
CORRESPONDENCE.

would be enormnously increased bv thbis change, withlout any
c<orrespondiig beneit. In fact. tlerC would be, in all prob-
ahility, demoralization, instead of iiprovemnent, iii all matters
pertaining too public health.

Again. the cliaracter of the work does not demand a Minister
and a specia.l poliy. The Legislature, whicb b- the way,
contains a fair proportion of able iedical inen, enacts certain
rgulations pertaining to t1i management of all such institu-

tions as would come under a. *Miniister of HUealth. If the Gov-
emnnent appoint the right kind of ofticials, there is no reason
why these institutions should not be run efliciently. If thev
are not, it is the fanit of these officiails. who should be pronptly
cha ned. if found negligent, and not the systemn. ehianged for
onc far more expensive, ineffBeient and meddlesome. Dr.
i lodets has not ziven us a single d-epartnent in this whole
ield where c.ompetent, officials could not (o lle work satis-

factorily. Enough has been said to prove that there is abso-
Iltelv no nieed for the Ontario Me(licail Association to take
any such Step as Dr. Hodgetts suggests in lis paper.

II.

Is it wise for the Ontario Medical Association to even in-
troduee any question that mnighît divide its meibers into rival
political factions?

Sarn not one of th, ýe wh'o Lake the narrow view that the
iedical sociey, medi ' press and iedical practitioner

shîould consider scientific work alone, the vuv "ltima Thule
of itz, or bis, existence. It is qite truc that seientific or
strictly professional work should, and does, impcriously exact
a very large share of a doctor's tinie. and energy, yet the
demnands of his life and his eitizenship pre-emupt the- first
claim, not only on bis time and energv but on all that he hath,
for kiowledge and skill alone cai only make a good type of
machine. never a higi type of inan. It is, therefore, quite
within the province of the Ontario Medical Association to
discuss a variety of s-ub.iee.ts, and this brings up for considera-
tion the character of Dr. Hllodgetts' proposition. Is it sncb,
that all ouir members, irrespective of their party leanings,
could sec " eye to eye," as being one of universal beneficenee,
or is it not. rather, one that sinilates so very palpablv a.
" plak " in a. party' platforn as to at once arouse party sus-
pieions? Hiow are we to distingnish the. appoint.ment of a
Minister of. ITealth fron, say the straight party ainouncc-
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