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A patient who complained at £1-40 for a
vaccination had readily paid £150 for a
holiday for two, £10 for his Dassport, and
£7 to park his car at the airport.

If doctors are unble or unwilling to alter
their open-ended contract with the Govern-
ment, at least let there -be proper professional
respect in the private sector.-I am, etc.,

J. LAURENT
Chorleywood, Herts

Consultants' Superannuation

SIR,-It is with some reluctance that I am
once again drawn into correspondence on
the subject of consultants' superannuation
by the need to reply to Dr. T. Winter's
letter (11 August, p. 355), in which I am
referred to by name no less than 12 times.
The N.H.S. Superannuation Scheme has

many defects, which we have listed, and
there are imoortant and desirable improve-
ments which are the subject of past and
present negotiations. Whether the present
benefits are totally unacceptable is a matter
of opinion. The simple fact is that the pro-
fession accepted the scheme in 1948 and
that participation in the pension arrange-
ments is compulsory and laid down by Act
of Parliament and regulations. We have no
power to opt out, but we can press for
improvements.

It would be naive for us or Dr. Winter
to imagine that the Government would
grant increased benefits readily, or from
a sudden upsurge of benevolence. Changes
for the better result from heavy, and usually
prolonged pressure. Once the need for im-
provement has been conceded, it must apply
to the entire N.H.S. staffs and, where ap-
plicable, to all other public sector employees.
The B.M.A. and my Committee have applied
such pressures in the past and continue to
do so. Whether our particular efforts have
been effective in this general sense is any-
one's guess and, I suggest, quite irrelevant.
We may, however, claim some credit for
those secial categories unique to the medi-
cal profession, for general practitioners and
for part-time consultants with less than nine
session.s.

I note the Review Body report of 1972.'
This refers only to salary scales and the
need to consider pension levels in deciding
on salary awards. Since 1971, however, pen-
sions increased annually on a cost of living
basis and this is statutory and not ex gratia.
Of course this concession applies to all
public sector schemes. We do not find this
surprising, nor that the changes were in-
corporated in an Act of Parliament in 1971.
On mortality rates we regret that no ac-

curate figures for consultants are available
from any source, and efforts in the past
and more recently have been unproductive.
Consultants are included in the pension
statistics of all N.H.S. salaried officers. The
reference in the Government Actuary's re-
port for 1962-92 applies to general practi-
tioners, who are considered separately as
they are independent contractors.
The abatement of consultants up to the

age of- 70 has been seriously criticized by
my committee. The non-abatement of gen-
eral practitioners after 65 was decided upon
by the Department of Health on their ac-
ceptance that there was a shortage of gen-
eral practitioners at that time. Of course

this concession was accepted by the B.M.A.
Would Dr. Winter have refused it?

I have never said that contributions from
doniicilliary visits and the corresponding
pension payments are equitable or just. They
certainly are not and particularly for the
older man. There is a partial correction
which I thought worthy of mention, ap-
plying only to the younger men in that the
pension fraction is based on total service,
including some 10 years of preconsultant
non-domiciliary service.
We quite agree that all recent benefits,

and more, could have been achieved without
any increase in the contribution rates. We
expressed this view forcibly for several years.
The recent 3 % increase was provisional,
pending the 1962-9 Government Actuary's
report. We are now able to assure Dr.
Winter that our opinion has been conceded
by the Ministry and an early adjustment
will take place. I must, however, add my
personal view in that I would prefer the
additional 3% contribution to be paid and
to use this as a lever to negotiate increased
benefits.

Various other matters have been raised
from time to time, and perhaps I might
mention a few. My committee and I oDn-
tinue our negotiations and in particular
would like to see a fairer pension formula,
added years to compensate for long training,
added years for pre-1948 hospital service,
and recognition for war service, not least
of all because I am a regional consultant
with pre-1948 consultant service and with
six years of war service.-I am, etc.,

R. D. ROWLANDS
Chairman,

Compensation and Superannuation Committee,
B.M.A.

B.M.A. House,
London W.C.1
1 Report of the Review Body on Doctors' and

Dentists' Remnuneration, 1972. London H.M.S.O.,
1972.

2 Department of Health and Social Security. Re-
port by the Government Actuary on the N.H.S.
Superannuation Scheme, 1962-69. London,
H.M.S.O., 1973.

***This correspondence is now closed.
ED., B.M.7.

Compensation

SIR,-The 25th anniversary of the inception
of the National Heal.th Service coincides, by
chance, with the 25th anniversary of a
famous supermarket. From the latter I have
received a statement that the sum of £75
invested in 1948 in the purchase of 100
one-shilling shares would by now have been
worth £6,000. This week I received from
the Department of Health and Social Sec-
urity the sum of £2,850 owed to me for the
past 25 years as compensation for the pur-
chase of the goodwill of my practice. Had
this been paid and invested in the above
supermarket, I have calculated that its
value today would be £228,000. Comment is
superfluous.-I am, etc.,

J. C. TURNBULL
Altrincham

Effect of Opting Out

SIR,-IImportant alterations to the super-
amiuation scheme for general practitioners
have been introduced by the Department of
Health and Social Security to combat the

effect of inflation, with increased pensions,
including consideration of ill health, widows'
pensions, and a lump-sum gratuity.

Unfortunately, there has as yet been no
attempt to improve the position of those
doctors who, shortly after the war in 1948,
opted to take the alternative method offered
by the Ministry of Health by payments to-
wuards their insurance life cover. These pay-
ments are no longer commensurate with the
present rate of inflation and the ranidly
falling value of money. At a recent meeting
held in Liverpool attended by doctors who
had opted out of the superannuation scheme
it was decided that a delegation should make
an approach to the Secretary of State after
discussions with representatives of the B.M.A.
and, if necessary, dbtain oounsel's opinion to
present the case.
Would all those doctors who have opted

out of the superannuation scheme please
write to Dr. A. J. Goldman, 15 Long Lane,
Liverpool 19, so that a procedure can be
formulated and the case can be strengthened
by the presentation of as many signatures
as possible.-We are, etc.,

R. H. BRACY B. HOOL
H. CANTOR D. LEE
A. J. GOLDMAN N. LIVINGSTONE
B. GORE H. J. PRATAP
I. J. HARRIS A. STONE

Liverpool

Superannuation and the Elderly G.P.

SIR,-I would like to add my voice to the
growing volume of protest started by our
three brethren from Plymouth (14 July, p.
111). I am of the generation who, prior to
qualification in 1924, spent several years on
active service in France as a ranker infantry-
man, for which I was rewarded with a
bounty of £32. The same generous spirit
seems to permeate the official mind which
allocates our pensions after 44 years in
practare.
Our generation was too apt to denigrate

the readiness of modern youth to protest. It
appears to be the only method of effecting
change. And unless it is effected quickly,
the Droblems of our actuarial masters will
be solved for them by the health hazards
which affect our age group.-I am, etc.,

DANIEL MCFARLANE
Glasgow

SIR,-I am delighted to read in the B.M.7.
support for a review of superannuation for
those of us who retired before March 1972.
I retired on 31 March 1967 and I was
staggered to find that my pension was so
puny, though one must admit that there has
been a betterment factor from time to time
to offset the cost of living.
No one seems to have mentioned another

iniquity that was inflicted upon us in 1948.
Our practices were arbitrarily taken over at
11 years' purchase, whereas n;Dst of us had
to pay 11-2 years' purchase. We' were not
given this money until our re-tirement and
were paid a miserly 21 to 21% interest less
tax. What would the agreed practice value
have been worth invested i,n 1948 in say
breweries, pharmaceutical, or bank shares?
-I am, etc.,

W. TwEDDELL
Drakelow,
near Wolverley, Worcs
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