June (p. 1633) which
Pertinax cannot possibly be allowed to get
away with.

Firstly, he asserts that some seem to be
saying that general practitioners should be
paid the same as consultants. I don't know
where he got that one from. Certainly all
the general practitioners to whom I have
talked-and I have talked to a good few
about this during the past year-all without
exception agree that the good average sur-
geon, physician, or obstetrician should earn
considerably more than the good average gen-
eral practitioner. About this there is no
argument. But I would say to Pertinax that
the able, conscientious general practitioner
with an average-sized list should be paid at
least as much as a full-time consultant in one
of the minor specialties. And why not ? In
most cases they will be intellectually equal.
The consultant in the minor specialty may
have taken a postgraduate examination, but
this is usually only a question of time and
determination. The general practitioner will
often carry a bigger load of responsibility
and almost certainly a much bigger load of
wear and tear.

Secondly, Pertinax asserts that there is a
desire to " bring the people at the top down
to the level of the people at the bottom."
What an outrageous and misleading assertion.
No, Sir, the idea is to have a degree of
levelling upwards so that what remains of
good general practice shall at least be pre-

served. The money which one confidently
assumes will shortly be forthcoming for the
salvation of general practice cannot possibly
bring anyone down to a lower level. Its
effect will be to raise standards in general
practice, and this must inevitably lead to a
raising of standards in other branches of
practice too. This surely is what everyone
wants-Government, doctors, and patients
alike-but evidently Pertinax doesn't see it
that way.-I am, etc.,

Belfast 4. H. J. CRONHELM.

* We have shown this letter to Pertinax,
who writes: " I did not assert ' that there is
a desire to bring the people at the top,"
etc.' What I wrote was this: ' But it's no
good trying to bring the people at the top
down to the level of the people at the
bottom.' "-ED., B.M.7.

Cricket-B.M.A. v. Law Society
SIR,-This annual contest is due to take

place at Hurlingham on Sunday, 16 August,
and because the date is right in the middle
of the holiday season and because also some
of our players are no longer available, for one
reason or another, a good deal of difficulty
is being experienced in raising a side.

I would be very grateful, therefore, if any-
one who is available on that day and who
would like to play would get in touch with
me together with some indication as to their
aptitude with bat or ball.

For the benefit of prospective but possibly
diffident volunteers, playing standards need
only be those of average club cricket.-
I am, etc.,

G. BARWELL,
Secretary.

Middlesex Local Medical Committee,
Tavistock House,

Tavistock Square, London W.C.1.

World Health Research Centre

SIR,-In your leading article on the World
Health Research Centre (27 June, p. 1653)
you state that " it may be doubted whether
Edinburgh would be a suitable place for such
a centre." It would be interesting to learn
the reasons for your doubts. Must all
research institutes in the United Kingdom be
located in the south of England ?-I am, etc.,

Institute of Biochemistry, J. N. DAVIDSON.
The University,
Glasgow W.2.

Points from Letters
Two Types of Service
Dr. A. C. HOUGHTON (Birmingham 28) writes:

I would suggest that thought should be given to
providing two types of service coexisting side by
side and providing an element of competition-
namely, (1) a State medical service on a salary
basis-men with normal working hours from
health centres, locum services, etc., and (2) a
scheme similar to that recently started in Jersey
(B.M.7. Supplement, 15 February, p. 45).
Doctors and patients should be able to opt for
the scheme of their choice, but would not be
able to change without giving reasonable notice,
probably six months. Hospital, pharmaceutical,
and ophthalmic services should continue to run

as at present and should be paid for out of taxa-
tion. The State salaried service could be paid
for out of health stamps, while those patients
opting out of the salaried service could pay either
into a State insurance medical fund or a private
fund similar to B.U.P.A. but not having to pay
health contributions.

Correction.-We regret that in Mr. J. T.
Hobbs's letter on Errors in Operations the refer-
ences were placed in the wrong order. Reference
1 in the text referred to P.N.A. (1955) ; reference
2 to B.N.A. (1895); and reference 3 to I.N.A.
(1935).

 on 24 M
ay 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://w

w
w

.bm
j.com

/
B

r M
ed J: first published as 10.1136/bm

j.2.5401.126-f on 11 July 1964. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://www.bmj.com/

