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sent simiply educationai institutions. Does not
that inake it a representative body ? Further,
the actions of the Council which appear most
obnoxious to you and your correspondents were
initiated by the territorial representatives, and
unanimously supported by them. Does this not

prove that the actions of the Council were those of
a representative body, and strictly of the elected
representatives in the body ? Now, when you
criticize the conduct of the elected representatives
you criticize the niedical profession-the electorate
which lias chosen these representatives, and which
still supports them.

Vou have no proof to offer of your assertion that
a large section of the profession now repudiates the
Council. Prior to the session of the Legislature
in 1892, after a vigorous canvass on the part of a
few dissatisfied physicians, they secured about four
hundred signature.; to a petition against the Coun
cil. A number of the signers, to my persolal
knowledge, have withdrawn their naies ; and afier
a year spent in inquiring into the sentiments of
their constituents, the territorial representatives
now confidently assert that the Council lias the
support of the great mass of the profession. It is
true the astounding statement was made somte tine
ago, that more than half the physicians were
opposed to the Cotncil, and were inembers of the
so-called )efence Association. Bet, like many
other statements from the saine source, its extra% a
gance was its own contradiction.

Noi did the LegislaturL stanp the claim of the
Council to be a representattie body as " .,puriuus "
by any action taken last session. Are you awarc
of the fact that the bill, as passed, inîstead of
granting the changLs in the composition of the
Council asked for b3 its promoters, actually gae
less than the Council was villing to accept ? Last
year the Legislatihe Cominitte of the Council ex-
prcssed its wilingness for an increase of five terri-
torial redrsntati es, ami for the disfranchisent
of aIll corporations that neither taught medicine
nor granted degrees. Tihe Legisliature added the
fivc territorial representatixes , but at the saine
time retained all the colIegiate rcpresentatives, in
cluding those the Council was willing to drop. In
fact, while the Council was opposed on principle
to any change in the Act until the profession could
ha% e an opportunity to pronounce on the questions

at issue, yet there was not a clause of any impor-
tance in the bill, as passed, to which the inajority
of the Cotncil would, or did, object-tînless it
might be the gerryniaîdering of the constituencies.
Let mc correct another error into which you have
fallen. You say your correspondents had " vainly
cndeavoured to sting the Council into a reply " to
the charges made ; that the Council " remained
duil as an oyster." Are you rcally ignorant of
the fact that the charges brought against the Coun-
cil vere answered in the addresses of President
Williais before the Ontario Medical Association
and the Medical Council ; in the discussions oe the
Council at its 1892 session, and in articles in
inedical journals ; ail of which were sent to every
ienber of the profession in Ontario ? 'l'he Coun-
cil mnay have failed to use your columns ; but it
availed itself of iethods of reaching the profcssion
which yotr coluinns could not provide.

In conclusion, you accuse me of " insinuatinîg
that somte of your correspondeits were inspired by

personal grievances; and you call on me to rise
above cowardly intiendo, and say what 1 imean. I
have no desire, and had no intention o hiding
behind inuendoes. I advised you, in discussing
medical questions, to " familiarize yourself with
the facts, mstead of following the lead of any dis-
gruntled correspondent who may air his personal
grievances in your coluinns." I repeat the advice,
and supplinent it with the plain and einphatic
statement that all your medical corresioidents
whose luctbrations I have seen were inspiiud by
a personal grievance. That grieaice arose out of
the action of the Council in securing legislation
intenided to make these gentlemen pay their long
overdue debts. Ail other complaints centred
around this one. Soie of these gentlemn had
been meibers of the Council, and cnployees of
the Council in past years. They had willingly taken
all the money out of the Council treasury they
could get , but liad carefully abstained fron paying
in the dues they owed, and which were no more

than their neighbours paid. Year after year they
allowed the Council to pursue the course they now
denounce, and never uttered a word of criticism.
Elction after Llection was held, and they never
took the field against the Council, nor endcavoured
to secure the defeat of any of those men who, they
now say, su vilely misrepresented thLm. If the
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