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CORRESPONDENTS are particularly requested by the Editor to observe
that communications relating to advertisements, changes of address,
and other business matters, should be addressed to the Manager,
at the Journal Office,1614, Strand, London, and not to the Editor.

Tue DuBLiN CoLLEGES AND THE TITLE oF DoCTOR.

Sir,—I would be much obliged by your letting me know if I am entitled to put
‘“Doctor” before my name (on visiting cards, etc.), being a L.R.C.S.I. and
L.K.Q.C.P.I.—Yours faithfully, E. R. MuLock, Surgeon R.N.

*,* The following is a copy of the official reply of the King and Queen’s College
of Physicians to all questions similar to that made by our correspondent :

““College Hall, Kildare Street, Dublin. Sir,—In reply to your queries, I beg to
inform you that, in the opinion of the College, a licentiate is not entitled, legally,
to call himself ‘ Doctor’, or to use the letters ‘M.D.’ in virtue of being a licentiate
of this College.—I am, sir, your obedient servant, J. Magee Finny, M.D., Fellow
and Registrar.”

CoNvALESCENT HOMES FOR SCARLET FEVER.

81r,—May I be allowed to point out that, in his remarks on the above subject in the
JourNAL of April 22nd, Mr. Hume has gone somewhat wide of the mark? In
London, at any rate, the ‘‘wants of the poorer classes” in respect of hospital ac-
commodation for *‘fever” patients, are already fairly well provided for; and the
¢““child of a working man”, to whose case Mr. Hume refers, might have been re-
moved to hospital, and probably would have been, had the illness been reported
to the district medical officer of health. What is wanted is, a workable system of
‘“notification of infectious diseases”, backed by increased powers of compulsory
removal to hospital, where the patient cannot be properly isolated at home. Had
Mr. Hume's first patient been removed to hospital, prompt disinfection might have

- preserved the others from attack; but there is nothing in his communication to
indicate that the illness has ever come to the knowledge of the sanitary authority.
In any event, however, I take it that *‘convalescent homes” are not intended for
such cases as the above ; and, therefore, Mr. Hume’s illustration is scarcely & progos.
—I am, sir, yours faithfully, - T. OrMeE DvuprieLp, M.D.

Town Hall, Kensington, April 22nd, 1882.

NEPHROTOMY AND NEPHRECTOMY.

SIR,—Permit me to correct an error which occurs in your report of some remarks 1
made upon this subject at the recent meeting of the Clinical Society. I am described
as “struck with the extreme harmlessness of nephrectomy and nephrotomy”. This
is very far from true. The report would have correctly described my meaning if it
had read, ‘‘the extreme harmlessness of nephrotomy as compared with nephrec-
tomy”. 1 ventured to point out the unnecessary risk entailed in subjecting a
patient to so severe an operation as excision of the kidney, without previously
giving the chance of recovery by such a comparatively harmless grocedure as in-
cision into the diseased organ.—Yours faithfully, F. A. MaHoMED.

CoNSULTATIONS wiTH HOM@OPATHS.

SIR,—Can you allow me a small space in your valuable JOURNAL to ask a question
concerning consultations with medical men practising homecopathy? "In the
JoUurNAL of April 22nd (page 597), it is stated that ‘‘Dr. Rees Philipps then placed
before the Committee of Council the views of the South-Western Branch on
homceeopathy. It was moved and seconded ‘that, as it has been resolved by the
annual meeting of 1852, and reaffirmed by the annual meetings of 1858 and 1861,
that ‘‘there are three classes of practitioners who ought not to be members of the
Association viz.: (1) real homceopathic practitioners; (2) those who practise
homeeopathy in combination with other systems of treatment ; (3) those who, under
various pretences, meet in consultation or hold professional intercourse with those
who practise homacopathy ;” it be an instruction to the Committee of Councii to
request [a member stated to be practising homaopathy at Plymouth] to withdraw
his name from the list of members of the Association.””

It is with regard to the third of the above mentioned classes that I wish to ask
a question.

n July 1oth, 1873, I was called in by a solicitor, to examine a Mr. A,,
a gentleman who possessed considerable property, with a view to ascertain-
ing whether he was or was not mentally capable of making a will. I visited
the patient three times. On the first occasion, I met a medical man practising
homaopathy in the East End of London, who was the patient’s family phy-
sician. I had a long consultation with this gentleman concerning the state of
mind of our patient ; but neither of us made any allusion to the bodily condition
of the patient, nor to the medical treatment which was being pursued in his case.
I was much assisted in my diagnosis by the medical man in question, who had
been for some years attending the patient.

I at that time expressed an opinion in writing that the patient was capable of
making a will. In 1875, this gentleman died, leaving his property to a Mrs. B.,
the landlady of his lodgings, who had acted as sick nurse to him during the last
few years of his life, to the exclusion of his wife. On November 26th, 1875, Mrs.
A. disputed this will, and the case was compromised, two-thirds of the property
going to the landlady, and one-third to the wife.

I wish to ascertain (1) whether or no I was justified in entering into a consulta-
tion with a homeeopath, such consultation relating only to the mental condition
and legal aspect of the case, and not to the medical treatment ; and (2) if a similar
case should present itself, whether or no I should be justified in again entering
into such a consultation, provided that no question of treatment be touched upon,
and that only the psychological and medice-legal points of the case are brought
under discussion. I ought, perhaps, to mention that I found out subsequently
that the homoeopathic physician was treating the patient with gum-arabic for diar-
rhoea.—Apologising for the length of this letter, I am, your obedient servant,

Richmond Terrace, Whitehall. HENRY SUTHERLAND.

Use oF SteAM For HEATING HosriTAL WARDs.

SiR,—Permit me to correct a statement made by Dr. Jacob in your last issue, rela-
tive to our new steam-boilers. It is quite true we erected two steam-boilers and
one hot-water boiler at the period which he names, but they were to replace others
worn out. We have always done our washing, drying, mangling, and a portion of
the cooking, with steam. The boilers were made a little larger, with a view of
introducing steam for heating purposes instead of hot water. We only work one
steam.boiler at a time, excapting in very cold weather. I need scarcely say that a
steam-boiler does not require any greater skill in stoking than that of an ordinary
hot-water boiler,

If we were to heat the sate surface with hot water, we should spend at least
£150 a year more in coal and wages, and the result would then be unsatisfactory.
—1 am, sir, your obedient servant, THoMAs Brair, General Manager.

The General Infirmary at Leeds, April 18th, 1882.

Spasy.

Sir,—In the JournaL for April 1st, ‘‘Spasm” says his paticnt has muscular cramps
and loss of sexual power. He says he has inquired into every function, but
allow me to suggest that he has to deal with a case of albuminuria. Should he
find it so, he will oblige by communicating that fact to the Jour~yar, or to yours
sincerely, CrirsoN Wrav, M.D., M.R.C.S.

Skegness, Lincolashire.
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SCALE OF CHARGES FOR ADVERTISEMENTS IN THE
“ BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL”,

Seven lines and under P . . . o who 3 6
Each additional line .. . . . . . «« 0 O 4
A whole column . . . . . . s I 15 O
A page .. . . «« 5 0 O

An average line contains eight words.

When a series of insertions of the same advertisement is ordered, a discount is made

on the above scale in the following proportions, beyend which ro reduction can be
allowed.

For 6 insertions, a deduction of .. . . «s IO per cent.
3y IZOF I3 4 ”" o . . . 20 "

1 2 " " . . . « 25 "

s, 52 " ” . . . « 30

. "

lor these terms, the scries must, in eack case, be completed within twelve months
JSrom dateof first insertion.

Advertisements should be delivered, addressed to the Manager, at the (ffi e, not
later than Twelve o’Clock on the Wednesday preceding publication; and, if not paid
for at the time, should be accompanied by a reference. s

Post-Office Orders should be made payable to the British Medical Association, at
the West Central Post-Office High Holborn. Small amounts may be sent in postage
stamps.



