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services that family doctors thought were for
the benefit of the patients.

Dr. J. H. MARKS (G.M.S. Committee)
said he had been the Chairnan of the work-
ing party, which had gone into the matter
carefully. It had taken expert professional
advice, which had advised admitting the
press. It had also taken a second opinion,
interviewing representatives of the Medical
Journalists Association. They did not have
a very high opinion of the news value of
the G.M.S. Committee's deliberations but
they thought that the press should be
allowed into the Conference.
On balance, therefore, the working party

had decided to advise the G.M.S. Com-
mittee to recommend to the Conference that
the press be admitted. This advice had been
rejected by the G.M.S. Committee by 22
votes to 18. General practitioners knew
there was plenty wrong with the N.H.S. and
an informed press could help to get this
message across. The secondhand leaked re-
port could cause great harm. Any worthwhile
venture carried a risk, but the working party
believed that the risk involved in this case
was much less than the possible profit to
the Conference.

Dr. J. G. BkLL (Worcestershire) opposed
the motion. Many doctors who had come
into contact with the press must recognize
that often it was the unworthy aspects which
achieved the limelight. While not asking for
secrecy he believed the work of the Con-
ference was a private and domestic matter.

Dr. CAMERON asked the Conference to
bear in mind that if it admitted the press
it was "no holds barred" and members must
be prenared to debate things onenly and take
the consequences. Of course. the press would
be selective, but he had great faith in the
free press of the country. Admittedly, every-
one saw things in the press with which they
disagreed, but by and large the general
practitioner cause had had a fairly good
press over the last few years.
On a count, the motion was carried by

63 votes to 62.

ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN

Dr. CAMERON moved that the paragraphs re-
lating to the election of Chairman be
aporoved.

Dr. G. BARWELL (Middlesex) moved:
"That this Conference prefers the present
method of election."
He said that the Committee in its Annual

lRenort had said that it was completely
unaware of any dissatisfaction either with
the choice of the Chairman of the Conference
in the past or with the method of election,
and he saw no reason at all why the present
method should be interfered with.

Dr. A. C. ALLEN (Inner London) moved
the following amendment: "That this Con-
ference prefers election by serial ballot."
A resolution had been passed at the 1971

Conference proposing that voting for the
election of chairman should be by serial
ballot and the Conference should not go
back on that resolution.
The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the

resolution which had been carried last year
had been a reference to the G.M.S. Com-
mittee.

Dr. D. R. COOK (G.M.S. Committee)
hoped Conference would support the amend-
ment. If there were three candidates it was
perfectly possible for the candidate who re-

ceived 34% of the votes to be elected. He
believed it was quite wrong for an important
office to be filled in that way on a minority
vote.

Dr. CAMERON commented that there was
no evidence whatsoever of dissatisfaction
with the method of election. The point at
issue was whether if there were several
candidates, it was right that the person
elected could be supported by a minority
vote of the Conference. The serial method
had been carefully considered by the G.M.S.
Committee, which had thought that this
would be making rather heavy weather of the
situation, but if that was what the Con-
ference wanted, the G.M.S. Committee
would be happy about it.
The amendment was lost, and the motion

was carried.

CONFERENCE PROCEDURE

Dr. CAMERON moved that paragraphs relat-
ing to Conference procedure be approved,
and that the following recommendations be
adopted:

"(a) That the following words be added
to Standing Order 13-'save that the Chair-
man of the Conference may, if he believes
it necessary, extend the time al!owed to the
respondent to the debate, before he speaks,
so that the respondent may deal adequately
with points made by the Chairman of the
G.M.S.C. (or his deputy) or to reply to a
debate of exceptional length.' (b) That the
following words be added to Standing Order
14-'and this shall be effective after a period
of time to be determined by the Chairman
of the Conference'."
The motion was carried.

SPECIAL CONFERENCES

Dr. CAMERON moved that paragraphs relat-
ing to special conferences be approved.

Dr. C. L. PERRY (Pembrokeshire) moved:
"That this Conference would prefer an
amendment to Standing Orders enabling a
Special Conference to be called at shorter
notice rather than the G.M.S.C.'s suggestion
of 'Emergency Meetings of Representatives'
held on an ad hoc basis."
He said that the Annual ReDort recorded

the G.M.S. Committee's concern that a
quicker method should be found for the
urgent ascertainment of the views of
L.M.C.s on important issues arising at short
notice. The Committee was to be com-
mended for its wisdom in foreseeing the
likely need for urgent meetings. Neverthe-
less, his committee had uneasy misgivings
about the solution proposed in the Annual
Report whereby emergency meetings would
be called with a timetable and procedure
devised on an ad hoc basis.
His committee thought it was untidy and

constitutionally confusing to have three sorts
of representative gatherings-annual con-
ference, special conference, and emergency
meeting. Two was enough. The obiection
to emergency meetings as envisaged was that
such meetings might not have the constitu-
tional authority to make firm policy decisions
on behalf of L.M.C.s or to give firm instruc-
tions to the G.M.S. Committee. Decisions
of an emergency meeting might need to be
ratified by a subsequent annual or special
conference. When urgent action was re-
quired on the profession's behalf it must be

initiated by a body which carried the pro-
fession's confidence and had status in the
eyes of the Government, a body which de-
rived its authority from a clear constitution.
Pembrokeshire's amendment asked for some
alteration to Standing Orders to enable a
special conference to be called at shorter
notice.

Dr. CAMERON said that over the years he
had been conscious that situations might de-
velop quickly where the G.M.S.C. would
like to call representatives together. not
necessarily the whole Conference, but at least
r-nresentatives of local medical com-
mittees, so that the Committee could have
guidance. Calling members together under
the present Standing Orders took time, and
that was important in some situations.
The proposed procedure did not infringe

on the constitutional right of the Conference
to meet tozether after considering a report
from the G.M.S. Committee, having con-
sulted their electorate. It merely covered the
sudden emereency which miLrht arise in the
medicopolitical field at any time.
The amendment was lost, and the motion

was carried.

TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN

Dr. CAMERON moved that paragraphs relat-
ing to the appointment of a temporary chair-
man be approved, and that the following
recommendation be adopted:

"That Standing Order 18 be amended by
the addition of the following sub-paragraph:
(c) The Chairman may at anv time invite
a past Chairman of the Conference, and
(with the agreement of the Conference) any
other member, to take the chair for a period
of time."

Dr. J. D. S. KNIGHT (Hertfordshire)
moved the following amendment: "That this
Conference should appoint a Deputy Chair-
man annually."
The amendment was approved, and the

motion, as amended, was carried.

Remuneration

Dr. CAMERON moved that the paragraphs re-
lating to remuneration be anr,roved.

Mr. M. J. GILKES (Brighton) moved the
following amendment: "That the ratio of
capitation fee and item-of-service payments

General Medical Services
Committee:
Chambers Report
Correction

We regret that owing to a printer's error
the introduction to the report on the G.M.S.
'Committee's special meeting to discuss Sir
Paul Chambers's report (Supplement, 17
June, p. 153) was incorrect. The second
paragraph should have read: "In the after-
noon the Committee debated the report and
recommended to the Council that: it should
not advise the S.R.M. to adopt the proposed
constitution; any revised constitution must
incorporate L.M.C.-G.M.S.C.-Conference
structure; a constitution committee should
be set up immediately to study the Cham-
bers report and the views expressed on it."
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