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interesting. It was certainly emotive and partial but then so is
much of the best television. My one criticism would be that
there could have been more spontaneity.
The most powerful points made by the students were that it

was worth while to merge preclinical and clinical parts of the
course, and that it was immensely worth while to do this with a
small number of students under one roof. It seems to me that
the plight of the modern medical student is to find himself
working in limbo, professionally, intellectually, and even
morally. Nobody knows him. He is merely a consumer in the
eyes of many anonymous white-coated traffickers in information.
He is thrown from pillar to post and is responsible to nobody.
His only obligation is to pass the next exam-to ride the
system.
The Royal Free, however, seemed in the programme to offer

its students some warmth and identity and a chance to get to
know and understand patients. Surely this is better than sitting
in vast overcrowded lectures, and then travelling across London
to distant peripheries where harassed NHS doctors are
surprised to see you and flabbergasted to find that they are
expected to teach you. May the Royal Free remain free.-
HAMISH MACLAREN, medical student, Edinburgh Medical School.

TJHIS YEAR's media disease is, as we all know, Legionnaires',
so it is hardly surprising that Thames Report (ITV, 25

September) should have picked up on information in local news-
papers about the outbreak at Kingston Hospital. Since May,
the programme pointed out, nine patients had apparently
contracted the disease and two had died while in the surgical
unit. Not for the first time we saw doctors and Health Service
administrators totally failing to explain the facts in any coherent
fashion. The innuendo was that there had been an attempt
at a cover-up. Relatives of patients who had suffered, even
died, had not been told the diagnosis. Public pressure to close
the unit had provoked merely an anodyne response.

I find it hard to understand why the Kingston doctors pro-
vided no information which might disabuse the uninformed
viewer of these beliefs. Surely it is not difficult to point out that
the diagnosis is a serological one and hence likely to be retro-
spective: in answer to the incomprehension that a death
certificate gave no clue to the aetiology, a simple explanation
about the polymorphous nature of pneumonia would have been
welcome. We were treated to a medical spokesman who dis-
claimed any personal responsibility for any of the patients
involved and, moreover, appeared uncomfortable and out of
his depth.
When our work is exposed to public gaze and there are but a

few minutes to explain, why is it impossible to obtain the
services of a colleague who has an easy manner in front of the
camera, understands how the media function, and can com-
municate in plain English ? The area health authority spokesman
reassured the public that there had been no case for ten weeks;
yet any viewer who had been following the tale from Benidorm
would know this was irrelevant. The issue needed to be clearly
put. The ecology of the organism is largely unknown, so pre-
ventive measures can never be guaranteed, and it would be
ludicrous to pursue the only totally riskless course-to demolish
the hospital. As it was, the eloquence of bewildered relatives,
the angry bereaved, and a shop steward was clear and
unchallenged. Julian Aston, the director, experienced great
difficulty in obtaining any co-operation from doctors; they did
their cause no good by their silence.- HARVEY MARCOVITCH,
deputy director, MSD Foundation.

W HO (besides hordes of schoolchildren) goes to exhibitions
at the Science Museum in Kensington ? The organisers

of "Medicines for Man" clearly believe that their visitors will be
scientifically literate and prepared to make quite a big effort. The

exhibition (which closes early in November) was set up with
help from six pharmaceutical manufacturers, the Wellcome
Foundation, the Pharmaceutical Society, and the British
Pharmacological Society. Its aim is to educate the public about
how drugs are discovered, made, tested, prescribed, and
dispensed and the laws that control their use-and also to dispel
the misconceptions that have become commonplace as news-
papers and broadcasters have emphasised the dangers of drugs
and their sometimes horrific side effects.

Perhaps the target is too large. Each of the 20 or so exhibits is
informative, but the connection between them is not always
obvious. After drug receptors and enkephalins come penicillins
and their manufacture and then propranolol (and some helpful
illuminated panels showing its action on the heart). But soon
the visitor is distracted by a machine that tests his reaction time
and by an oversize fruit machine that shows the unpredictability
of side effects. And the work of the drug-regulating bodies is,
surely, rather heavy going as the last act on the bill.

For doctors and medical or pharmacy students this exhibition
will be instructive and entertaining: a school leaver with six 0
levels would, I think, find it bewildering in the range of topics
covered, each in considerable detail and with few concessions to
ignorance.-TONY SMITH, deputy editor, British Medical
J7ournal.

HARPER AND Row have published a series of books aimed
at presenting psychology in a popular way to the ordinary

reader. I have read three (all at £C495 in cloth and C225 in
paper): Infancy by Martin Richards; Childhood by Sheldon and
Barbara Notkin White; and Growing Through Life by Rhona and
Robert Rapoport.

Infancy is the most successful and readable. Martin Richards,
a parent and a clinical psychologist, explains clearly the historical
background of child care and current psychological theory. The
strength of the book lies in the author's constant reference to
child and animal studies to support his interpretations of not
only normal but also problem infant behaviour. Occasionally,
however, the book veers too close to the many guides now
available to parents. Growing Through Life, by the husband-and-
wife team from the Institute for Family and Environmental
Research, gives an admirable introduction to the psychology of
life events. The brief is huge, however, and certain important
things such as pregnancy, adjustment to parenthood, divorce,
and bereavement are hardly touched on. Many people may find
Childhood less easy to read than the other two books: it contains
much anthropological background to and explanation of edu-
cational psychology, the sections on general child psychology
lack direction, and there is little cohesion in the book.
The books are attractively bound and reasonably priced.

Many of the photographs are evocative and moving, but
unfortunately they are not always linked to the text and many
have atrocious captions. Also the deplorable but fashionable
typography means that the inside of the left-hand page cannot
be read without breaking the back of the book; and better
spacing of the sub-headings would have made assimilation
easier. The books are provided, however, with useful biblio-
graphies, and I would recommend Infancy and Growing Through
Life as useful introductions for any non-specialist.-JULIE
DRAPER, member of the Early Parenthood Project, Cambridge.

Correction

An error occurred in the article by Elaine Honey (6 September, p 674). The
migraine diary (record of migraine attacks) is produced not by Ward
Blenkinsop but byW B Pharmaceuticals.
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