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THE PHARMACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL OF 1885

BESE ST SRR

DELIVERED BEEFORE A MEETING OF THE

CHEMIST AND DRUGGISTS' ASSOCIATION OF GLASGOW,
Ox TUESDAY, 10ra APRIL 1883,

——

GENTLEMEN,—Through the great kindness of our esteemed
President, in convening the present meeting at my special request,
I am permitted to address you on the proposed changes in the
Pharmacy Act of 1868. These changes have been proposed by
the Council of the Pharmaceutical Society itself. They (not we
provineials) have broken the ice. Our footing as traders on the
unbroken ice of the legal safeguards that to a large extent give
us a practical monopoly in earrying on the more legitimate part
of our business has not been an over-secure or comfortable one of
late years, What will it be when we have to tread upon the
broken ice? That the ice will be broken when we get into
Parliament seems to me so manifest that I stand amazed at what
I consider the judicial blindness of the wise men of Bloomsbury
Square.

In vindication of this strong language 1 will, with your
permission first discuss the proposed Pharmacy Acts Amendment
Bill, as issued by the Council at their meeting in February last,
along with some notice of the proposed changes in the educational
system of the Pharmaceutical Society ; and second, I will make
some general remarks on the present position and future prospects
of Pharmacy. I need hardly preface these remarks by saying that
I by no means seek to commit a single person here to accept as
his my views on the topics I now proceed to discuss
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Sandford brought it under the notice of the Council, and our law
agent, then present, characterised it as too aI:!BUI‘d to have any
chance of passing. The Council then was unanimous i petition-
ing againstit. On at least three occasions since then, Whﬂﬂ_“ white
helibore powder " was included in the list, there was a considerable
support given to the suggested additions to the Poision ?‘rﬂhedulaa
by some Members ; but happily, the Council, by a majority, threw
the suggestion overboard. But, in an evil hour, as I think it, our
present Council at last yielded to the application of the men of
Lincoln, and last summer it applied to the Privy Council to
sanction their insertion in one of the Poison Schedules,

But, as those who interfere in other people’s quarrels generally
come off second best, so with our Council on that occasion. They
oot a direct rebufl. The Privy Council refused to add to our
existing monopolies, Hence Clause Two of the present Bill, which
is so generally denounced by pharmacists who are ignorant of its
history and origin, as well as by those of our number who take all
the protection they can get and ask, like little Oliver, for more.

[ would still more have objected to the restriction sought, for
the fivst time in Britain —though it is embraced in the Trish Act—
of confining the sale of non-poisonous agents, when in the form of
“medical prescriptions,” to registered pharmacists and medical
licenciates. If there is one thing more than another in which
pharmacists have an almost absolute practical monopoly, it is the
dispensing of prescriptions. So far as I know, the dispensing of
preseriptions by others than pharmacists proper and medical men
in their surgeries, is confined to two or three of the larger stores
in Londen, Liverpool, and Manchester., But supposing that they
aie dispeused in even a dozen stores scattered over the kingdom,
i3 16 worth our while risking a battle on such a subject in the
House of Commons? It is in these few stores alone, so far as I
kknow, that our practical monopoly in the dispensing of preserip-
tions 1s in any way interfered with. It cannot be doubted that
the existence of this monopoly will be made plain in Parliament
by the representatives of the stores. And, whatever may be said
#s to injuries arising to the public from the unrestricted sale of
poisons or of poisonous agents, as it cannot be alleged that injury or
accident has arisen from the sale of any of the NON-POiSONOUS
drugs, I cannot conceive of Parliament sanctioning this addition
to the monopolies ulready enjoyed by pharmacists,

_ As directly bearing upon this point, and in proof that the
views 1 am now enunciating have not been hastily or lightly
arrived at, I will here, with your kind permission, quote the larger
portion of the speech I delivered in the London Council on 3rd
February 1881, when moving the first of eleven amendments I
lad tabled against the Bill, then under discussion, and which
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retained, insert after them the words ¢containing Euhedﬂlﬂdf
soisons.! ”  To that, so long as restrictionsare laid on the sale o
scheduled poisons themselves, T don’t object, much as I do ﬂh.lﬂlc"*
to the fettering of ourselves or others by any sort of legal entangle-
ments not demanded by the laws of truth and justice.

T further ask your attention to what seems to me & remarkable
change in the terms used in the preamble, and continued with a
distinct emphasis throughout the Act, to describe the owner of the
¢ open shop.” In the Act of 1881 the terms were :—"* Whereas,
it is expedient, for the safety of the public, that all persons selling
or keeping open shop for the retailing, dispensing, or compounding
of medical prescriptions should possess a competent practical
knowledge of their business,” Tn the proposed Act now before us
the terms are these :—* Whereas, it is expedient, for the safety of
the public, that sales of poisonous articles should be rcgula:t.r-:tl :
also, that any seller or keeper of an open shop for the retailing,
dispensing, or compounding of poisons and medical prescriptions
should possess a competent skilled knowledge,” &c. Lawyers
don’t generally substitute one term for another without a distinct
purpose in doing so. What I want to know is this—Is the
« geller ” another name for the “keeper” of an open shop ? or is
it a lawyer’s mode of getting at the proprietors of co-operative
stores? If so, if the mere salesman in a co-operative store can
thus simply be made responsible for the sale of poisons or “medical
preseriptions” that he may make, then, most assuredly, the samo
law will be measured out to our own “unqualified” assistants.
That such a result was intended by the authors of the Bill need
not be insisted upon. That is not the question, If it become a
part of the law of the land its interpretation and administration
will fall into other hands than those of its authors and present
supporters. For my own part, though I have as yet failed to get
any pharmacist to agree with me, T hold that if this clause comes
into court in its present form both judge and jury will interpret it
in the way [ have pointed out.

So much, then, for the preamble. My only apology for dwell-
ing at such great length on it is that it is the keystone of the
bridge—the arch on which the whole superstructure of the Bill
rests.

The next, or “ Definition Clause,” as it is innocently termed,
is also an all-embracing one, and demands our maturest considera-
tion. Mr Kinninmont sees no monopoly even in it! I see in it,
on the other hand, nothing but monopoly !

“ Words importing the singular number only shall inelude the
plural number.” 1If they say one thing and mean another, why
use such words at all? If you mean the plural, why not use the
plural? Why, in short, not say in plain and unambiguous terms,
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of the scheduled poisons, say of it? That they will oppose it
cannot be doubted. Mr Davenport, Messrs Savory & Moore,
Powell, the maker of TLocock’s Wafers; Messrs Ec'[wq,rcls,
Newberry, Barclay, and Maw & Sons will be up and stirring ;
and, as their interest in this matter is ours, We are pretty safe to
leave it to them to fight our battle at this corner of the field. Only
this will T ask here—How is it possible to secure that this label-
ling be done by makers in France, in America, or anywhere out
of the United Kingdom? And if we cannot do this, how can we
recover the penalties from men who are beyond our jurisdiction
For myself, I do trust that this attempt to assimilate the laws of
this country to those that obtain on the Continent regarding the
sales of such remedies as are here aimed at will be unsuccessful. Tt
is bad enough when Messrs Jones, Brown, and Robinson, in
their journeys on the other side of the Channel, are put to their
wits’ end to obtain five drops of laudanum or a teaspoonful of
paregoric when a colic or a cough requires such medicaments for
their alleviation or cure. Do not, for any sake, attempt to legis-
late for such restrictions in this free country ; or, at least, don’t
do it so long as our rivers and canal banks are open to would-be
suicides, and so long as six-chambered revolvers and nine-inch
bladed knives can be obtained without let or hindrance by the
would-be assassin, or even by ‘¢ Number 1 ” himself !

I would here ask—On whom do our Councillors seek to
impose these shackles? Is it on our enemies the stores or on our-
selves? On ourselves in at least the first instance. It is we
pharmacists, and we almost exclusively, and not the stores, who
are the makers of those proprietary articles, and so it is ourselves
that we are asked to burden with these legal restrictions! The
Government of their own accord did impose a restriction on the
sale of arsenic now many years ago, but they did it for a specific
reason—the poisoning of children by its means in several districts
in England ; and if the Government of their own accord were now
to impose such a restriction on the sale of any proprietary articles
that can be proved to have been employed at all extensively for
wilful poisoning, or that, through their potency, have proved to be
dangerous agents in the hands of the publie, I would not object,
But why ourselves seek to impose these restrictions upon a whole
class of remedies against which no such evidence can be adduced,
and very many of which are of unquestionable value, and are
largely preseribed by some of our most eminent medical men?
You may like them or not like them, but you cannot put
them down as long as the columns of our newspapers and the
pages of our magazines, of our own Jowrnal, and of the
Chemist and Diruggist, are open to the reception of their
advertisements,
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addition to the one qualified by my own attendance, unless I put a
ualified assistant in it.

Ninth Clause. Though I have already referred to the substance
of this clause, I wish here to draw your special H.-t-tEll‘tiﬂl'l to the
exact wording of it—* Duly qualified persons to sell medfcal pre-
scriptions and sell poisons.” ~Hitherto the words ““medical pre-
scriptions ” were modestly placed in the rear of * poisons.” Now
they are boldly put in the front, and “ poisons” are made to play
second fiddle to the prescriptions. There is also here a decided
step taken in advance in the use made of the terms * geller 7 and
“keeper.” In the preamble it is “ any seller or keeper of an open
shop.” Now it is boldly stated ““unless the seller and keeper of
any such open shop.” If the seller and keeper are one, why
“seller and keeper?’ I would strongly urge, whatever may be
your views as to the general purport of the Bill, that you get a
clear and explicit explanation of all that is involved in the use of
these words—* the seller and the keeper ” of an open shop. Ask
any lawyer how he would interpret the words, were he employed
to defend you, in regard to their true meaning in a court of law,

The Tenth Clause is apparently aimed at the co-operative
stores, or at medical men who carry on business in other names
than their own. The penalty asked is a pretty heavy one, but as
it does not affect aboveboard traders who don't object to their
names being given, even where the firm under which they trade
may not contain it, we need not greatly concern ourselves with it.

Eleventh Clause—A Clause of penalties that need not in any
way disturb us law-abiding subjects of Her Majesty.

Not so with the Twelfth Clause.

Lt is remarkable above all the other clauses of the Bill from the
quiet way in which it seeks such arbitrary powers for our Society
that, if obtained in the terms of it, will, in my opinion, whatever
the Council itself may have intended by it, completely override
even the powers of the Privy Council itself. To the corresponding
clause of the Bill of 1881 I moved that after ¢ Britain” the
words “ with consent of the Privy Council ” be inserted, but T was
overruled by the authority of our legal adviser—he stating that
that was necessarily implied. Well, if it is implied, why is it not
so stated here, as it is stated in a much less important and less far-
reaching clause—namely, the second, or * Poisonous Articles ™
Clause? There the authority of the Privy Couneil is recognissd
here it is completely ignored. i

Further, 1 would oppose it even were this savine clause in it
on the ground of the demand it makes for powers to revolutioniss
’f-hﬂ examinations and powers to alter the fees, and that means,
ﬁﬁﬁ:ng I‘l:y i:;llh:nz:iiit?tﬂiﬂgisilatim_] on the subject, to inereasc

: £ s the Couneil shall practically, as repre-
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judging by my own experience, be obtained. Though I have some
six at present in my different shops, only one of them had passed
his preliminary before entering. If it be replied, the penalty is
only to apply to articled apprentices, then I reply it does not
affect me, for I have ceased articling apprentices for many years.
The demand for apprentices who have passed the preliminary is as
likely to be obeyed, in Scotland at least, as was the old demand of
calling spirits from the mighty deep. The reason is quite simple.
The families who alone, or who almost exclusively, supply us with
our apprentices, do not and cannot educate their children up to
the point needed for passing the examinations until the candi-
dates themselves earn the means of obtaining the needed eduecation
by their labours, Such, at all events in Glasgow, is my expe-
rience over the last forty or more years. I need not add that I
oppose this elause, as T have done most of its predecessors,

Clauses Fourteen and Fifteen can pass without remark,

Clause Sixteen I don’t object to. But why make two bites of
a cherry—why not make a good bolt when swallowing so much ?
Why not at once abolish the Major Examination and declare all
the present and future minors to be majors? Some say this
would be an injustice to the existing majors. Well, call them
majors No. 1, or “ Fellows,” if they like. It will cost no money
and break no bones; and if it please them it will do us no harm,

Clause Seventeen. I think this quite right, having on several
occasions seen the beneficial working of the principle it contains.
It won't keep out any proper candidate, and it may be useful in
keeping out an improper one. During my ten years of experience
I only recollect of two cases in which it was put to active use,
and in both cases I quite agreed with the action of my colleagues
in the Counecil.

Clause Eighteen, This dog is so nearly dead that I hardly
think 1t worth while spending a clause on him—giving him the
last knock on the head. _

Clause Nineteen. No objection to it.

Clause Twenty. I suppose we must have a little red tape now
and then, and as there does not seem a formidable use of it here,
I don’t object to it.

Clause Twenty-one. Most certainly. Punish to your heart’s
content everybody guilty of falsehood. No punishment can well
be too severe for wilful misrepresentations.

Clause Twenty-two. That is, that this Act is not to apply to
Ireland. Most certainly not. It is, however, quite worth while,
to show the hopeful progress our society is making in some points
1£ 1t 1s losing in others, to recall how matters stood in 1875, when
the Irish Act was before Parliament. After one of the keenest
discussions at which T ever was present, the Council, in June of
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. Whence, then, this change of view, or, at least, —::njf action !
in:: due to influence from without or from within ? This I have
no means of knowing ; but this T do know, and . all may knﬁ“‘_’:
that at a meeting of the Executive of the Chemist and Druggist’s
Trade Association, held in Birmingham on the 19th F_‘ebruﬂ.ry_last-,
Mr Barclay, of Birmingham, moved for ifs ir}sertinn in theE Bill of
this year. Mr Barclay’s motion avas carried and remitted to
« officers ” of the Association and a small Committee to take such
steps as they may deem desirable to carry out the wishes of the
Executive in amending the Pharmacy Acts’ Amendment Bill of
1883. One of these officers—Mr Hampson—occupied his place
as President, and there were also present Messrs Andrews and
Churchill, There is no record in the published reports of the
London Council’s proceedings of any of these gentlemen standing
up in it for the insertion of this clause, as they all did two years
ago. Neither, on the other hand, is there any record in the report
of the Trade Association Meeting of their opposing Mr Bavclay's
motion. I have the highest vespect for the personal qualities of
all these three gentlemen, and I by no means intend to hint that
they took one side of the question in Bloomsbury Square and
another in Birmingham. Over and over again did I find myself
in the position of appearing to support, or at least of not actively
opposing motions in the Council against which I had protested in
Committee, but being in a hopeless minority, did not renew a pro-
fitless opposition in the Council. That, I am convinced, was the
case with Messrs Hampson, Churchill, and Andrews, in one or
other of the meetings. I am, however, curious to know which
view had the benefit of their personal support. Do they still hold
the views on the subject they held in 1881, or have they come to
accept the views then so eloquently pled by Mr Sandford and
Mr Mackay ? I sincerely hope they have. 1T also would like to
know if Mr Schacht still holds the opinion he held then, when he
moved that the widow should only have one year to wind-up her
husband’s business? Have such men as DMessrs Greenish,
Wooley, and Symes altered the views they then held and come to
accept those of Mr Sandford that they so strongly opposed. It
would indeed be quite a feather in my cap to find a band of such
men as these accepting the views on this subject I so unsuccess-
fully advoeated in their presence so long ago. I cannot too
strongly express the surprise I felt at Mr Hampson’s view on
this special question, knowing well his leanings to “ Women's
Rights ” in other fields.* On the merits of the question, I main-

_* It is, however, only fair to add that the grounds of the opposition to
widows carrying on their husbands’ business was their want of that personal

qualification that these gentlemen hold the Act of 1868 implied, and the
safety of the public demanded.



ALk, ' ] " - rR = -
f ¥ 3 -
1 = { I i aE : -
. E o
. 1 . I . L ¥ F ! O .




17

most important of these is the sought-for establishment of
a g.zlll-iiculum. PThis i to consist of 60 lectures in Chemistry and 20
on physics relating to it—80 in all, 48 lectures on Botany, and 40
lectures on Materia Medica ; each of these lectures must occupy at
least one hour in delivery. In addition to the lectures there is to
be a three-months’ attendance at Practical Chemistry of not less than
five hours a day. Some of the things embraced in this curriculum
are such as these —The ILaws of Gravitation—Cohesion—
Adhesion— Elasticity—Molecular Attraction—Comparative Hard-
ness of Bodies—Physical Condition of Gases—Mariotte’s Law—
Light : its Nature—Polarised Light—The Spectroscope and 1its
Uses—the Making of Barometers and Thermometers, &e. The
time over which the curriculum is to extend—

Ten Months, Two Hours Daily.
Five Months, Three Hours Daily.
OR
Three Months, ... Five Hours Daily.

All the recommendations embraced in both Reports are, w]%en
finally adopted, to be ¢ incorporated into the bye-laws, according
to existing regulations, and to come into force on and after 31st
December 1887.” \

In addition to the innovation of the curriculum itself there 1s
the one already referred to in the first part of this lecture—the
one rendering it necessary that the student attend in open shop
for three years after registration before he can go up for the firsé
portion of the qualifying examination. There is also this further
innovation—one year at least must elapse between the passing of
the first part of the qualifying examination and the date at which
the candidate can enter for the second part of it.

All that T will add here is that, in both the discussions that
touk place in the Council when these reports were submitted to it,
Messrs Williams and Hampson maintained that the powers sought
in respect to the age of the candidate and to the breaking up of
the examination into two parts, are illegal and beyond the powers
of the Council. On this point Mr Williams is reported to have
said —* Probably certain clauses had been put into the new draft
Bill which had been submitted for the approval of the Council at
their last meeting, with the view of enabling the Council to alter
the examinations in the way indicated ; but at present he was
quite clear the Council had no legal power to do so, and so on

that ground alone he should feel bound to vote against these
recommendations,”*

* Mr Williams, in the debate on the educational proposals in April last
{ear, is reported to have said that he * need not say that the examinations to
e carried out under the scheme proposed would be of a totally different
character to that ever contemplated by Parliament when the Pharmacy Act
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Preliminary Examination.—* This exam‘inat-iuu should be
increased in scgrpa and stringency. The following should be added
to the present subjects of examination :—Algebra, Euclid, and
French or German.” ; 5

Minor Evamination.—This is to qualify for ¢ assistants " only,
and the Minor shall not be permitted to be registered as a chemist
and druggist as heretofore, nor to “commence business on his
own account.” _

Mujor Examination.—Some knowledge of Microscopy to be
added to it.

FEES.
Preliminary, ... £ 3 0
Minor, as above, g 6 0
Major, sus 6 6 0
Total Examintion Fees, ... oy £815.1b0 0
Life Membership Ticket, ... b b 0
(Or Annual Subscription, £1 1s). ——
£21 0 0

« Agsistants’—that is persons who have only passed the
Minor Examinations—should not be permitted to carry on busi-
ness on their own account or to manage a branch business, or the
business of a deceased registered person for executors, &e.”*

The close of the paragraph from which I have just quoted is
as follows :—‘The names of ¢Pharmaceutical Chemists only’
should therefore be published in the official register of persons
entitled to carry on business, except those chemists and druggists
already on the register.”

The writer of the letter further suggested as a possibility, but
does not recommend 1it, that in case the existing Minors might
complain of the proposed change, ‘‘they might be permitted to
qualify as Pharmaceutical Chemists by passing a somewhat
modified examination, provided that was passed within a certain
time—say one year.”

As I think I can safely leave you to form your own conclusions
as to the recommendations just quoted, I don't add what mine
are, but leave them to be guessed at; and I do so with full confi-
dence that all here at least will guess aright.

I wonder whether some of you are thinking of Cowlairs and
Queen Street Stations, and of the rope that unites the two! It
cannot surprise me though you were so thinking, for my yarn on
the Pharmacy Bills Amendment Act has been so spun out that
even I myself had begun to think that it might turn out to be as
endless as that often-circling but never-ending rope. But the

¥ The etcetern here means the Widow and Orphan Children of the
Deceased | !
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throughout Ireland of establishments and shops for the sale of
medicines and compounding of prescriptions, and great incon-
venience thereby arises to the public in,K many parts of the
country,” &e. :

How did this deficiency in the supply of shops and establish-
ments for the supply of medicines and the making-up of preserip-
tions arise? Through the over-education and the over-protection
of Irish apothecaries. The education to qualify for passing was so
high and so expensive that few entered the ranks, and there were
whole districts and villages without apothecaries. Coupled with
this was the strict protection to the apothecaries in the com-
pounding of “medical prescriptions.” There were druggists in
abundance everywhere, but none of them had this privilege ; and
hence the “great inconvenience” to which the public were sub-
jected, and which led to the passing of the Irish Act.

Like causes produce like results.

Tt is to a like restriction in this country that the present policy
of our Council is directly tending. I strongly oppose the increas-
ing of the stringency of the present examinations and the
increased cost of them on two grounds—Ilst. Because I believe
they are high enough already. I again insist upon it that no case
has been made out for an increase in the character or the cost of
the examinations. 2nd. I oppose the increase because of its
inevitably thinning our ranks—that thinning that has begun to
attract the attention of those of our number who ever give such
matters even a passing thought. That this thinning process will
go on as a sequence to the passing of the present Bill—if it ever
be carried —is not denied by even our officials. The Vice-President
of the Council, Mr Atkins, at a late dinner of the London assis-
tants, and where Mr Carteighie presided, is reported to have said
that “ he was glad to address young men—the assistants of to-day,
but the pharmacists of to-morrow. He envied them their age,
He thought that whatever might be the changes of the future
there were fair days in store for them. Their numbers might be
reduced, but there would be a more elevated few possessing a
higher degree of culture.”

Yes, the “upper ten” of our ranks, perchance, may become
the upper “five.” Such a policy may profit the wealthier houses
but it will assuredly injure their less fortunate brethren. I don’t
gay that this is the aim of the promotérs of the measure under
discussion, but I most unhesitatingly affirm that this will be the
result. The toilers and moilers—the rank and file of the society—
unable to procure apprentices or assistants to carry on their busi-
ness, will be left out in “the race for riches”; and they, going to
the wall, the upper ten or the “upper five,” as the case may be,
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remunerative prices for the staple articles of their trade. You
add some of these to your business and undersell the stores in them.,
Do not attempt to compete with them in selling your own standard
articles at prices under those of their own makers, because if you
do, you will gain nothing by it. On such a topic, the just remun-
eration of us pharmacists, ponder well the wise words of the old
(ilasgow citizen and Professor—Adam Smith:—

Apothecaries’ profit is become a bye-word, denoting something uncommonly
extravagant. This great apparent profit, however, is frequently no more than
the reasonable wages of labour, The skill of an apothecary is a much nicer
and more delicate matter than that of any artificer whatever ; and the trust
which is reposed in him is of much greater importance. He is the physician
of the poor in all cases, and of the rich when the distress or danger is not very
great. His reward, therefore, ought to be suitable to his gkill and his trust,
and it arises generally from the price at which he gells his drugs. But the whole
drugs which the best employed apothecary, in a large market town, will sell in a
year, may not perhaps cost him about thirty or forty pounds. Though he
ghould gell them, therefore, for three or four hundred, or at a thousand
per cent. profit, this may frequently be no more than the reasonable wages
of his labour charged, in the only way in which he can charge them, upon the
price of his drugs. The greater part of the apparent profit is real wages
disguised in the garb of profit.— Wealth of Nations, Book I, Cap. 10,

Every dog has its day, and the stores are having their days of
prosperity just now ; but days of adversity are sure to come to
them, as they do to all, some time or other. Very many of the
stores, started under most favourable auspices, have had to close
their doors, and, be sure, there are ‘“more to follow.” But, do
believe this—they will not be put down through any action of
Parliament. So, do not invoke its aid for such a purpose until
you can prove that by shutting the stores and drug-dealing
grocers up you will thereby be acting in the interests of the public,
and not in your own merely. I have one more morsel of comfort
to give you on this subject. Stores are not new—they have been
Lorn and they Lave died in the past, as they will doubtless do in
the future. Here is the advertisement of one of these, exactly

as it appeared in the columns of the Glasgow M. :
I-J"E'C‘-ETI_] hE‘l‘ 1789 sk iy EFCUrY 0 13[‘,

JOHN SWANSTON,

At his Shop a little West from the Candleriggs,

BEGS leave to acquaint his Friends and the Publie,
_ that he has just now imported, from the first mar-
luats: in Britain, a complete Assortment of the followin

Articles, which he is rellingg WHOLESALE and RE.
TATL, at very moderate prices, for ready money,

A parcel of fine Bohea, Congon, Souchong, Hysom,

%’#1;11?{::’:;? TEAS, in the original packages, from the
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following extracts from The Glasgow Mercury at the respective
dates quoted, amply prove —

( From * Grascow MERoURY ” of Wednesday, February 13, 1788).

J. WHITELAW,
HAIR-DRESSER and PERFUMER,
At his shops, No. 36, opposite the Old Guard, Trongate,
and No. 184, opposite Bell's Wynd, High Street,
GLASGOW,;
Where the PUBLIC may be supplied, on the most re-
sonable terms, with the following articles, viz.

. s s.a % s+ % & » 'The Essential Salt of Lemons,
for taking ink-spots or iron-moulds out of linen, lawns,
cambrics, &c. Each box 1 s—Refined Liquorice, for
Coughs and Colds.—Milk of Roses, Tooth Powders and
Brushes.—The very best Blacking Balls and Calkes, for
Boots, Shoes, &c. at 1. or 6 d. each,

( From “Grasaow Mercurt " of Tuesday, April 28, 1789).
Mr SPILSBURY'S DROPS,

" W

N.B.—Mr Spilsbury’s Drops are vended in bottles of
fis. and 1L 2s Also his Treatise on the Scurvy, Gout,
Diet, &c., fourth edition, price 2 s with a hundred cures
relative to those disorders, and other irritating painful ma-
ladies arising from impurities of the blood, &e.—Sold by
James Duncan, bookseller, Trongate, Glasgow ; P. M*Ar-
thur, bookseller, Paisley ; William Muir, Kilmarnock ;
Mr. Boyd, Dumfries ; and by the general vendors of me-
dicines in Great Britain and Ireland.

FProm " Grasaow MEercory ” of Tuesday, July 8, 1794 ).
Just received,
By Messrs, DUNCAN and CHAPMAN,*®
Trongate, Glasgow,
A FRESH SUPFLY OF THE
CHEVALIER RUSPINI's STYPTIC.

The Chevalier has every week instances of its won-
derful effects,

Where also may be had,

Ruspini’s DENTIFRICE POWDER for keeping the
Teeth and Gums in a state of beauty and purity, 6a.
per box, duty included,

— TINCTURE for do. 6s. per bottle, duty in-

cluded.

ELIXIR for the cure of the Toothache, 6s.
per bottle, duty included.

— BALSAMIC STYPTIC for euring internal

‘ai.nél external Bleedings, 8s. 6d. per bottle, duty inclu-
E L

* Printers and Publishers of The Glasgow Mereury, &e,
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|
that of the public; and it won’t give our Society powers to over-
ride those of the Privy Council itself. . s

Not till it pass an analogous Act regarding its own powers,
the transference of its powers of administering existing laws and
of enacting new ones to the Cabinet, even with a Gladstone or a
Salisbury at its head, will Parliament grant to our Council the
powers sought in their Act and their Resolutions. y

But what is very likely to happen is this—Our  glory ” will
be preserved or perhaps enhanced, but it will be done at the
expense of our purse. All our existing titles, and more, 1_f we
ask them, will be sacredly preserved to us, but our trade will be
divided. None but entrants through the portals of Bloomsbury
Square will be allowed to emblazon over their doorways any one
of all our legally-sanctioned titles ; but, ‘licensed to sell poisons
and poisonous articles” will most likely be seen written in more
sombre colouvs over the humble doorway of the grocer and the
general dealer. That is what I expect—the extension of the
principle of Clause Two, expanded to embrace all the poisons of
Schedules 1 and 2. Not only so, but I think it not improbable
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer will seek to couple this new
license with the old one of Patent Medicines, and double the
amount for the double privilege, thus at once “ dishing” the
existing monopoly in ‘ poisons,” the wished-for monopoly in
Patents containing poisons, and greatly enhancing the revenue of
the country. DMy reasons for thus thinking that some such results
as these may follow from our rushing into Parliament are abun-
dantly simple.

Ist, “The Safety of the Public.” That has been so much
cried about by our Council and the Trade Association, as well as
by odd men here and there at intervals, that the Government
imagine they must do something. That something need not be
much. Possiblyit may be thought by them that the “public safety”
will be sufficiently conserved by their establishing over the country
numbers of such licensed premises as I have named, and enforcing
the labelling as poisons, or as poisonous, of all restricted articles.
This would be sufficiently secured by the infliction of a heavy
penalty for its infraction, or by liability to have the licence with-
drawn for the second or third offence. Even less than this ma
be deemed adequate protection of the public. The labelling only,
as provided forin Clause 2 of the projected Act, may be all the
security the Government shall deem necessary.

Znd. Warned by the evils that arose from the restriction of
drug establishments where the public in Ireland could have their
prescriptions dispensed, and which called for the passing of the Act
of 1875 to remedy the evil, the Government will take care not to
sanction such fresh legislation as would lead to a similar incon-
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Ay PR IN TE) Il X

A BILL
INTITULED AN ACT TO REGULATE SALES OF POISONOUS
ARTICLES, ALSO TO FURTHER REGULATE THE SALE OF
POISONS, AND ALSO TO ALTER AND AMEND THE PHAR-
MACY ACT, 1852, AND THE ACTS AMENDING THE SAME,

Preamble.—Whereas, it is expedient, for the safety of the public, that sales
of poisonous articles should be regulated ; also that any seller or keeper uf_ an
open shop for the retailing, dispensing, or compounding of poisons and medical
preseriptions should possess a competent skilled knowledge, and also that sales
of poisons shonld be further regulated. And for the purposes aforesaid, or some
of them, it is expedient that the provisions contained in the Act passed in the
15th and 16th years of the reizn of Her present Majesty, intituled an Act for
regulating the qualification of Pharmaceutical Chemists, hereinafter described
as the Pharmacy Act, 1852, and in the Acts amending the same, should be
amended : Be it enacted by the Queen's Most Excellent Majesty, by and with
the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal and Commons in
the present Parliament assembled, and by authority of the same, as follows :—

1. Definition Clause.—Words importing the singular number only shall
include the plural number.

2. Regulations to be observed in the Sale of Poisonous Articles.—It shall be
unlawful to sell by retail any poisonous article for the time being in the Schedule
of Poisonous Articles hereto, unless the box, bottle, vessel, wrapper, or cover in
which the same is contained be distinetly labelled with the name of such poison-
ous article and the word “poizonons,” and with the name and address of the
seller thereof. And the Council of the Pharmacentical Society of Great Britain
may, from time to time, declare by resolution that any article ought to be added
to the said Schedule of Poisonous Articles, and shall submit the said resolution
for the approval of the Trivy Council. And if such approval skall be given,
guch resolution and approval shall be advertised in the London (Fazette, and on
the expiration of one month from the advertisement any article named in any
such resolution ghall be deemed to be added to the said schedule.

3. Regqulations on Sales by Wholesale of Poisons in Part I of Schedule 4
to the Pharmacy Act, 1868 —Notwithstanding any exception or thing in Section
17 of the Pharmacy Act, 1868, contained, every seller by wholesale of any
poison for the time being in the first part of Schedule A to the Pharmacy Act,
1868, shall keep a record in writing of the name of such poison, the quantity
gold, the name and address of the purchaser, and the date of the =ale, and shail
preserve such record for twelve calendar months.

4. Labelling of Patent Medicines being or containing a Poison.—It shall be
unlawful to sell by wholesale or by retail anyfpatent medicine or any article bear-
ing a patent medicine stamp (herein comprised in the words patent medicine),
being or containing a poison within the meaning of the Pharmacy Act, 1868,
unless the box, bottle, package, or vessel in which the same is contained, the
wrapper, if there he only one, or the outermost wrapper, if there be more than
one, be labelled with the name and address of the first seller of the same, the
name of the patent medicine, and the word * poizon.” :

b, Penalties for certain  Offences,—Any seller acting in contravention of
either of the preceding sections shall, upon a summary conviction Defora two
Jnstices of the peace in England or the sheriff in Scotland, be liable to a penalty
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7 . . : i he
at any time, and from time to time, deliver, or cause to be delivered, to t
'HEH-BI'TDI' the keeper of any open shop _fm: the retailing, deE‘lEmEE‘ or :0“%";
pounding of medical prescriptions or poisons, or at any shop P“TPE‘LI' 1-'"{gt 2 be
the shop of a pharmaceutical chemist, or pharmaceutist, or chems ¢
druggist, or chemist, or druggist, or whereat there FI.'I?]]. be assumed, used, or
exhibited any name, title, or sign implying that it is the shop of a person
registered under the Pharmacy Act, 1852, or the Pharmacy Act, 1868, a notice
gigned by him requiring delivery to him within seven days thereof of a Htﬂt;
ment in writing of the name and address of such seller, or the keeper of suc
shop, and of his qualification so to sell or to keep such shop, and thereupon
such seller, or the keeper of such shop, shall, within such seven days, cause tobe
delivered to the said registrar a statement accordingly, and in|default thereof
every such seller or keeper of such shop shall be liable to a penalty of £5 for
each day so long as such default shall continue, ﬂ-n-:l+ever}' person a.fterwar:d;a,
during continuance of the default, found selling poison at, or Fampﬂumlmg
medical prescriptions at, or acting in the management of the business at ﬂut‘:'h
shop, shall be liable to a penalty of £5 for each su_ch offence, and th.E sa'_ul
penalties may be sued for, recovered, and applied in the manner prowided in
sSection 11,

11. Penalties and Recovery, and Application of Certain Pénalties.—Every
seller or keeper of an open shop for retailing, dispemsing, or compounding
medical prescriptions or poisons, acting in contravention of either of the three
preceding sections, numbered 8, 9, and 10, shall, for each contravention, be
liable to pay a penalty of £5, and the said penalties of £56 may be sued for and
recovered in the manner provided by the Pharmacy Act, 1852, for the recov
of penalties under that Act, and all and every sum and sums of money whic
shall arise from any penalties so recovered for offences incurred under Sections
8, 9, and 10 of this Act, or under the said Pharmacy Act, 1852, or under
Seetion 15 of the Pharmacy Act, 1868, shall be paid to the Treasurer of the
Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain, and shall by him be applied to the
purposes of the said Acts and this Act, or either of them. And in any action
or proceeding for the recovery of any penalty directed to be sued for by the
Registrar of the Society in the name and by the authority of the Council of
the said Society, the name of the said Society alone may be used ; and it shall
not be necessary to give evidence of the appointment of the said registrar, or of
the authority of the said Council, and the full amount of the penalty incurred
shall be recovered.

12. Regulations may be made by Bye-law to Sub-divide Fxaminations, dec.—
It shall be lawful for the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain, from time
to time, by any bye-law, to make, alter, or amend regulations respecting
examinations, so as to divide or sub-divide the same, and to require and regulate
periods of time and of practical experience, or any course of study between
examinations, or any divisions of the same, and to regulate the notices to be
given and the fees to be paid by candidates on the giving of notices for, or the
passing of, examinations or the several divisions of the same, and on registration.

13. Certificates of having passed Preliminary Examination Requisite to
A pprenticeship.—On any division or sub-division of examinations there shall be
provided a division to be called the preliminary examination, and a register of
the persons who have passed the same; thenceforth any pharmaceutical
chemist, or chemist and druggist, who shall take as apprentice any person who
has not previously obtained from the Registrar of the Pharmaceutical Society
a certificate to the effect that he is registered as having passed the preliminary
examination, shall be liable to a penalty of £5, to be sued for and recovered in
the manner provided in Clause 5.

14, Certificates may be accepted in Ii Prelimi
shall be lawful for 1;]::31:Ir Eaniet;lf‘ ;g oy Seelynenay

evidence of degrees, qualification

J ] 'y Ezamination.—It
from time to time, by any bye-law, to accept
§ or certificates granted by other examining


















