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sider treating the depression, both by anti-
depressives and removing the cause. Possibly
family doctors, with their knowledge of the
whole patient and her environment, have
the advantage over both clinic doctors and
gynaecologists.
To sum up, I feel that in any future

study of this problem, factors such as past
medical and psychiatric history, parity and
continuing social, family, and financial his-
tory must be taken into account, which is
why the whole business is so difficult.-I
am, etc.,

K. L. OLDERSHAW.
London S.E.15

"Signs of Rain"

SIR,-In the summer of 1957 there was a
discussion in your correspondence columns
about the authorship of that delightful little
poem "Signs of Rain." I wrote in favour of
Jenner and offered to send a copy to any-
one interested.'
To my astonishment I had letters from

nearly two hundred doctors, mainly from
abroad, from California to Australia. The
interest shown by my professional col-
leagues is my excuse for raising the ques-
tion again and publishing the result of my
researches.
These notes were taken by me from the

Life of Edward Jenner by his friend and
neighbour, John Baron, M.D., F.R.S., late
senior physician to the General Infirmary,
Gloucester, published in 1838 with a second

edition in 1850: Jenner died in 1823. I
quote from the Introduction "This work has
been composed from materials of the most
authentic description, the whole of the notes
and correspondence of Dr. Jenner having
been put into my hands by his executors.
Great care has been bestowed in tracing
this history. I nevertheless trust it will be
found that nothing has been lightly
advanced."

In chapter 1 Dr. Baron writes "His recre-
ations from his more severe studies
consisted in the cultivation of polite litera-
ture; and occasionally he sought an acquain-
tance with the Muses. He had a peculiar
facility in conversation of clothing his
remarks in the gay and lively colours of
poetry. The reader will be gratified by
perusing his Address to a Robin, Signs of
Rain, and Berkeley Fair. I have seen him in
his latter years after many cares had often
weighed heavy upon him shake them
entirely off; he would then take up a
humorous strain and sing one of his own
ballads with all the mirth and gaiety of his
youthful days."

It would appear to me that this settles
the authorship, once and for all, of this
lovely little poem.

I am indebted to Mr. Desmond King Hele,
writer of a work on the poetry of Erasmus
Darwin, for the loan of Dr. Baron's Life of
Edward 7enner.-I am, etc.,

J. F. MAYNE.
Farnham,

Surrey.
REFERENCEf-

1 Mayne, J. F. British Medical 7ournal, 1957, 1,
1530.

Medicine as a Monopoly

SIR,-How silly can officialdom be! You
refer to the Board of Trade's request to the
Monopolies Commission to report on restric-
tive practices affecting professional services
(7 November, p. 317). Your leading article
goes on to say that, in respect of medicine, the
Commission "smells a monopoly, but cannot
see it." One wonders what dire form of
bureaucratic anosmia prevented the Com-
mission from detecting the stink of State
near-monopoly.
You report that the Commission has

recommended that the Department of Em-
ployment and Productivity should refer cer-
tain matters to it. The Commission has also
made the suggestion that the Government
should invite the professions in general to
examine their own practices. Altogether it
would seem that this jolly little bunch of
bureaucrats is determined to keep everyone

busy with the puerile pursuit of the mono-
poly that never was.

If, as many people happen to think, the
public really does need protecting, it is from
the State itself. Far from suggesting that the
Government should make inquiry about
medical professional practices, it is surely
vital that the Government be asked to justify
its present all-pervasive control of medicine.
It would also be appropriate for the
Monopolies Commission to ask the medical
and dental professions as well as other suit-
able bodies, including representatives of the
public, to report on the increasingly harmful
effects of a virtual State monopoly in
medicine.-I am, etc.,

REGINALD S. MURLEY.
London W. 1.

Guiding the Government
SIR,-Before the next round of meetings

to discuss renewed pay claims for general
practitioners, with their accompanying
noises in the press and misinformed com-
ments by Members of Parliament, might a
small voice attempt to put forward an alter-
native through your columns?
Would it not be more helpful to advise

the Government how best to use our abili-
ties which we have all spent many years in
acquiring, rather than lowering the profes-

sion with this public bargaining and its
apparent prompting of further wage
demands by other sections of the public?
Very few of us complain of being con-
sulted for genuine medical problems, and
even when this disturbs our sleep this is
compensated for, not by the absurd night
fee, but by old-fashioned "job satisfaction."
The non-medical procedures we are obliged
to undertake occupy a considerable propor-
tion of time in general practice, and I

would suggest that the Government be
asked why they feel unable to trust the
British public to be honest in this matter-
most of them were during the "strike"
action of the summer this year. It would
become so obvious over the course of sev-
eral months who the "wasters" are and
these could be dealt with by Ministry-
appointed doctors, thereby causing no
disruption of the family-general practitioner
relationship.
The wasters are few in number but do

take up time, and even those who are other-
wise reasonable are forced under the
present system to attend for the sole pur-
pose of obtaining a certificate. The O.S.C.1
form for referral to opticians could be
abolished tomorrow as being a waste of time
as, if we are honest, thev are given on
demand. Many items available on prescrip-
tion-for example, bandages, cotton wool,
elastic stockings, minor analgesics, plasters,
hair shampoo, etc.-could be advised and
left to the patients to purchase giving them
the responsibility of refraining from spend-
ing £1 for the week's cigarettes and buying
a decent hair shampoo or a couple of crepe
bandages. One accepts that there will be
exceptions, but surely these can be dealt
with as they occur, and those of us who feel
that such things should be free should ask
themselves whether they are doing this
country a disservice in perpetuating the idea
that it is someone else's responsibility and
let someone else pay.

Is the Government really getting the best
advice from those senior members of the
profession who will not have to live with
their decisions for the next 30 or 40 years
and are often somewhat divorced from rou-
tine medical practice? This appears to me
to be even more relevant to the peripheral
as opposed to the teaching hospital practice
of medicine.
For the amount of medicine we practise I

believe that we are reasonably paid and that
we should get our priorities sorted out.
Show the public how we can give them a
better service and give guidance to the
present Government, which appears to be
at least trying to give self-respect back to
those who elected them-.I am, etc.,

D. W. HODDY.
Swindon, Wilts.

Fees for Life Insurance Examinations

SIR,-While noting, with some anxiety,
the. efforts the B.M.A. is making on our
behalf for just remuneration from the
Secretary of State, may I ask that the
Association should also try to obtain just
remuneration for general practitioners in
respect of medical examinations conducted
on behalf of life insurance companies.

At the present time the fee of £3 lOs. is
payable for work which takes at least 45
minutes and often longer. Furthermore, the
companies also expect that doctors should
carry out these examinations in the late even-
ing so as not to upset the work pattern of
their clients. The fee for this work is at
present painfully ridiculous. I suggest that
the British Medical Association insists
on a minimum fee of 8 guineas for
each examination for life insurance, and
that if it is required that this examination is
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