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TILE HISTORY OF "PROBE."

SIR,-The BfRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL has distinguished
itself by its careful and scholarly notices of the successive
parts of the New English Dictionary, in so far as this
deals with medical terms. If the same course were
followed by all journals devoted to the service of a special
science or art, valuable help would be given to our efforts
to deal with the technical terms of the language. May
I presume upon the friendly disposition thus manifested to
ask help in tracing the history of the word probe, applied
to a surgical instrument for examining the conditions of
a wound or the state of any bodily cavity. Our earliest
example of this yet found is in Hollyband's Treasury of
the French Tongue, 1580, thus: " Une petite E8prouvette, a
small instrument wherewith Surgeons do search wounds, a
probe." After 1600 the word is common. We should be
glad if any of your readers could carry the word farther
back than 1580, by finding it in any medical or surgical
work before that date. As to its derivation, the word is
commonly taken as formed from late L. proba, " a proof,
trial, investigation," or from the cognate probare " to prove,
try, test, investigate." This is a priori likely, especially
if we remember that the Italian name is tenta, Spanish
tienta, similarly related to L. tentare, to try. But it
seems rather unlikely that probe was taken into English
directly from L. proba, unless the word was already
applied in Latin treatises to the surgical instrument, of
which no evidence is furnished by Latin dictionaries.
Can any of your readers tell us if proba was in sixteentl
century or earlier medical Latin applied to a probe? I
find no trace of probe in French or proba in Italian,
although the French eprouvette, tormerly esprouvette
(Ambroise Par'), which corresponds to a Latin type
ex-prob-etta, is if we take away the prefix, a diminutlve,
prob-etta, of the same stem, but probably formed in French
directly on O.F. esprover, esprouver, now eprouver, literally
"to probe or search out." Eprouvette 1 may say inci-
dentally was formerly rendered in English by provet or
privet, the name for a " probe " used in the translation of
Guillemeau's French Chirurgery, 1597. Any contribution
to the early history and immediate origin of probe will be
gladly received; and may I add that a note of it sent to
me direct (address simply " Oxford"), which need not pre-
clude a fuller communication to your esteemed JOURNAL,
would, as time is of moment, be of great assistance?-
I am etc.,
Oxford, July 18th. JAMES A. H. MURRAY,

A QUESTION OF PROCEDURE.
SIR,-In his letter in the JOURNAL of Jiuy 18th Dr. R.

McKenzie Johnston challenges the admissibility of one of
the resolutions of the Finance Inquiry Committee in a
manner which cannot be allowed to pass unanswered. The
reply which I am in a position to give is that he has mis-
informed himself on points of fact, and that this resolution
was duly passed and confirmed by the committee.
When the committee entered upon that part of its

duties which dealt with the position of the two secretaries
it was deemed advisable to request the Medical Secretary,
who had been acting as secretary to the committee, to
retire, and 1 was asked by the chairman to act temporarily
in his stead. After the termination of each of the meetings
minutes were drawn up by myself, submitted to the
chairman for approval, and circulated to the members of
the committee.

Since these minutes contained narrative matter of a
personal nature, the committee determined that they
should not be printed with the rest of the minutes, of
which the Medical Secretary had control. They were,
however, duly confirmed.

In the minutes which I drew up of a part of the meeting
of June 11th and which wcr3 subsequently confirmed by
the committee, the fact was recorded that a resolution to
the effect-
That the control of advertisements in the JOURNAL in all
matters of professional import be vested in the Medical
Secretary's department, and that the Medical Secret%ry
should keep in touch with the Business Secretary in this
matter,

had been duly passed by the committee.

By an unfortunate slip, this recommendation was;
omitted from the recommendations which were sub-
mitted to the Representative Meeting at Exeter. Dr
Johnston is pleased to refer to it as the " so-called " reso'-
lution, of which he finds no reference in the minutes of
the meeting of June 11th, but inasmuch as these minutes
were distributed by myself only to members of the com-
mittee, I would wish to point out to him that he has never
had an opportunity-of perusing- the full--minutes of the,
meeting under discussion.
Even at this eleventh hour, it may still be time to.

inform the Representatives that the committee whichl
they appointed carried out their instructions faithfully
and that no irregularities were indulged in.-I am etc.,
Wembley, July 19th. H. W. ARMIT..

A POINT IN ETHICAL PROCEDURE.
SIR,-As from various causes the interest of members of

the Association is at the present time much engaged with
ethical questions, I may perhaps be permitted to draw-
attention to a possible abuse of the procedure which the
investigation of such questions not infrequently demands.
When a charge of unprofessional conduct is advanced against)
a member of the Association, the preliminary definition and
formal presentation of the charge fall to the Executive
(or Ethical) Committee of the Division in which the~
member resides. A report from this Committee is duly
presented to a general meeting of the Division, and here
the complaint may be either approved or dismissed.
Whatever the verdict, either of the parties involved in
the dispute may, if he so desires, appeal to the Branch
Council. The appeal is first considered by the Ethical
Committee of the Branch, and upon a report from this
Committee the conclusion of the Branch Council is duly
recorded. From this, in turn, there lies an appeal to the
Central Ethical Committee and the Central Council, where
a final judgement is delivered. Now, it would appear that
there is nothing in the rules of the Association to prevent,
one and the same individual sitting and voting in suc-
cession in every one of these several courts. He may,
apparently, deliver his verdict in the Court of First
Instance (general meeting of Division), endorse it in the
Court of Appeal (Branch Council), and finally affirm it.
in the Court of Supreme Jurisdiction (Central Council)-
and, further, in every one of these courts he may in
addition act as a member of the Ethical Committee.
immediately concerned. That a member' of an EthicaL
Committee should be free both to vote in the committee-
on which he sits and also on the parent body fromL
which such committee derives its authority is, of course,
quite in accordance with custom and reason. But surely-
when he has done this his judicial function in any indi-
vidual case should be at an end. It can hardly be defended
that, after taking part in the framing of the original
verdict, he may sit in appeal on that verdict, and, further,
may again repeat his view as a member of the final
tribunal.
Nominally the three separate findings claim to declare-

the conclusions of three distinct and different authorities,
whereas, in existing circumstances, the courts may be
composed, at least in part, not of different but of the same-
individuals. In face of such a possibility, the value of the-
right of appeal from the Division to the Branch and fromu
the Branch to the Central Council is seriously compro-
mised, and judicial proceedings conducted within the area
of the Association can hardly hope to command general
confidence.
Presumably when in a charge of unprofessional conduct

advanced by a Division the defendant appeals from an,
adverse verdict of his Division to the Branch Council,
representatives of the plaintiff Division on the Branch,
Council take no part in the hearing of the appeal. They-
represent those who make the charge, and plainly, there-
fore, they ought not to be allowed to act as judges. So far
as I can discover there is no definite rule to this effect,
but a general sense of seemliness and judicial decency does,
it is to b3 hoped, secure such a position. My contention
here is that a similar restriction ought to apply to the
repregentatives of the Division before which the first triall
is conducted. Their Division has judged the issue in the
first instance, and an appeal from the verdict has beek
made to the Branch Council. Such an appeal should be
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